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HOUSE    OF  LORDS, 
Fridayj  Snd  June  1893. 


Several  Lords — Took  the  Oath. 

STOBM  WABNJNQS. 
QUESTION.  OBSERVATIONS. 

•The  Earl  op  STRAFFORD  asked 
whether  it  could  be  arranged  that  the 
storm  warDiDgs  issued  hy  the  Meteoro- 
logical Office  might  be  transmitted  free 
of  chaise  to  all  the  lifeboat  stations  on 
the  British  and  Irish  coasts  ;  and  whe- 
ther, daring  the  hay  and  wheat  harvest 
seaaon,  daily  forecasts  of  the  weather 
might  be  transmitted,  also  free  of  charge, 
to  all  postal  telegraph  stations  in  the 
IGiigdom  ?  He  said,  the  work  done  and 
nformatioa  supplied  bj  the  Heteoro- 
logieal  Department  of  late  years  had 
been  so  valuable  in  saving  property  and 
human  life  that  he  hoped  the  Treasury 
would  permit  that  osefol  work  to  be  ex- 
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tended  at  the  necessary  additional,  bat 

comparatively  slight,  expense  it  would 
entail.  Of  the  305  lifeboat  stations  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  188  were  provided 
during  the  winter  months  with  that  in- 
formation, the  remainder  being  unsnpplied 
on  account  of  present  difficulties  in  com- 
munication. The  additional  expense  of 
providing  tUl  the  lifeboat  stations  with 
the  necessary  information  would  be 
under  £1,000,  a  very  trifling  increase 
upon  the  £15,300  total  expenditure  of 
the  Department  per  annum  for  furniahing 
what  was  so  useful  and  so  much  needed. 
With  regard  to  supplying  daily  weather 
forecasts  to  all  postal  telegraph  stations 
during  the  hay  and  wheat  seasons,  no 
doubt  their  Lordships  were  aware  that 
during  the  past  year  that  had  been  done 
in  the  case  of  10  stations  in  the  United 
Kingdom — five  in  England,  three  in 
Scotland,  and  two  in  Ireland.  Those 
forecasts  were  wonderfully  accurate,  the 
percentage  of  success  being  88,  between 
the  highest,  96  in  the  North  Western 
Districts  of  England,  and  the  lowest,  78 
in    the   Eastern   parts  ^of  Scotland. 
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Their  Lordships  would  wish  the  comfort 
and  Tvell-beiog  of  the  seafaring  and 
agricultural  populations  of  the  United 
Kingdom  to  be  cared  for,  and  he  hoped 
that  they  would  receive  an  aesarancefrom 
the  noble  Lord  representing  the  Treasury 
that  during  the  coming  winter  the  re- 
maining lifeboat  stations  would  be  sup- 
plied with  meteorological  information, 
and  that  the  second  part  of  the  ques- 
tion, would  also  be  taken  into  favourable 
consideration. 

Lord  KENSINGTON,  in  replying  to 
the  first  part  of  the  question  as  to  the 
lifeboat  stations,  said,  that  living  himself 
in  a  very  stormy  region,  and  within  400 
yards  of,  perhaps,  as  bad  a  coast  as  any 
round  the  United  Kingdom,  he  was  per- 
fectly sensible  of  the  great  importance  of 
this  matter.  The  figures  given  by  the 
iiohle  Lord  were  correct,  only  188  of  the 
stations  were  at  present  supplied;  but  it 
was  hoped  that  the  telegraph  lines  would 
be  brought  up  so  close  to  others  that  they 
would  be  furnished  with  the  requisite  in- 
formation. The  areas  embraced  by  the 
188  stations  now  supplied  were  very  ex- 
teusive;  but,  of  course,  where  the  wires  did 
not  yet  extend  the  storm  warnings  could 
not  be  sent.  So  far  as  the  Treasury  were 
concerned,  whose  function  it  was  to  deal 
with  the  matter,  and  who  perfectly  re- 
cognised its  importance,  he  was  advised 
that  they  were  perfectly  ready  to  con- 
sider the  question. 

Lord  RIBBLESDALE,  in  reference 
to  the  second  part  of  the  question,  which 
concerned  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  was 
ftittd  to  say  that  they  took  a  very  favour- 
able view  of  the  suggestion  that  a  daily 
weather  forecast  ahould  be  sent  to  the 
rural  postal  districts  during  the  wheat 
and  hay  harvests.  He  did  not  think  the 
J*ost  Office  would  see  any  difficulty  in 
carrying  out  the  suggestion,  and  giving 
it  a  good  trial.  As  far  as  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  was  concerned,  they 
were  only  too  anxious  to  carry  out 
the  suggestion.  The  practical  usefulness 
of  these  forecasts  was  recognised,  and 
their  popularity  had  very  much  increased. 
It  had  been  suggested  that  the  annoyance 
which  might  arise  from  misleading  fore- 
casts would  be  greater  than  the  advan- 
tages arising  from  successful  ones  ;  but 
the  Board  did  not  consider  that  was  the 
i-ase.  Of  course,  it  was  a  question  for 
ihe  Treasury,  and  the  expense  was  the 
only  difficulty  in  the  way.    The  Board 

The  Earl  of  Strafford 


Armies  Bill.  4 

of  Agriculture  had  approached  the 
Treasury  on  the  question,  uid  hoped 
soon  to  have  their  reply,  as  they  w;ere 
only  too  anxious  to  have  iJiis  suggestion 
cfurled  out  in  the  interests  of  the  agri- 
cultural community. 

MADRAS  AND  BOMBAY  ARMIES  BILL. 
(No.  66.) 

THIRD  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing, read. 

Viscount  CROSS  :  My  Lords,  it  is 
not  my  intention  to  occupy  your  Lord- 
ships' time  by  talking  about  this  Bill. 
It  is  quite  right,  I  think,  tiut  it  should 
become  law,  and  soon ;  but  there  is  one 
point  on  which  I  think  the  House  would 
like  to  have  some  assurance  from  the 
Lord  President  and  Secretary  of  State 
for  India.  Under  the  existing  law  there 
is  a  good  deal  of  detail  in  the  Military 
Administration  which  has  hitherto  been 
carried  out  under  the  orders  of  the 
Provincial  Commanders-in-Chief.  By 
this  Bill  the  whole  of  that  is  transferred 
to  the  Commander-in-Chief  in  India  and 
to  the  Adjutant  Generars  Office  there.  I 
am  quite  awu^  that  there  is  a  provision 
enabling,  the  Viceroy  and  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief to  get  rid  of  a  great 
deal  of  this  work,  and  delegate  it  to  the 
Local  Authorities.  Bnt  my  experience 
of  the  office  in  question  is  that  it  is  not 
very  fond  of  parting  with  power  when  it 
gets  it.  It  is  impossible,  I  think,  that 
they  can  at  Simla  carry  out  all  the 
details  which  this  Bill  would  himd  over 
to  them ;  and  unless  large  powers  of 
delegation  are  exercised  by  the  autho- 
rities in  India  I  feel  sure  they  could  not 
possibly  get  through  the  work.  In 
those  circumstances,  I  am  sure  it  will  be 
a  satisfaction  to  your  Lordships  to  hear 
from  the  noble  Earl  that  ho  will  impress 
upon  the  Viceroy  the  necessity  of  exer- 
cising powers  of  delegation,  which,  in 
my  opinion,  are  so  necessary  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  the  objects  ot 
this  Bill. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  ok  the 
COUNCIL  AND  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (The  Earl  of 
Kihberley)  :  My  Lords,  I  am  much 
obliged  to  my  noble  Friend  for  bringing 
forward  this  point,  which  is,  I  think,  of 
great  importance.  It  is  quite  true  that 
under  the  Army  Act  there  ezijit8»  as  has 
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been  stated  by  the  noble  Viscount,  a 
power  of  delegation  as  regards  all  minor 
matters.  In  fact,  I  may  say  there  is 
Mareely  anything  which  cannot  be  dele- 
gated tc  local  officers,  and  I  certainly 
■hall  draw  the  attention  of  the  Govem- 
meat  of  India  specially  to  this  point.  As 
far  a«  my  own  opinion  goes,  I  entirely 
agree  with  the  noble  Viscount  that  it 
woald  be  a  moastrons  thing  if  all  these 
small  matters  were  to  be  dealt  with  at 
headquarters.  I  am  sure  it  cannot  be 
the  inteDtion  of  the  Goremment  of  India 
that  that  shontd  be  the  result  of  this 
Bill  ;  bat  I  agree  with  the  noble  Viscount 
that  it  is  a  matter  which  should  be 
brought  strongly  under  their  notice,  in 
<n^er  that  there  should  be  no  doubt  on 
their  part  as  to  the  wish  of  Her  Majesty's 
GoTOTument  in  the  matter. 

Bill  read  3*  accordingly,  and  passed, 
and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

IBBLAVD  (COUNTY  LIMERICK). 

[adjourned  debate.] 

Order  oi  the  Day  for  resuming  the 
Etefcate  arising  on  a  Question  put  by  The 
Earl  Vane  (M.  Londonderry),  read. 

Debate  resumed  accordingly. 

*Tbe  aiARQUEds  OF  ZETLAND  re- 
gretted that  he  was  placed  at  a  dis- 
advantage in  not  having  enjoyed  the 
advantage  of  hearing  a  reply  ^om  the 
noble  Lord  in  defence  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  the  indictment  which 
had  been  laid  against  them,  but  he 
would  not  take  advantage,  under  the 
circamstances,  of  speeches  in  the  House 
of  ConmuMis  in  order  to  anticipate 
the  reply  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite. 
Daring  the  time  of  hia  Viceroyalty  he 
ttodied  with  great  pleasure  and  satis- 
faction the  characteristics  of  Che  Irish 
people,  and  he  had  never  realised  that 
silence  was  one  of  their  shortcomings. 
He  was,  therefore,  the  more  impressed 
not  only  with  the  system  of  silence  upon 
Irish  afiairs  adopted  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  but  by  the  acquiescence  of 
their  supporters  in  that  system,  not  only 
aa  regarded  the  present  state  of  Ireland, 
bat  also  as  reganled  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  for  the  future  ^vernment  of  Ireland. 
The  present  condition  of  some  of  the 
conntiee  of  Ireland  conld  only  be  fully 
reatiaed  by  those  who  were  immediately 
ocHiaeeted  with  the  country.    His  noble 


Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Londonderry) 
had  enumerated  a  long  catalogue  of  crimes 
which  had  been  committed  there.  Crimes 
of  a  serions  character  had  been  on  the 
increase  since  tlie  recent  Administration 
was  relieved  of  the  responsibilitiea  of 
Office.  They  were  all  well  aware  that 
from  1886  to  the  first  six  months  of  1892 
crime  in  Ireland  had  steadily  and  surely 
decreased.  He  took  the  first  six  months 
of  1 892,  because  it  stood  to  reason  that, 
with  the  excitement  that  preceded  a 
General  Election  and  a  probable  change 
of  Ministry,  the  pulse  of  the  country 
would  be  quickened  and  its  tempera- 
ture might  rise,  more  especially  in  a 
country  that  had  gone  through  so 
many  vicissitndos.  As  far  as  Limerick 
was  concerned,  he  could  fully  confirm 
every  word  that  had  fallen  &om  the  noble 
Marquess.  He  had  resided  on  the  borders 
of  the  County  Limerick  for  several  weeks 
in  the  Spring  of  1892;  he  had  had  oppor- 
tnnities  of  discussing  matters  with  offi- 
cials and  residents  in  the  county  ;  and 
he  could  emphasis?  the  .conclusion  that 
must  be  drawn  from  the  Official  Reports. 
In  the  month  of  June  last  year  there 
was  not  a  single  agrarian  crime  committed 
in  that  county  ;  neither  in  that  county  nor 
in  any  other  in  Ireland  did  there  exist,  to 
his  knowledge,  any  political  combination 
of  an  illegal  character.  The  crime  of 
boycotting  had  absolutely  ceased  to  exist 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  the 
land.  In  order  to  maintain  so  satisfac- 
tory a  state  of  affairs  the  late  Govern- 
ment deemed  it  necessary,  wise,  and 
prudent  to  retain  in  use  certain  clauses  of 
the  Repression  of  Crimes  Act — those 
relating  to  changes  of  venue,  selection  of 
special  juries,  and  secret  inquiry.  They 
had  had  ample  experience  of  the  beneficial 
^ectof  these  clauses  of  the  Act.  Previous 
experience  had  shown  that  it  had  been 
abeoltttely  impossible  to  obtain  convic- 
tions in  certain  parts  of  Ireland  without 
change  of  venue.  As  regarded  secret 
inquiry,  after  it  became  possible  under  the 
clauses,  a  very  large  number  of  uncon- 
victed criminals  left  the  Counties  of  Clare, 
Cork,  and  Kerry  simply  from  the  dread 
of  being  brought  to  justice  and  convicted. 
He  extremely  regretted  that  the  present 
Government  arrived  at  the  determination 
to  suspend  the  operation  of  these  clauses. 
The  present  Government  succeeded  to 
power  in  circumstances  very  different 
from  those  in  which  their  predecessors 
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UDdertook  responsibility  for  the 
govemmeut  of  the  country.  During 
hia  Viceroyalty — and  he  was  certain  the 
noble  Marquess  behind  him  would  support 
the  assertion  from  his  own  experience — 
the  chief  obstacle  in  the  way  of  establish- 
ing and  maintaining  law  and  order  was 
the  existence  of  the  Organisations  set  in 
motion  by  the  Leaders  of  the  Nationalist 
Party  with  a  view  to  muking  good 
goTemment  in  Ireland  impossible.  It 
might  seem  reasonable  to  suppose  that, 
in  existing  circumstances,  the  heads  of 
the  Nationalist  Party,  who  had  become 
political  allies  of  the  Grovemment  of 
the  day,  would  exert  their  influence  with 
the  more  unscrupulous  and  more  insub- 
ordinate Members  of  their  Party,  and 
induce  them  to  support  their  political 
friends  by  bringing  about  a  further  reduc- 
tion in  crime.  The  statements  of  the 
noble  Marquess  behind  him  remained 
without  contradiction,  and  he  believed  it 
was  admitted  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  moonlighting  was  largely  on 
the  increase.  Whether  or  not  it  was  ad- 
mitted that  this  increase  of  crime  was 
connected  with  political  combinations,  it 
must  be  recognised  that  rufiianism  and 
moonlighting  were  again  in  the  ascendent, 
that  assassins  were  again  in  a  position  to 
wield  that  baneful  sway  over  the 
destinies  of  the  country  which  they  had 
exercised  with  such  terrible  consequences 
in  the  past.  Under  these  circumstances, 
it  seemed  reasonable  to  inquire  what  steps 
Her  Majesty's  Government  intended  to 
take  for  the  protection  of  life  and  property 
and  for  the  repression  of  crime  ? 

The  Earl  opCAMPERDOWN  said, 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite  had  nutde 
ont  a  case  on  facts  and  figures  which  was 
complete  enough  to  require  a  very  care- 
ful answer  from  Her  Majesty^s  Govern- 
ment. So  far  as  the  House  had  informa- 
tion, the  only  measure  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  for  the  protection  of  life 
and  property  was  incflectuaily  to  increase 
the  number  of  the  police  in  certain 
places  ;  and  he  wished  to  ask  why  they 
did  not  revive  the  effective  measures 
which  lay  in  their  power  —  secret 
inquiry,  change  of  venue,  and  special 
juries  ?  The  only  answer  which  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  given  was  that 
to  revive  those  measures  was  useless, 
because  hitherto  they  had  been  ineffectual, 
but  that  answer  did  not  appear  to  be 
''orrect.    A  Return  just  laid  before  the 
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House  of  Commons  only  yesterday 
flhowed  that,  while  no  convictions  fol- 
lowed tiiree  secret  inquiries  which  had 
taken  phuie  in  the  County  of  Clare,  con- 
victions had  followed  in  all  the  seven 
cases  which  had  occurred  in  the  County 
of  Kerry  and  in  the  single  case  of  inquiry 
in  Limerick.  There  was,  therefore,  very 
good  direct  results,  irrespective  of  the 
indirect  results,  among  those  addicted  to 
crime.  As  to  the  change  of  venue  and 
special  juries,  the  Chief  Secretary  ap- 
peared to  regard  them  as  ineffectual,  but 
would  the  noble  Earl  who  had  been 
Viceroy  (Earl  Spencer)  express  the  same 
opinion  ?  These  three  powers  were  intro- 
duced into  the  Act  of  1882,  which  the 
noble  Earl  worked  with  so  much  credit. 
In  1885  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  noble 
Lord  that  these  clauses  were  extremely 
valuable  ;  and  in  1886,  when  the  noble 
Marquess  was  in  power,  the  noble  Earl,  in 
the  Debate  on  the  Address,  found  great 
fault  with  the  Government  because  they 
had  not  renewed  them.  From  that  it 
was  quite  clear  that  the  noble  Earl  re- 
garded these  clauses  as  of  great  value, 
and  in  that  respect  he  held  a  different 
opinion  from  that  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland.  Was  the  noble  Earl  still  of 
that  opinion  ?  If  not,  why  not  ?  And 
if  these  clauses  were,  in  his  opinion,  as 
valuable  now  as  they  were  then,  did  he 
intend  to  advise  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  renew  them  ?  It  was  quite  clear 
that  the  ordinary  law  was  at  present 
perfectly  powerless  in  certain  districts  of 
Ireland.  The  GoTernment  had  at  their 
disposal  a  weapon  for  which  they  were 
indebted  to  Parliament,  because  Parlia- 
ment made  the  Act  permanent^  and  it 
was  its  permanence  which  gave  to  the 
Act  its  value,  for  it  enabled  the  present 
Government  to  obtain  the  same  results  as 
the  late  Government  had  done. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Earl  Spencer)  :  My 
Lords,  I  was  quite  ready  last  night  to 
reply  to  the  noble  Marquess  who  opened 
the  Debate ;  but  when  we  found  that 
your  Lordships  desired  a  longer  Debate,  I 
thought  it  advisable  to  reserve  the  re- 
marks which  I  had  to  make.  First,  to 
notice  the  speech  of  the  noble  Marquess 
the  late  Viceroy  (Lord  Zetland),  It  was 
very  clearly  delivered  and  was  couched 
in  the  most  moderate  language.  I  fully 
acknowledge  the  value  of  the  arguments 
which  the  noble  Marquess  used,  and  I  will 
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refer  to  some  of  bis  remarks  later  on. 
The  noble  Marquess  who  opened  the 
Debate,  in  the  not  »o  temperate  speech 
wliich  he  delivered,  said  that  it  was  the 
tctioD  of  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment 
wbioh  has  produced  the  lamentable  events 
to  which  he  referred.  But  if  that  is  bo, 
whf  is  it  that  those  lamentable  events  have 
occurred  only  in  a  few  counties,  Lim- 
mck,  which  is  the  subject  of  bis  Motion, 
and  Clare,  to  which  be  only  incidentally 
referred  ?  If  the  argument  of  the  noble 
Marquess  is  sound,  the  action  of  Her 
UajestyV  Government  ought  to  have 
reiuited  in  disastrous  effects  of  the  same 
kind  in  every  part  of  Ireland.  In  Ireland 
at  large  crime  has  diminished  from  the 
period  whea  Her  Majesty's  Goveruipent 
took  Office  up  to  the  22nd  of  May.  The 
Dnmber  of  threatening  letters  and  notices 
from  August  23,  1892,  to  May  22,  1893, 
WK  136  ;  in  the  corresponding  period  of 
1891-2  it  was  U8.  The  number  of 
agnuisu  outrages,  exclusive  of  threaten- 
ing letters  and  notices,  was  iu  the  former 
paiod  139,  in  the  latter  period  170.  So 
tbt  the  total  number  of  agrarian  offences 
bm  August  23,  1H92,  to  May  22,  1893, 
ns  274,  as  compared  with  a  total  of 
318  in  the  corresponding  period  of  1891, 
ot  a  decrease  of  44.  We  hare  a  stiU 
further  test.  There  were  444  persons 
committed  for  trial  from  August  23, 
1892,  to  May  22,  1893  ;  the  number 
during  the  corresponding  period  under 
the  lale  Government  was  338.  There- 
fore, more  men  were  made  amenable  by 
over  100  than  in  the  corresponding 
period  of  the  year  before.  If  we  com- 
pare the  convictions,  the  number  siuce 
Her  Majesty's  Government  came  iuto 
Office  in  1892  up  to  May  22,  1893,  was 
139 ;  it  was  101  in  the  corresponding 
poiod  under  Her  Majesty's  late  Govern- 
ment. The  acquittals  up  to  May,  1893, 
were  113,  as  compared  with  91  in  the 
corresponding  period  under  the  late 
Government,  the  comparison  in  that 
reepect  being  in  favour  of  the  Govern- 
ment  of  the  noble  Marquess.  These  are 
the  figures  for  Ireland  at  large  ;  and 
»heu  these  grave  charges  are  brought 
fonratd  and  imputed  to  what  the 
noble  Marquess  called  "  the  criminal 
tttbn "  of  Her  Majesty^s  Government, 
I  ddnk  I  am  justified  in  showing  what 
is  the  general  effect  throughout  the  whole 
of  lidmnd.  J  atonce  admit  that  tlie  state  of 
tbiagsin  particular  dtstriots  is  notsatisfoc- 


tory,  and  that  there  has  been  an  increase 
of  crime  in  those  districts,  but  I  do  not 
think  that  increase  is  so  great  or  so 
alarming  as  has  occurred  in  former  times. 
I  quite  admit  that  even  if  the  greater 
pari  of  Ireland  is  in  a  good  condition,  and 
one  portion  of  it  is  in  a  bad  state,  the 
responsibility  rests  with  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  Chief  Secretary, 
as  well  as  myself,  desire  nothing  more 
than  to  take  whatever  steps  may  be 
necessary  to  restore  order  iu  those  dis- 
tricts. I  am  quite  ready  to  admit  that 
there  has  been  an  increase  of  agrarian 
crime  in  parts  of  Limerick  and  Clare, 
those  districts  being  on  the  borders  of 
Cork  and  Kerry.  I  admit  that  moon- 
lighting and  certain  agrarian  crimes 
have  increased  in  those  districtB.  But 
there  is  one  matter  for  congratulation — 
there  has  not  been  a  single  agrarian 
murder  during  the  period  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  been  in  Office. 

LuRD  ASHBOURNE:  There  have 
been  many  attempts. 

Eakl  spencer  ;  There  have  been 
attempts,  I  admit.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  seems  to  think  I  wish  to 
extenuate  this  state  of  things.  I  have 
no  wish  to  do  so.  I  say  I  quite  admit 
there  have  been  attempts  of  the  kind,  but 
I  think,  having  said  that,  I  am  entitled  to 
take  credit  where  credit  can  be  taken. 
Though  iu  Limerick  there  has  been  an 
iucrease  in  mooulightiug,  it  is  not  the 
case  that  there  has  been  an  increase  in 
crime  iu  Ireland  generally.  The  Police 
Authorities  have  done  everything  possible 
to  try  and  put  it  down.  They  have 
establitshed  stations  in  the  worst  districts, 
and  have  increased  the  numbers  of  the 
Force.  Every  effort  has  been  made  to 
put  down  moonlighting  in  these  districts^ 
and  since  April  23  there  lias  not  been  a 
single  moonlighting  case  in  the  County  of 
Limerick.  The  Government  may  take 
credit  for  the  success  which  has  attended 
the  steps  they  have  taken  in  that  county. 
With  regard  to  this  serious  outbreak  of 
agrarian  crime,  I  have  no  desire  to 
minimise  the  facts ;  but  what  has 
occurred  is,  after  all,  only  a  repetition  of 
what  has  occurred  from  time  to  time  in 
Ireland ;  and  the  authorities  in  that 
country  do  not  attribute  the  increase  of 
offences  in  the  County  of  Limerick  to 
more  than  the  usual  fluctuations  of  crime 
which  have  taken  place  occasionally  for 
many  years  past.  Ev^yb^^^i^^^ 
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with  the  history  of  crime  in  Ireland 
knows  that  these  fluctuations  occur  in 
particular  districts.  It  has  happened  io 
mj  own  experience.  Counties  which, 
back  in  the  thirties,  were  in  a  very  dis- 
turbed state,  are  now  quiet  and  peaceable. 
In  the  time  of  mj  first  Viceroyal^  the 
Conntj  of  Kilkenny  was  in  such  a 
terrible  state  that  the  Goverumeut  of  the 
day  had  to  take  special  measures  to  deal 
with  it,  and  to  overcome  the  influence 
and  force  of  the  Secret  Societies  which 
existed  there.  But  the  state  of  things 
in  that  county  is  very  different  now,  aod 
that  part  of  the  country  is  perfectly 
quiet.  It  is  difficult  to  account  for  these 
fluctuations  of  crime.  They  may  arise 
from  the  influence  of  some  leading  men 
of  particularly  bad  character  in  the 
district  at  the  time,  or  to  some  particular 
hardships  that  a  locality  may  be. enduring 
for  the  time  ;  but,  whatever  may  be  the 
cause,  fluctuations  which  cannot  be 
altogether  explained  uudoubtedly  have 
occurred  from  time  to  time  ;  they  pass 
away,  aud  that  part  of  the  country 
remains  as  quiet  as  any  other.  This  has 
recently  been  the  case  in  Limerick  and 
the  adjacent  counties,  and  in  that  way  the 
increase  of  offences  is  to  be  accounted 
for.  The  noble  Marquess  who  introduced 
this  subject  implied  that  the  increase  is 
due  to  defects  in  the  machinery  of 
government  from  the  machinery  having 
been  allowed  to  get  out  of  order  ;  and  he 
referred  to  the  questions  of  the  change  of 
venue  and  the  power  of  holding  secret 
inquiries  under  the  Crimes  Act.  I  quite 
admit  that  great  advantages  have  been 
gained,  and  may  still  be  gained,  by 
change  of  venue  when  the  country  is  in 
an  exceedingly  disturbed  condition.  I 
still  hold  the  opinion  that  I  have  pre- 
viously expressed— that  if  the  condition 
of  afiairs  is  such  that  a  jury  cannot  act 
fairly  in  a  particular  county  a  change  of 
venue  is  desirable.  Accordingly,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  be  perfectly 
prepared — and  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
already  said  so — to  take  the  proper  steps 
for  obtaining  change  of  venue  if  the 
necessity  arises.  As  to  the  powera  of 
secret  inquiry,  I  must  say  that,  though  I 
am  aware  that  there  may  be  some  indirect 
advantages  to  be  gained  from  them,  I  have 
long  been  of  opinion,  and  am  still  of 
opinion,  that  in  the  great  majority  of 
cases  those  powers  have  not  proved  to  be 
of  any  real  practical  value  in  securing 
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evidence  which  would  lead  to  successful 
results  as  regards  convictions.  I  say 
that  with  regard  to  my  own  experience 
in  Ireland.  I  grant  that  there  have  been 
many  uotable  exceptions,  but  I  maintain 
that  yon  cannot  lay  down  an  absolute 
rule  by  taking  a  few  casee^  and  in  the 
great  majority  of  cases  the  secret  inquiry 
has  not  been  successful.  I  have  con- 
sulted some  authorities  on  the  subject, 
and  they  bear  me  out.  Take  the  most 
recent  cases.  In  the  case  of  the  three 
explosions  that  have  lately  occurred  in 
Dublin  the  use  of  the  powers  of  secret 
inquiry  in  two  of  them  led  to  no  favour- 
able result.  While  in  the  third  case  they 
werenot  resorted  to, as  our  Legal  Advisers 
said  it  was  perfectly  useless  to  try  it, 
and,  therefore,  it  was  given  up.  The 
point  has  been  raised  about  witnesses  not 
being  afraid  to  give  evidence  when  they 
are  taken  froni  their  own  into  another 
county.  But  I  venture  to  think  that 
there  is  this  difficulty  in  that  assumption 
— that  the  power  of  holding  secret  in- 
quiry does  not  enable  you  to  put  aside 
the  necessity  of  inquiry  before  the  Magis- 
trates. Anyone  who  is  afraid  on  account 
of  intimidation  to  give  evidence  in  his 
own  county  would  probably  be  just  as 
much  afraid  to  give  that  evidence  openly 
before  the  Magistrates  in  another  county. 
What  you  want  to  do  with  regard  to 
secret  inquiry  ia  to  get  evidence  which 
will  enable  you  to  make  men  amenable 
and  to  proceed  to  a  successful  trial.  In 
numerous  cases,  perhaps  not  an  enormous 
number,  the  late  Government  put  into 
force  the  clauses  which  enabled  men  to 
be  imprisoned  for  refusing  to  give  evi- 
dence. Why  were  they  obliged  to  do  it? 
They  found  that  men  whom  they  had 
every  reason  to  believe  could  give  valu- 
able evidence  refused  to  come  forward. 
They  had  refused  before  the  Magis- 
trates, and  they  had  refused  before  the 
secret  inquiry.  That  shows  that  you  do  not 
gain  a  great  deal,  and  that  the  same  re- 
luctance which  prevents  men  coming  for- 
ward in  open  Court  operates  upon  them 
when  they  are  before  the  secret  inquiry. 
Men  who  are  willing  to  come  forward  are 
not  induced  in  the  majority  of  cases  to  do 
so  by  the  secret  inquiry.  The  secret  in- 
quiry does  not  enable  you  to  override  the 
inquiry  before  the  Magistrate,  and  any- 
body who  is  afraid  on  account  of  intimi- 
dadon  of  giving  evidence  in  his  own 
county  is  3nst«  muclQj5^giving 
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H  in  another,  because  it  has  all  to  be 
shown  Dpon  the  magistwial  inquiry  when 
those  eriJ  influences  wilt  be  brought  to 
bear  against  them.  I  do  not  think,  my 
Lwds,  I  need  dwell  fivther  upon  this 
subject  of  secret  inquiry.  I  have  been 
etiarged  on  a  previous  occasion  with  re- 
nrtiiig  to  tu  guoque  arguments  when  I 
have  compared  figures  nnder  the  present 
ud  the  last  Administration,  and  I  wish 
tOMy  that  I  have  not  quoted  those  figures 
and  cases  as  a  reproach  to  the  late  Govern- 
meat,  bat  simply  and  entirely  to  show 
what  experience  has  been  in  regard  to  those 
matters.  With  respect  to  the  remarks  of 
the  noble  Marqness  on  the  offence  of 
Doonlighting,  I  wish  to  point  out  that 
moonlighting  is  not  a  scientific  name  or 
definition  of  any  crime,  and  has  never 
been  adopted  or  printed  in  any  oiBcial 
fietorn.  It  has  grown  up  in  consequence 
of  the  familiar  description  it  conveys, 
ud  an  attempt  has  lately  been 
imiie  to  classify  crime  under  this  head. 
1  believe  that  the  term  "moonlighting" 
isipplied  to  crimes  committed  after  sun- 
set. There  is  no  other  definition  of  the 
"■ordas  far  as  I  know.  Cases  of  raiding 
fortrms  and  attacks  upon  houses  have 
been  inclnded  in  the  Returns  as  agrarian 
nimea  when  the  motive  was  clearly  of 
«B  agrarian  character ;  and  cases  where 
the  motive  assigned  by  the  police  fails  to 
meal  an  agrarian  element  have  been  in- 
cluded unong  non-agrarian  crimes.  That 
Jffietice  has  been  followed  for  years  past, 
Md  there  has  been  no  change  of  proce- 
dure with  regard  to  reporting  outrages 
fince  the  present  Government  came  into 
Office.  Upon  all  the  points  to  which  the 
QoWe  Marquess  referred  yesterday  I  have 
not  been  able  to  obtain  information.  As 
to  one  case,  liowever,  information  has 
nached  my  hands  since  I  entered  this 
Bmse.  That  is  the  Moloney  shooting 
we,  and  I  am  informed  t^at  seven  men 
wre  arrested  in  connection  with  it  last 
«»soii^.  Of  course,  I  bave.uot  yet  heard 
whether  the  case  against  these  men  is  a 
strong  one  or  not.  I  do  not  think  it 
Mcessary  to  go  further  into  the  details  of 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Marquess.  I  will 
only  repeat  what  I  have  said  very  often, 
^t  the  Government  are  as  intent  and 
dcHTOOs  of  maintaining  law  and  order  in 
Irdutd  as  noble  liords  opposite,  and  that 
th^  will  take  whatever  steps  they  may 
^Mi  Beceseary  to  give  effect  to  that 
^ire.  I  have  already  explained  why 


the  Government  have  not  thought  it 
necessary  to  renew  certain  powers  avail- 
able under  the  Crimes  Act.  I  trust  that 
this  increase  of  crime  in  Limerick  will 
prove  to  be  only  one  of  those  fluctuations 
in  the  state  of  society  in  that  comity 
which  has  been  so  often  found  to  occur 
in  othw  districts  in  Ireland.  H«r 
Majesty's  Government  will  not  cease  to 
take  the  steps  which  they  think  neces- 
sary for  the  preservation  of  law  and 
order,  and  they  sincerely  trust  that  they 
will  succeed  in  that  small  part  of  Ireland 
as  they  have  succeeded  in  other  parts  of 
that  country. 

Thb  Marquess  op  LONDON- 
DERRY said,  that  the  noble  Earl  had 
not  answered  some  of  the  most  important 
questions  which  he  had  put  to  him.  He 
wanted  information  as  to  the  number  of 
persons  made  amenable  for  the  1 7  cases  of 
moonlighting  in  Limerick,  which  Mr. 
Morley  admitted  had  occurred.  He  also 
wanted  to  know  whether  Mr.  Morley  was 
prepared  to  redeem  the  pledge  which  he 
gave  to  the  House  of  Conunous  a  short 
time  ago,  to  the  effect  that  If  any  overt 
acts  of  intimidation  or  denunciation 
should  be  brought  to  his  notice  the 
Government  would  interfere.''  He  had 
brought  an  actual  case  of  the  kind  before 
the  attention  of  the  noble  Earl  yesterday, 
and  he  should  like  an  answer  with  refer- 
ence to  it. 

Earl  SPENCER  :  I  have  no  doubt 
that  if  overt  acts  of  intimidation  can  be 
proved  the  Irish  Government  will  take 
steps  to  prosecute  the  offenders.  I  have 
no  information  as  to  the  number  of  men 
made  amenable  for  the  moonlighting 
outrages  in  Limerick.  I  have  tried  to 
obtain  the  information,  but  I  have  not 
yet  received  a  specific  auBwer  to  my 
qnestioo  on  the  subject. 

The  Makquess  of  LONDON- 
DERRY :  What  has  been  done  with  the 
Justice  of  the  Peace  who  applauded  the 
boycotting  ? 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  Really 
I  must  rise  to  Order.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess cannot  expect  to  be  allowed  to 
make  a  series  of  speeches. 

The  Marqi;e»s  of  LONDON- 
DERRY :  All  I  want  is  answers  to  my 
questions — I  expect  that  at  least. 

The  Marquess  of  WATERFORD 
did  not  think  that  the  House  would  con- 
sider the  answer  given  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  the  indictmmt  brought 
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against  them  at  all  satiaf aotory.  In  fact, 
there  had  been  no  aniwer  given  at  all  to 
the  charges  which  bad  been  bo  ably  put 
forward  dj  his  noble  Friend.  The  noble 
Karl  had  neither  explained  the  eerions 
Btate  of  a£fairB  which  exieted  in  Limerick, 
nor  had  he  attempted  to  suggest  that  the 
Government  were  going  to  take  any 
measures  with  a  view  of  enforcing  the 
law  and  putting  down  crime.  There 
seemed  to  be  a  conspiracy  of  silence  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  in  their 
Lordships'  House  as  well  as  in  the  other 
House  in  regard  to  Irish  affairs  at  the 
present  time.  The  noble  Earl  had  not 
attempted  to  explain  what  was  tbe  reason 
for  the  increase  of  crime  in  Limerick. 
The  noble  Eul  said  that  an  influx  of 
crime  took  place  occasionally  at  intervals 
in  Ireland.  But  when  an  inflxtx:  of  crime 
took  place  surely  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  take  steps  to  suppress 
the  crime.  The  figures  of  the  noble 
Barl  distinguishing  between  agrarian  and 
non-agrarian  crime  proved  nothing.  It 
was  a  curious  fact  that  non-agrarian 
crime  had  been  increasing  in  IreUnd  of 
late.  But  these  so-called  non-agrarian 
crimes  were  really  agrarian,  and,  there- 
fore, the  Returns  quoted  were  most  mis- 
leading. In  the  Debate  in  the  House  of 
Commons  the  Chief  Secretary  stated 
that  not  a  single  moonlighting  outrage 
had  occurred  in  the  County  of  Limerick 
siuce  April  23.  Well,  he  held  in  his 
hand  a  Return  takeu  from  the  only  means 
at  his  disposal,  the  public  Press,  of  out- 
rages in  Limerick,  and  he  found  that  on 
April  29  John  Walshe's  house  was  fired 
into,  and  on  the  same  day  Mary  Eng- 
lish's hay  was  bomed,  and  Joanna 
Bichardson^s  cow-house  destroyed.  On 
May  13  Owen  Haggarty's  house  was  at- 
tacked by  moonlighters,  and  on  May  15 
Martin  O'Mara's  hay  was  burned.  So 
that  the  House  would  see  that  the  Re- 
turns of  outrages  put  forward  by  the 
Government  were  incorrect  even  for  the 
short  time  that  had  elapsed  between 
April  23  and  the  present  time.  He  would 
tell  Her  Majesty's  Government  the  reason 
why  there  had  been  an  increase  of  crime 
in  Limerick  and  other  counties  in  L*8land. 
It  was  because  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment knew  that  they  were  kept  in  Office 
by  the  Leaders  of  the  National  League, 
and  had  been  obliged  to  throw  away  all 
the  weapons  which  were  necessary  to  en- 
force the  law  in  Ireland.    They  were 
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endeavouring  to  preserve  order  in  Ireland 
with  the  assistance  of  the  forces  of  dis- 
order. As  he  had  pointed  out,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  kept  in 
Office  at  this  moment  by  the  Leaders  of 
the  National  League,  and  they  were 
attempting  to  govern  the  country  with^ 
their  assistance.  Of  all  the  mistakes  that 
were  ever  made  in  the  government  of 
Ireland — and  there  had  been  many — 
there  never  had  been  a  greater  mistake 
made  than  the  attempt  to  govern  the 
country  by  the  aid  of  theme  who  had 
openly  defied  the  law.  This  mistake  had  ^ 
been  made  over  and  over  again,  and 
it  was  this  mistake  which  was  now 
causing  this  terrible  state  of  affairs 
in  Limerick.  He  had  always  admired 
the  firmness  and  courage  with  which 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Spencer)  admi- 
nistered the  most  stringent  Coercion  Act 
of  modem  times,  but  he  asked  the  noble 
Earl  whether  there  could  be  a  greater 
encouragement  to  the  forces  of  disorder 
than  to  see  him  supporting  a  policy 
which  wonld  be  certain  to  hand  over  the 
very  men  he  himself  had  used  against 
the  disloyal  classes  in  Ireland  to  those 
classes,  tied  hand  and  foot,  to  do  with 
them  as  they  would,  and  prolmbly  to 
punish  them  for  the  very  support  and 
assistance  they  had  given  him  when  he 
was  trying  to  enforce  the  law  and  main- 
tain order  in  Ireland.  Was  not  that  in 
itself  enough  to  encourage  disorder  and 
lawlessness  ?  No  wonder  the  law- 
breakers believed  that  a  surrender  had 
been  made  to  them.  Then,  again,  was 
not  the  action  of  the  Members  of  the 
present  Government  when  in  Opposition 
sufficient  to  give  impetus  and  encohrage- 
ment  to  the  criminal  classes  in  Ireland  ? 
They  encouraged  the  Land  League  in 
their  Endeavours  to  upset  the  law  of 
the  land.  They  never  said  one  word 
against  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  Al- 
though the  noble  Earl  the  other  night 
declared  that  he  had  done  so,  he  did  not 
think  anything  of  the  kind  could  have 
been  said  in  their  Lordships'  House. 
Certainly  he  was  not  present  when  the 
declaration  was  made,  and  he  had  not  seen 
any  report  of  it  in  the  newspapers.  On 
every  occasion  when  Mr.  Balfour  was 
attempting  to  enforce  the  law  and  punish 
law-breakers  they  did  all  in  their 
power  to  put  every  obstacle  in  his  way. 
They  sat  by  and  allowed  the  Magistrates 
to  be  attacked  and  the  police  abused,  and 
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nerer  said  a  word  in  their  defence,  and 
the  peasaotry  in  Irelaud  naturally  be- 
lieved that  they  appioved  these  attacks. 
They  voted  in  the  House  of  Commons  in 
favour  of  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill,  and 
tha%  was  nothing  which  had  caused  Her 
Uajesty's  Government  so  much  trouble,  he 
Tu  glad  to  say,  since.    Was  it  won- 
derful that  their  Lordships  now  saw  that 
people  in  certain  counties  in  Ireland 
were  taking  these  lessons  to  heart? 
Wts  it  wonderful,  when  such  encourage- 
ment  had  been  given  to  those  who  f  epre- 
sented  the  National  League  in  Ireland, 
wtien  such  ideas  had  been  put  into  the 
heads  of  their  supporters  and  dupes,  the 
evicted  tenants,  the  moonlighters  and 
usaasins,  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment now  found  it  difficult  to  enforce 
the  law  for  the  protection  of  life  and 
pn^erty  in   certain  counties.    It  was 
ewy  to  understand  how  these  people  had 
tiken  the  hint,  and  how  the  action  which 
ihe  Goremment  took  in  Opposition  had 
led  the  uneducated  peasantry  to  believe 
ibat  they  had  friends  at  headquarters, 
Tha,  if  they  were  not  prepared  to  support 
ihao,  at   any  rate  would   not  punish 
them  if  they  were  detected  in  crime. 
Ihe  very  fact  that  the  Crimes  Act  had 
been  made  a  dead  letter,  that  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Conunission  had  been  appointed, 
with  its  outrageously  biased  composition 
and  its  more  than  ridiculous  procedure 
and  Beport,  were  enough  to  encourage 
ihe  forces  of  disorder  to  make  themselves 
nraely  felt,  and  hence  the  state  of 
«IUn  which  his  noble  Friend  had  put 
befiffe  their  Lordships.    The  condition 
of  Ireland  was  getting,  and  would  get, 
worse- and  worse  from' month  to  month 
and  from  week   to  week,  unless  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  prepared  to 
take  measures  to  improve  it,  until  at  last 
Ae  Chief  Secretary  would  be  forced  to 
choose  between  the  Scylla  and  Charybdis 
of  either  bringing  in  a  uew  Coercion 
Actor  giving  up  Ireland  altogether  to  the 
Nationalist  Leaders  and  the  Land  League. 
The  Chief  Secretary,  m  the  House  of 
Commons  some  time  back,  said  that  the 
tbange  of  venue  was  useless.    If  the 
change  of  venue  was  useless,  how  was 
it  that  a  number  of  convictions  took 
plice  under  it  which  were  quoted  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  on  Monday  night  in  the 
House  of  Commons  ?    How  was  it  tliat 
Ur.  Balfour  had  been  able  to  bring  the 
coon^  into  such  good  ordw  ?  How 


was  it  that  he  was  able  at  last  to  with' 

draw  the  operation  of  the  Crimea  Act  in 
almost  every  county  in  Irelaud  ?  How 
was  it  that  Limerick  was  quite  orderly 
and  quiet  during  the  last  years  of  Office 
of  the  late  Government  ?    How  was  it 
that  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  in  1885^ 
and  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  in  1886,  advocated 
a  change  of  venue  as  a  means  of  punish- 
ing crime  ?    Both  those  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen had  been  Chief  Secretaries  f(H- 
Ireland  ;  both  of  them  were  now  in  the 
Cabinet.  Did  they  agree  with  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  that  change  of  venue 
was  not  of  any  use  ?    If  the  change  of 
venue  and  secret  inquiry  and  other  pro- 
visions of  the  Crimes  Act  were  of  no 
use,  how  was  it  that  Mr.  Balfour  eiTected 
the  great  change  he  brought  about  iu  the 
condition  of  the  country  ?    There  was 
another  effect  of  the  Crimes  Act  which 
Her  Majesty*s  Government  seemed  to 
have  disregarded.  When  it  was  in  force, 
even  if  prosecutions  and  convictions  were 
not  very  numerous,  the  law-breakers 
knew  that  they  were  in  danger  of  being 
found  out,  and  left  the   country,  and 
almost  immediately  a  change  was  seen 
in  the  diminution  of  terrorism  and  out- 
rage.    But  what  was   to   cause  law- 
breakers in  Limerick  at  the  present  time 
either  to  fear  the  law   or   leave  the 
country  ?    They  knew  that  their  friends 
in  Parliament  had  absolute  control  over 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and.  that 
they  could  tiuu  them  out  of  Office  at  a 
moment's  notice.    They  had  seen  men 
who  had  been  convicted  of  murder  let  out 
before  their  time  had  expired.    Was  not 
that  enough  to  encourage  the  forces  of 
disorder  and  lawlesenesa  ?    Again,  the 
forces  of  disorder  saw  a  Government 
pledged  up  to  the  eyes  to  hand  over  the 
whole  country,   every    portion   of  its 
wealth  and  manufactures,  to  the  very 
men  against  whom  the  noble  Earl  put 
the  forces  of  civilization  in  action  in 
order  to  punish  and  prevent  crime.  What 
must  these  classes  think  when  they  saw 
iu  the  Bill,  which  had  been  nghUy 
called  a  "crazy  measure" — for  it  was 
crazy  in  almost  every  clause— the  pro- 
vision that  the  whole  management  of 
the  land  in  Ireland  was  to  be  handed 
over  to  the  tender  mercies  of  an  Irish 
Executive  within  three  years  ?    Was  it 
a  wonder  that  the  forces  of  disorder 
should  believe  that  they  had  won  all 
along  the  line  when  they  saw  the  very 
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thing  at  last  proposed  for  which  thej 
had  been  fighting  for  generations — that 
the  country  should  be  handed  over  to  an 
Executive  appointed  by  themselves 
within  a  very  limited  period  ?  They  had 
at  last  induced  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  bring  in  a  Bill  proposing  to 
give  them  what  they  had  so  long  been 
fighting  for,  and  naturally  they  had 
every  inducement  to  go  on  in  their 

5 resent  course,  believing  that  Her 
fajesty's  Government  would  never 
Interfere  with  them  even  to  stop  ontrage 
or  put  down  crime. 

•Lord  ASHBOURNE :  My  Lords, 
the  noble  Earl  opposite,  speaking  on 
behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
spoke,  I  think,  in  a  way  calculated  to 
div«>t  attention  as  much  as  possible  from 
the  qnestion  presented  for  the  considera- 
tion of  your  Lordships'  House,  because 
he  endeavonred  to  divert  attention  from 
the  state  of  Limerick  by  referring  to 
some  general  statistics  as  to  all  Ireland, 
which  would  include  petty  crimes  com- 
mitted in  the  City  of  Dublin  ;  and  he 
again  endeavoured  to  divert  attention 
from  the  serious  nature  of  crime  in 
Limerick  by  drawing  distinctions  be- 
tween definitions  of  crime  in  that  county. 
I  think  it  better  to  remind  your  Lordships 
shortly  in  a  sentence  of  what  was  pre- 
sented to  the  attention  of  the  Honse  by 
my  noble  Friend  the  Marquess  of  London- 
derry yesterday.  The  state  of  Limerick 
may  be  set  out  by  three  figures  which 
have  been  admitted  by  Mr.  Morley  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  Agrarian  crime 
has  gone  up  from  11  to  15  since  the 
present  Government  came  into  Office, 
loss  than  a  year  ago ;  non-agrarian 
crime  has  gone  up  from  25  to  dl  ;  and 
moonlighting  offences  have  risen  from  1 
to  17  in  the  County  of  Limerick.  These 
are  grave,  painfnl,  and  significant 
figures,  and  what  ve  want  to  know  is, 
not  generally  as  to  Ireland,  but  particu- 
larly as  to  Limerick,  where  these  melan- 
choly disclosures  have  been  made,  what 
efforts  the  Government  are  going  to 
make  to  deal  with  this  painful  state  of 
affairs  in  that  particular  part  of  Ireland. 
Now,  my  Lords,  I  put  aside  the  dis- 
tinctions drawn  by  the  noble  Eari  in  this 
House  and  by  Mr.  Morley  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  I  do  not  care 
whether  the  crimes  are  called  agrarian  or 
non-agraiiao,  Whitoboy  outrages,  or 
'noonlighting.    What  we  have  to  look  at 
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is  the  state  of  demoralisation  which  ia 
shown  by  the  increase  of  serious  crime 
and  substantial  advance  of  ruffiauism. 
That  is  the  problem  ;  and  whether  yon 
call  them  moonlighting,  Whiteboy, 
agrarian,  or  partial-agrarian  offences,  it 
does  not  lessen  the  seriousness  of 
the  position.  I  maintain  that  the 
figures  I  have  quoted  show  a  diseased 
state  in  that  particular  part  of  Ire- 
land, and  we  have  a  right  to  know 
whether  the  Government  recognise  that 
grave  state  of  affairs,  and  what  steps  they 
intend  to  take  in  that  particular  part  of 
Ireland  to  grapple  with  crime.  The 
noble  Earl,  in  die  closing  part  of  his 
speech,  endeavoured  to  make  out  that 
Ireland  occasionally  suffers  from  ebulli- 
tions of  crime. 

Earl  SPENCER :  Parts  of  Ireland. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE :  Well,  parts  of 
Ireland ;  apparently  as  children  suffer 
from  measles  or  whooping-cough.  Bnt 
surely  that,  again,  cannot  be  applied 
to  the  particular  problem  put  forward  in 
this  Motion.  We  are  dealing  with 
Limerick,  which  shows  an  immense 
growth  of  crime  under  all  heads  of 
classification,  and  we  have  a  right  to  ask 
the  Government,  "Are  you  alive  to  the 
responsibilities  of  government,  and  what 
are  the  steps  that  you  intend  to  take  to 
cope  with  this  ^ve,  serious,  and  danger- 
ous state  of  affairs  ?  "  I  am  surprised 
that  the  noble  Earl  repeated  the  state- 
ment made  yesterday  in  the  House  of 
Commons  by  Mr.  Morley  that  since 
April  23  there  have  been  no  moonlighting 
offences  committed  in  County  Limerick. 
Mr.  Russell  gave  four  cases  of  outrage, 
with  the  names  of  the  people  and  alt  the 
particulars  which  had  occurred  since  that 
date  ;  and  what  was  the  answer  given  to 
Mr.  Russell  ?  Mr.  Morley's  reply  was 
that,  as  the  offences  were  committed  in 
the  day  time,  they  were  not  moonlighting 
offences.  What  difiference  does  that 
make  ?  It  does  not  affect  the  question 
a  pin's  point.  These  ruflSans  had  the 
audacity  not  to  wait  for  night,  and  it  is 
misleading  the  House  to  give  snch  a  poor, 
puny,  wretched  answer  that  these 
cowardly  offences  were  not  moon- 
lighting outrages  Ijecause  they  did 
not  occur  at  night.  It  has  been  said  that 
in  Kerry  and  Clare  there  has  always 
been  agrarian  crime,  but  that  is  not  the 
history  of  Limerick.  Until  recent  times 
Limerick  had  a  far  better-fecord  than  the 
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other  two  counties.  How  was  this  brought 
About  ?    I  do   not  care  to  go  into  any 
personal  recriminations  on  this  point.  It 
is  *ar  too  serions  a  matter  for  that.  But, 
at  all  events,  this  remark  may  be  made, 
and  the   Govenuuent  in  relying  upon 
statistics  must   bear  this  fact  in  mind. 
¥w  the  first  time  they  hare  upon  their 
nde  those  who  previously  have  not  been 
foond  in  support  of  the  cause  of  law  and 
order.      Xhey     ha.Te   those   who  hare 
preached   and    have  given  their  aid  to 
aedition.     Xhey  have  also  the  unalloyed 
support  of  the  Roman  Catholic  priest- 
bood.    These  are  great  agencies,  and  I 
would  not  have  been  surprised  if  the 
rtadstios  had  shown  in  many  cases  an 
oiOTmoiis  falling  ofi*  in  crime.    We  might 
have  expected  that  at  least  there  would 
have  been  no  great  increase  of  crime  in 
Coanty    Lfimerick.     How  is   it  that 
with   these    aids,   this  vast  assistance, 
the  Government   have   these  startling 
figures      in      unchallenged    existence  ? 
How  is  it  that,  with  those  forces  now  ar- 
nyed  on  their  side,  the  Government  are 
powerless  to  keep  down  crime  and  ent- 
ires since  they  came  into  Office  ?  Be- 
euae  the  Party  in  favour  of  disorder — 
those  who  are  criminals — have  seen  the 
exunple    set    by   the   Government  in 
weakenmg  the  powers  of  administration. 
They  have  seen  the  Government  laying 
aside  the  special  powers  which  heretofore 
have  worked  efficiently  to  put  down 
crime,  aod  it  is  more  than  foolish  to  ex- 
pect men  of  the  criminal  classes  not  to  be 
encooraged  to  deliberately  defy  the  law 
when  that  law  has  laid  aside  its  remedies, 
its  most  certain  means  of  detection  and 
puniabmeot.    Of  conrse,  it  goes  without 
saying  that  no  Government  wishes  for 
crime.   But  there  is  a  certain  method  of 
speech  employed  when  these  topics  are 
brought  before  Government,  which  may 
tend  not  to  denounce   and  discourage 
crime  as  it  should  be  denounced  and  dis- 
couraged.   When  crimes  of  intimidation 
and  boycotting  are  brought  before  the 
notice  of  the  Government  I  have  never 
heard  them  indignantly  denounced.  Let 
them  not  think  that  a  quick-witted,  keen 
people,  like  the  Irish,  do  not  read  and 
stody  these  things.      What  are  the 
weapons  that  the  Government  have  Laid 
down  ?  When  the  late  Government  left 
Office  they  left  certain  clauses  of  the 
Crimes  Act  in  force  dealing  with  the 
change  of  venue,  getting  special  juries, 
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and  making  secret  inquiries.     Those  are 
provisions  that  will  be  found  to  be  in  opera- 
tion in  any  woU-govemed  country.  Put- 
ting  aside   all   questions   of  so-called 
coercion,  what  country  with  a  Criminal 
Code,  intent  on  punishing  crime  and  ob- 
taining trials  fair  and  free,  free  from 
intimidation  and  undue  influence,  would 
not  welcome  a  system  whereby  secret  in- 
quiry, change  of  venue,  and  special  juries 
could  be  obtained,  a  system  known  to  all 
law  ?  Why  were  those  powers  laid  aside? 
Was  it  lo  assist  the  administration  of 
justice  ?   Was  it  done  in  order  to  show 
that  the  present  Government  were  better 
than  their  predecessors  in  being  able,  no 
matter  what  was  to  happen,  to  govern 
without  those  clauses  ?  If  that  was  their 
object,  the  disuse  of  them  puts  on  the 
Government  a  gigantic  responsibility. 
Can  they  give  a  single  valid  reason  on 
the  merits  in  the  nature  of  things,  why 
they  should  not  have  continued  to  use  the 
power  of  change  of   venue   which  at 
Assizes  after  Assizes  has  been  proved 
to    work   well,   and   where   the  local 
venue   notoriously   prevents    in  many 
cases    the'  administration   of  justice  ? 
Can   a  single  argument    that  would 
be  listened  to    by  rational    men  be 
adduc^  to  show  that  that  power  is  not 
one  that  would  be  welcomed  by  any  Go- 
vernment that  seriously  iutended  to  pre- 
vent and  punish  crime  ?  The  process  of 
secret  inquiry  is  common  in  Scotland,  and 
it  was  adopted  under  the  Explosives  Act. 
Is  there  anything  in  the  history  of  the 
administration  of  justice  in  Ireland  to 
justify  its  being  given  up  ?  It  will  not  do 
for  the   noble  Earl   to  give  his  own 
opinion.     I    respected    the  personal 
opinion   of   the  noble   Earl  opposite 
when   he    was  Viceroy    of  Ireland. 
When    he   was    Viceroy   of  Ireland, 
the  noble  Earl  used  this  power  be- 
cause he  found  it  to  be  efficacious. 
But  now  the  noble  Earl  thinks  it 
sufficient  across  the  floor  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House,  when  challenged  upon  it, 
to  set  up  his  own  ipse  dixit,  and  to  say 
he  does  not  think  it  a  good  and  useful 
power.    As  an  answer  to  that  opinion 
I  appeal  to  the  Return  distributed  yester- 
day to  the  House  of  Commons, which  shows 
the  value  of  the  power  in  the  convictions 
obtained  for  attacking  dwelling  honses, 
firing  and  wounding,  and  in  the  ex- 
emplary   sentences    passed    upon  the 
offenders.   Is  it  not  idteU9^jtfi,*»<» 
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these  facts,  to  say  that  the  process  is  not 
efficacious  to  track  and  pnuish  crime  ? 
An  immeDse  respoDsibility  rests  upon  the 
Admiuistration,  which,  with  such  facts 
before  it,  deliberately  lays  aside  a  power 
that  can  be  used  only  to  discover  and 
punish  guilty  persons.  Is  it  not  futile 
for  the  Government  to  say — We  will 
rest  tranquil  and  see  if  there  is  more 
crime — wait  and  see  what  we  will  do  if 
there  is  more  crime.  These  are  points 
worthy  of  serious  attention,  and  they  go  to 
show  that  the  condition  of  the  County  of 
Limerick  has  not  been  brought  forward 
one  moment  too  soon.  What  are  the 
alternatives  suggested  by  the  noble 
Earl  ?  I  have  been  utterly  unable  to 
gather  how  the  Government  Is  going  to 
deal  with  the  crime  prevailing  in  that 
county  ;  and  I  suspect  they  do  not  know 
themselves.  Mr.  Morley  used  a  phrase 
that  would  be  admirable  if  we  could  govern 
a  country  with  phrases  ;  he  said  he  would 
continue  using  with  reference  to 
Limerick  a  vigorous,  a  firm,  and  a 
prompt  policy.  But  where  are  the 
vigour,  firmness,  and  promptitude? 
Are  we  to  wait  until  the  Winter  Assizes 
iw  a  resort  to  a  change  of  venue  ?  Is 
thwe  to  be  no  remedy  applied  to  the 
existing  state  of  things  before  them  ? 
The  noble  Earl  knows  as  well  us  the 
Law  Advisers  of  the  Government  that  if 
the  offenders  in  some  of  the  cases  are  sent 
for  trial  before  common  juries  at  the  next 
Assizes  the  resultmay  be  a  farce.  I  could 
so  describe  it  if  the  result  would  not  be  so 
appalling  for  the  interests  of  the  country. 
But  are  the  Government  justified,  from 
any  motive  of  policy,  in  playing  with 
the  peace  of  a  county  and  its  in- 
habitants ?  Is  it  not  a  tremendons  issue 
for  the  inhabitants  of  Limerick  ?  They 
are  subject  to  these  outrages  upon  them- 
selves and  their  property.  They  have 
no  reason  to  be  thankful  to  a  Whiteboy 
assassin  who  is  not  a  good  shot.  It  is 
of  no  use  saying  there  have  beeu  no 
murders  in  a  certain  locality  if,  in  the 
next  breath,  you  have  to  admit  that  there 
have  been  attempts  at  murder,  which  are 
just  as  demoralising  as  if  the  attempts 
had  beeu  successful.  Surely  the  wicked- 
ness of  the  Whiteboy  assassin  and  the 
depravity  of  mind  shown  in  the  locality 
are  just  as  great.  I  could  have  under- 
stood it  if  we  could  be  told  that  this  is 
only  a  question  of  lawyers'  points  ;  but 
this  is  an  immense  matter  of  substance — 
Lord  Ashbourne 


it  is  no  lawyer's  technicality  at  all. 
You  cannot  get  fair  trials  without  in 
some  cases  changing  the  venue,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  not  justified 
in  refusing  to  use  the  power  which  was 
ready  to  their  hand  when  they  come  into 
Office.  Without  change  of  venue  and 
special  juries  you  cannot  in  many  cases 
punish  crime,  and  the  effect  is  most  de- 
moralising when  criminals  find  that  crime 
can  be  committed  with  impunity. 
You  have  put  your  sword  into  your 
scabbard  to  go  into  this  campaign  ;  yon 
have  deliberately  gone  into  the  campaign 
with  old  flint-locks  that  will  not  go  off, 
and  have  laid  aside  your  good  and 
efficient  weapons.  And  how  will  it 
affect  the  poor  people  whom  you  say  yoa 
wish  to  give  evidence  ?  Why  should 
they  give  evidence  ?  Why  should  they 
have  courage  when  you  have — almost  I 
would  say — cowardice,  if  you  have  not 
the  moral  coimige  to  do  what  is  right 
about  change  of  venue  ?  How  can  you 
expect  them,  living  on  the  spot,  in  the 
midst  of  intimidation  and  danger  to  their 
lives,  to  have  the  courage  to  come 
forward  and  give  evidence  when  they 
find  this  cowardice  in  the  Government 
itself,  and  when,  as  the  result  of  that 
cowardice,  convictions  are  not  obtained, 
the  prisoners  at  once  go  free,  and  the 
witnesses  return  to  their  homes  with 
bowed  heads,  to  remain  in  misery  and 
terror  as  long  as  they  live  ?  My  Lords, 
in  my  opinion  it  is  impossible  to  over- 
state the  importance  of  this  matter.  We 
are  dealing,  not  with  hypothetical  cases, 
but  with  proved  realities.  The  figures 
quoted  yesterday  show  that  in  Clare  and 
Lunerick  change  of  venue  has  been  vCTy 
successful.  In  Limerick  itself,  out  of 
41  cases  and  over  60  prisoners,  28 
hare  beeu  actually  convicted.  Without 
change  of  venue,  these  offenders  would 
have  gone  scot  free.  The  Government 
have  ready  to  their  hands  a  power 
that  has  been  proved  to  be  efficient. 
Knowing  it  was  ready  to  their  hands,  on 
them  rests  a  terrible  responsibility  if  they 
refuse  to  use  it  when  the  necessity  is  so 
obvious.  Why  will  not  they  do  it  ?  I 
do  not  know  why  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  not  used  it.  From  some 
sentences  spoken  by  Mr.  Morley  yester- 
day, it  may  be  that  they  are  prepared  to 
do  it.  I  gather  from  the  noble  Earl  that 
he  would  not  himself  be  reluctant  to  use 
it,  though  he  guarded  himself  cautiously. 
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BDVerer,  one  thing  is  obvious :  the 
preNDt  psinfol  state  of  affiairs  cannot  be 
allowed  to  eontinne.  I  will  quote  Mr. 
HaAefi  own  words  again— they  are 
wei^ty  provided  they  mean  something  ; 
he  said  that  the  Government  are  pre- 
pared to  cope  with  this  state  of  things  in 
vigorous,  firm,  and  prompt  manner," 
and  he  admits  that  it  cannot  be  allowed 
to  continue.  Id  addition  to  the  figures 
I  have  mentioned  to  your  Lordships, 
there  has  been  a  growth  of  what  the 
noble  Earl  knows  well  is  painfully 
ttgaificant  of  a  great  element  of  lawless- 
aeas  in  Ireland,  and  that  is  the  establish- 
meat  of  Land  Courts,  which  issue 
jvocess  compelling  people  to  appear 
before  them  and  with  their  own 
tjstem  of  rewards  and  punishments, 
the  punishments  being  very  direct,  and 
the  rewards  being  the  non-infliction  of 
nmishment.  This  is  a  grave  state  of 
acta  taken  in  connection  with  the  growth 
«f  intimidation.  Everyone  knows  it. 
A  ease  was  given  by  the  noble  Uarquess 
j«rterday  where  a  person  was  mentioned 
I^Bune  and  all  the  circumstances  given ; 
■id  others  are  given  every  day  in  the 
flnue  of  Commons.  Is  not  that  a  grave 
ud  serious  state  of  facts  ?  I  venture  to 
«y  that  the  Government  should  put  one 
problem  before  themselves  for  the  sake 
of  the  lives  and  property  of  the  poor 
people  of  Limerick,  and  that  is — "  How 
flhall  we  maintain  law  and  order  in  that 
pirt  of  what  are  still  the  Queeo^s  Do- 
miniona ;  how  are  we  to  insure  with  all 
dte  power  at  our  disposal  that  crime 
flhill  be  detected  and  punished  ?  "  Ton 
faww  that,  taken  by  itself,  it  is 
»  use  drafting  in  extra  police.  Yon 
Kill  never  detect  crime  in  Ireland ; 
^00  never  have  detected  crime  in  Ireland, 
miless  you  satisfy  people  that  you  mean 
topanish  the  criminals.  But  if  you  only 
DiGBD  to  go  through  what,  after  all, 
may  be  the  miserable  farce  of  trying  to 
find  the  criminals,  inducing  poor  people 
to  come  forward  and  give  evidence 
tgainst  tEem,  and  then  refusing  to  place 
4uMe  CTuniDalfl  in  a  position  where  they 
tan  get  an  independent  trial  free  from 
mtimidaiion,  then,  I  say,  enough  has  not 
Iwcn  done  to  satisfy  the  requirements  of 
fte  case  and  the  demands  of  public  jus- 
tice. My  Lords,  I  appreciate  the  diffi- 
culties of  an  Irish  Government.  Any 
Iriafamen,  not  to  speak  of  anybody  who 
his  ever  been  an  Irish  official,  must 


thoroughly  appreciate  the  difficulties 
which  Irish  officials  are  constantly 
exposed  to.  Those  difficulties  are 
conuion  enough  and  sufficiently 
well-known.  But  this  is  a  matter 
which  is  to  be  viewed  from  a  very 
original  point  of  view.  Never  before, 
as  far  as  I  know,  in  the  history  of  Ire- 
land was  an  Administratioa  in  the  painful 
— almost  the  horrible — position  of  know- 
ing what  was  necessary  and  yet  was  not 
sure  that  they  would  do  what  was 
needed.  If  only  the  character  of  the 
Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
was  at  stake,  I  should  not  deem  it 
necessary  to  say  more.  They  must 
satisfy  the  obligations  of  their  own 
honour.  But  what  is  to  happen  to  the 
poor  Limerick  people  while  these  crimra 
are  developing,  and  while  the  Govern- 
ment are  saying  they  are  going  to  do 
something  that  they  have  not  done  yet  ? 
This,  my  Lords,  is  a  serious  and  grave 
state  of  affairs.  Honest  and  honourable 
men  are  terrorised,  property  is  destroyed, 
and  the  Queen^s  peace  is  broken.  These 
are  grave  statements  to  make  unchal- 
lenged. They  cannot  be  questioned. 
We  have  given  our  figures  on  the 
authority  of  the  Government  themselves. 
Chapter  and  verse  have  been  given  for 
every  one  of  them.  My  Lords,  I  stiU 
have  a  hope,  from  some  senteuces  which 
have  been  spoken  elsewhere,  and  from 
part  of  a  sentence  uttered  by  the  noble 
Earl  in  your  Lordships'  House,  that  the 
Government  will  rise  to  the  dignity  of 
their  position,  that  they  realise  their 
responsibilities  and  the  obligation  of 
satisfying  them.  If  they  do  so,  I  ven- 
ture to  think  they  wiU  obtain  the  ap- 
proval of  all  honourable  and  honest 
subjects  of  the  Queen.  The  state  of 
Limerick  at  present  is  a  discredit  to  any 
Government  and  an  outrage  on  all  decent 
public  opinion. 

The  Earl  op  KIMBERLEY  :  My 
Lords,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  near 
the  couciusion  of  his  speech,  informed  us 
that  he  and  others  who  have  spoken  on 
the  opposite  side  have  g^ven  chapter  and 
verse  for  their  statements.  They  have 
spoken  of  the  number  of  recent  moon- 
lighting outcages  in  Limerick  ;  but  the 
fact  is  there  hM  not  been  a  moonlighting 
outrage  in  that  county  since  April  23. 
I  am  extremely  glad  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  gave  what  he  called 
chapter  and  verse  for  his  statements,  for 
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I  shall  have  great  pleasure  iu  giving  him 
chapter  aud  verse  for  what  I  am  about 
to  say.  My  uoble  Frieud  (Earl 
Spencer)  had  not  in  his  hands  the  answer 
to  those  statements  wheu  he  spoke.  I, 
fortunately,  am  possessed  of  them.  These 
were  the  statements  of  noble  Lords 
opposite.  They  said  that  on  May  2  the 
house  of  John  Walsh  was  fired  into 
in  Limerick.  The  answer  to  that  is  that 
this  outrage  occurred  iu  Clare  on  April 
29.  The  next  case  they  gave  was  that 
of  Mary  Richardson,  whose  cow-house 
they  said  was  burnt  iu  Limerick  on 
May  1 7.  The  fact  was  it  was  burnt  on 
Decoraber  21,  1892.  The  third  case 
was  that  of  Owen  Hegarty,  whose  house 
they  said  was  fired  into  in  Limerick. 
That  occurred  not  in  Limerick,  but  in 
Clare,  on  May  11. 
*LoRD  ASHBOURNE  :  May  I  venture 
to  say  in  explanation  that  I  had  before 
me  the  report  of  the  speech  of  Mr. 
Russell  delivered  before  Mr.  Morley  in 
the  House  of  Commons  ? 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  And 
I  have  the  Report  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment, which  has  been  prepared  since  Mr. 
Morley  spoke,  and  I  could  not  wish  for 
anything  better  than  that  we  should 
be.  judged  by  the  accuracy  of  those  two 
statements.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
denounced  the  Govemmeut  in  the  most 
violent  language  upou  statements  which 
I  have  shown  to  be  inaccurate  and  not 
worth  the  paper  on  which  they  are 
written.  The  uoble  and  learned  Lord 
said  that  my  noble  Friend  (Earl  Spencer) 
endeavoured  to  divert  the  attention  of 
the  House  from  the  particular  case  of 
Limerick  by  goiug  into  the  general  case 
of  Ireland.  But  my  noble  Friend  was 
bound  to  do  that,  because,  as  the  case 
was  presented,  the  whole  state  of  affairs 
as  regards  crime  in  Ireland  is  said  to  be 
the  result  of  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  noble  Lord  talked  a  great 
deal  of  the  growth  of  crime  in  Limerick  ; 
but  he  brought  iu  Clare  and  Kerry  too, 
and  at  the  end  of  his  speech  he  spoke  of  the 
growth  of  crime,  and  he  did  not  say  any- 
thing with  regard  to  Limerick.  My  noble 
Friend  has  shown,  I  fully  admit,  that  the 
state  of  things  iu  Limerick  is  in  the 
highest  degree  unsatisfactory.  But, 
having  said  that,  I  shall  probably  be  . 
told  that  I  have  not  denounced  crime  iu 
language  sufficiently  strong.  I  am  quite 
ready  to  denounce  it  in  any  language,  and 
The  Earl  of  KimberUy 


to  employ  any  number  of  epithets  that 
will  satisfy  noble  Lords.  I  abhor  crime  ; 
I  detest  it  in  every  shape  ;  and  I  desire 
that  by  every  possible  means  it  should  be 
put  down.  Having  said  that,  once  for 
all,  do  not;let  my  noble  Friends  suppose 
that  we  pursue  our  policy  from  any 
sympathy  with  crime,  for  I  can  assure 
them  there  is  no  foundation  for  that 
suggestion.  I  admit  that  there  has  been 
an  outbreak  of  crime  in  Limerick  ;  but,  as 
my  noble  Friend  has  pointed  out,  during 
the  last  month  there  has  been  a  subsidence 
of  it.  That  may  be  due — though  I  am 
not  prepared  to  so  ascribe  it — to  the  fact 
that  a  Liberal  Government  is  in  Office  ; 
it  is  impossible  always  to  say  that  causes 
and  efiects  can  be  proved.  But  this  I  do 
know — that  the  measures  taken  by  Mr. 
Morley  in  Limerick  have  been  followed 
by  a  subsidence  of  crime  in  that  county 
during  the  last  month.  That  being  the 
case,  what  possible  ground  is  there 
at  this  moment  for  denouncing  the 
Government  for  what  they  have  done, 
and  for  not  taking  other  measures  ? 
When,  under  these  circumstances,  there 
has  been  a  subsidence  of  crime  in 
Limerick,  it  is  only  reasonable  that  the 
Government  should  wait  to  see  whether 
the  steps  that  have  been  taken  will 
continue  to  be  successful.  Allow  me, 
for  a  moment,  to  tell  the  House  what  I 
think  is  the  right  way  of  looking  at 
this  question.  No  doubt  noble  Lords 
will  differ  from  me ;  but  in  dealing  with 
Ireland,  which  has  long  been  suffering 
under  those  evils,  we  ought  not  to  fix. 
our  minds  on  the  occurrence  of  crime  in 
some  particular  district  at  some  particular 
moment,  but  to  take  a  wider  view  and 
try  to  ascertain  to  what  general  causes 
the  existence  of  this  crime  is  due. 
Special  measures  at  some  special  moment 
may  be  necessary  and  may  produce  some 
effect ;  but  the  main  point  to  considw  is 
whether  the  policy  followed  is  such  as  to 
permanently  improve  the  condition  of 
Ireland.  Noble  Lords  opposite  seem  to 
be  very  greatly  enamoured  of  the  Crimes 
Act  which  they  passed.  They  seem  to 
regard  it  as  the  one  and  only  panacea  in 
dealing  with  Ireland,  and  that  peace  and 
order  cannot  exist  in  that  country  unless 
the  Act  is  in  operation  ;  aud  they  seem 
to  be  almost  disappointed  to  fii^  that 
Ireland  can  be  governed  under  the 
ordinary  law.  The  Government  takes 
an  entirely  different  view.    We  believe 
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it  is  a  misfortUDe  to  any  country  and  to 
the  GoTernmeDC  to  have  to  govern  the 
eoantry  by  moans  of  special  laws;  and  we 
beliere  that  it  is  our  absolute  duty,  if  we 
see  any  reasonable  ground  for  supposing 
that  we  can  disponso  with  such  special 
laws,  to  govern  according  to  the  ordinary 
law.  Although  I  entirely  and  fully  admit 
that  the  suppression  of  crime  is  oue  of 
the  first  duties  of  GoTerametit,  I  contend, 
at  the  same  time,  that  the  Goverumeut 
onghtto  look  to  the  pennanenteffectof  the 
measures  which  they  apply.  What  we 
want  in  Ireland,  and  what,  I  admit,  we 
have  oever  yet  been  able  to  achieve,  is  to 
get  the  masses  of  the  popnlation  on  the  side 
of  the  law.  Coercion  Acts  may  be  passed, 
and  the  law  may  be  administovd  with 
all  the  vigour  and  promptitude  that  noble 
Loi^s  opposite  desire;  but  unless  by  some 
means  the  peasantry  of  Ireland  can  be 
got  to  support  the  admin istratiou  of  the 
law  no  permanent  improvement  will  ever 
he  effected  in  that  unfortunate  country. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Ashbourne)  referred  to  the  special 
•drantages  the  Government  possessed  in 
r^ard  to  this  matter  at  the  present  time, 
and  he  said,  perhaps  not  uunatnrally,  that 
as  the  Government  has  now  in  Parlia- 
ment the  support  of  the  Irish  Nationalist 
Party  it  might  reasonably  be  expected 
that  there  would  -have  been  an 
enormous  diminution  of  crime  In  Ireland. 
But  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  seems 
to  forget  that  that  argument  has  two 
sides.  Koble  Lords  opposite  and  their 
Party  have  again  and  again  denounced 
the  Nationalist  Party  in  Ireland  as  the 
authors,  and  instigators  of  crime.  But 
if,  when  that  Party  is  on  the  aide  of  the 
Goremment,  and  when  it  is  obviously  to 
their  paramount  interest  to  prevent  as  far 
as  possible  any  increase  of  crime,  it  can 
be  shown  that  they  have  failed,  and  that, 
nevertheless,  there  has  been  an  in- 
crease of  crime  in  Ireland,  the  fact 
proves  that  those  accusations  are  untrue. 
Yon  cannot  escape  the  logic  of  that 
ar^ment.  I  do  not  say  that  this  is  a 
complete  answer  to  all  the  accusations 
made  against  the  Nationalist  Party,  be- 
cause in  some  conspicuons  instances  in 
times  past  outrages  have  occurred  in 
Ireland  which  could  be  traced  to  Or- 
ganisations used  for  political  purposes. 
But  X  repeat  that  the  Government 
ought  not,  because  there  is  a  sudden 
outbreak  of  crime  in  one  or  two  parti- 


cular districts,  forthwith  to  give  up  the 
endeavour  to  govern  Ireland  by  the 
ordinary  law.  But  we  do  not  deny  that 
circumstances  may  occur  in  which  it  may 
be  neoesaary  to  have  recourse  to  excep- 
tional measures  ;  and  as  to  change  of 
venue,  my  right  hon.  Friend  in  another 
place  has  fully  admitted  that  if  it  became 
necessary  in  order  to  procure  fair  trial 
and  conviction  it  would  be' adopted,  and 
my  noble  Friend  (Earl  Speucer)  has  ad- 
mitted that  if  yon  see  good  reason  to 
think  you  can  obtain  good  results  by  a 
resort  to  change  of  venue,  to  that  change 
of  venue  you  ought  to  res(Ht..  In  con- 
clusion, I  will  only  say  this :  The  Gro- 
vemment  have  been  challenged,  and 
fairly  challenged,  to  say  what  they  are 
going  to  do  in  Limerick.  That  is  the 
question  at  present  before  your  Lord- 
ships. I  reply,  then,  that  in  Limerick 
the  Government  are  going  to  administer, 
for  the  present,  the  ordinary  law  of  the 
country,  and  if  that  conspicuously  fails 
in  suppressing  these  outrages,  and,  as 
a  necessary  protection,  other  measures 
have  to  be  taken.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vemment  will  know  what  it  is  their 
duty  to  do. 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  said,  the  noble 
Earl  who  had  answered  for  the  Govern- 
ment seemed  to  take  comfort  from  the 
fact  that  in  some  of  the  outrages  which 
had  been  committed  murder  had  not  re- 
sulted. That  remiuded  him  of  a  story 
told  of  a  curate  in  the  South  of  Ire- 
land, who,  in  addressing  his  congrega- 
tion, said — 

"  Why  do  ;oa  commit  these  oatragea — what 
is  the  cause  ai  them  7  I  will  tell  joa — whisky. 
What  is  the  cause  of  your  shooting  at  your 
landlords?  Whisky.  What  is  the  cause  of 
your  mlBSing  them  I  Whisky." 

Before  he  sat  down  he  would  show  the 
noble  Earl  that  many  serious  outrages 
had  been  committed  in  Limerick  and  in 
Clare  since  the  present  Government  came 
into  Office.  Early  in  September,  on 
November  14,  April  15,  and  April  16 
moonlighters  visited  the  hodses  of  farmers 
in  Limerick,  and  shot  them  and  members 
of  their  famihes  in  the  legs,  or  beat  them 
in  the  most  cruel  and  dangerous  manner, 
for  occupying  evicted  land.  In  Clare 
there  had  been  no  diminution  of  crime 
since  he  last  drew  their  Lordships^  atten- 
tion to  the  matter.  As  a  resident  in  one 
of  those  disturbed  districts,  he  called 
upon  the  Government  for  a  more  decided 
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reply  to  the  &cts  aod  charges  which  had 
b^D  brought  forward  than  had  been 
given.  The  answers  already  given  were 
most  incomplete  and  unsatisfactory. 
-Gould  it  be  supposed  that  if  such  out- 
vages  as  he  had  mentioued  had  been  com- 
mitted in  any  county  in  England  special 
legislation  would  not  very  speedily  be 
adopted  to  stop  them  and  to  deal 
with  the  criminals  ?  Why  were  the 
Government  so  very  tender  about  re- 
viving the  Crimes  Act  to  deal  with  out- 
rages in  Ireland — an  Act,  it  should  be 
borne  in  mind,  which  interfered  with  no 
single  person,  except  the  men  who  per- 
petrated crime  ?  Simply  because  their 
Irish  masters  in  the  other  House  forbade 
them  to  do  so.  He  believed  that  but  for 
the  influence  of  the  Irish  Members  in 
the  House  of  Commons  the  Grovernment 
would  at  once  have  recourse  to  the  Act. 
At  the  Clare  Assizes  recently  the  jurors 
were  visited  and  intimidated  by  the 
friends  of  certain  prisoners,  with  the  re- 
■sult  that  all  the  prisoners  except  one 
were  acquitted.  In  one  of  the  most 
recent  cases,  before  Mr.  Moloney  was  shot 
■at,  there  had  been  an  outrage  committed 
ttpon  his  estate,  and  nobody  was  con* 
Ticted  tot  it,  Kodiing  could  be  stronger 
than  Mr.  Justice  O'BrienV  Charge  re- 
specting troubled  state  of  Clare. 
The  Ennis  Board  of  Guardians  had 
actually  denounced  the  Judge  for  de- 
livering that  Charge,  and  had  praised 
the  jurors  for  the  determination  which 
they  had  shown  to  acquit  prisoners.  To 
Mr.  Blood's  case  attention  had  been 
drawn  in  a  graphic  letter  to  The  Times, 
which  some  of  their  Lordships  might 
liave  seen.  Mr.  Blood  bad  been  fired  at 
four  times.  On  the  last  occasion  three 
policemen  were  with  him  on  his  oar,  but 
-they  did  not  attempt  to  follow  the  men 
who  had  fired  at  him,  alle^ng  as  the 
reason  for  their  inactivity  that  they  were 
ordered  not  to  leave  the  person  entrusted 
to  their  care.  Surely  if  that  was  the 
•case  there  must  be  something  wrong  in 
the  instructions  given  to  the  police. 

Eabl  spencer  :  I  do  not  know 
-whether  it  will  be  any  satisfaction  to  the 
noble  Lord  to  hear  that  the  order  requir- 
ing all  three  men  to  remain  with  Mr. 
Blood  has  been  modified  since. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
Does  that  mean  that  one  of  them  may 
run  after  Hie  men  when  be  is  shot  at 
Again  ? 

Lord  Inehiqum 


ExRi  SPENCER  :  The  noble  Mar- 
quess, I  am  sure,  perfectly  understands 
what  I  mean. 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  hoped  that  better 

SrecautioDB  would  be  adopted.  On 
[ay  13  and  17,  sad  on  June  1,  other 
outrages  were  cwnmitted  and  murders 
attempted,  the  last  one  making  the 
eighth  attempt  at  murder  since  the  pre- 
sent Government  came  into  Office,  and 
he  called  upon  the  noble  Earl  to  say 
whether  that  was  not  a  state  of  things 
which  required  exceptional  legislation. 
When  a  special  provision  for  a  change  of 
venue  was  in  force  fully  half  the  men 
who  were  tried  were  convicted.  Yet  the 
noble  Etu-1  affirmed  that  to  change  the 
venue  was  of  no  avail. 

Earl  SPENCER :  The  noble  Lord 
misunderstood  me ;  I  said  nothing  of  the 
kind.    In  fact,  I  said  just  the  contrary. 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  said,  that,  at  all 
events,  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
said  that  no  advantage  was  to  be  obtained 
by  a  change  of  venue.  If  the  noble  Earl 
was  of  the  contrary  opinion,  why  did  he 
not  press  that  opinioa  upon  his  col- 
leagues ?  The  great  importance  of 
reviving  the  powers  under  the  Crimes 
Act  was  clear.  Mr.  Morley  liad  taken 
great  credit  for  having  provided  50  addi- 
tional police  for  the  County  of  Clu^a,  but 
in  the  present  state-of  the  county  he  might 
just  as  well  have  spread  the  50  police 
over  the  whole  of  Ireland.  Land  League 
Courts  had  been  re-established  in  Clare 
and  Limerick.  Nothing  could  be  more 
disastrous  than  the  effect  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  those  Courts  before  which  men 
were  held  up,  aud  were  then  threatened, 
and  if  they  did  not  do  as  they  were 
ordered  were  shot.  That  was  a  state  of 
things  which  certainly  deserved  attention, 
and  he  trusted  the  Government  would 
take  note  of  the  fact.  He  suggested  tliat 
the  presence  of  military  detachments  in 
disturbed  counties  would  have  a  salutary 
effect,  and  urged  the  Government  to 
recognise  the  necessity  of  searching  for 
arms.  He  felt  it  his  duty  in  that  House, 
as  a  resident  in  that  part  of  the  country — 
for  its  Representatives  in  the  House  of 
Commons  tried  to  make  out  that  there 
was  no  real  trouble  there  at  all — to  call 
their  Lordships'  attention  to  these  things. 
Mr.  Healy  had  stated  the  other  day  that 
the  whole  cause  of  trouble  had  been 
the  evictions.  Did  he  or  any  sen- 
sible   man    suppose    that  evictions 
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wooJd     ever      cease     when  people 
refused  to  fulfil  their  rantracts  and  pay 
their  rents,  whoever  held  the  land  ?  If 
the  people  held  those  views  and  believed 
that  no  steps    would  be  taken  against 
ihem  when    evictions  took  place,  and 
tttese  outrag-es     occurred,   the  matter 
became  of  great  moment ;  and  he,  there- 
fore, tnisted  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
meiit  would  g^ive  serious  attention  to  the 
question     of     his      noble     Friend  the 
Marquess  of    Londonderry,  and  to  the 
&ct3  which    hfMl   been  brought  before 
them. 

The  Kari-  of  MAYO  said,  tho  uoble 
Eaii  opposite  (£!arl  Spencer)  had  stated 
that  secret  inquiry  iras  of  no  use,  and 
had  referred  in   support  of  that  state- 
meat  to  the  result  in  the  case  of  the 
dTnamite  outrages  which  took  place  not 
loDg  ago  in  Dublin  as  showing  that  it 
TOttldbeof  no  use  in  the  case  of  agrarian 
outrages.       Xheir    liordships   were  all 
luuliar  with  the  terrible  crimes  which 
had  been  committed  by  the  Invincibles. 
He  had  good  reason  to  believe  that  thii; 
party  still  ex.isted  in  Dublin  ;  and  that  if 
the  cause  of  the  outrages  was  ever  dis- 
covered, that  would  be  found  to  be  the 
case.     The    answers  which  had  been 
given  by  the   Government  on  this  ques- 
tion of  crime  had  been  unsatisfactory. 
So  doubt  the  crime  thermometer  in  every 
country  ftuctuated  ;  but  those  who  had 
to  \\v«  and  die  in  Ireland,  and  were  liable 
to  be  shot   at,  wanted  to  know  what 
\be  Government  were  going  to  do,  and 
what  height  the  crime  thermometer  in 
Ireland  must  reach  before  the  Govern- 
ment  cooled  it  down  in  the  shape  of  a 
strong  protective  measure.    The  Chief 
Secretary  said  that  be  was  going  to  do 
something  ;  but  those  who  resided  iu  Ire- 
land wanted  to  know  what  really  was 
going  to  be  done.    A  few  words  from  the 
Government  in  power  stating  that  they 
would  support  the  loyal  portion  of  the 
population  in  Ireland  would  do  more  good 
than  any  number  of  vague  speeches  ;  and, 
therefore,  if  they  could  only  obtain  a 
straightforward  statement,  to  make  a  bad 
joke,  a    Clare  and  satisfactory  "  answer 
from  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  and  from 
Itr.  Uorley  now  and  then,  if  not  this 
time  ou  future  occasions,  a  great  deal 
would  have  been  achieved. 

TOL.  Xni.    [fourth  ssbies.] 


BAILWAT  RATES  AND  CHARGES. 
Message  from  the  Commons  for  leave 
for  the  Lord  Balfour  of  Burley  to  attend 
to  be  examined  as  a  witness  before  the 
Select  Committee  of  that  House  ;  Leave 
given  for  his  Lordship  to  attend  if  he 
think  fit ;  and  his  Lordship  (in  his  place) 
consenting  thereto,  a  message  ordered  to 
be  sent  to  the  Commons  to  acquaint  them 
therewith. 

COUHITTEE  OF  SELECTION  FOR  THE 
STANDING  COMMITTEE. 

Report  from,  That  the  Committee  have 
added  The  Lord  Shatid  to  the  Standing 
Committee  ;  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  Table. 

ELEMENTARY  BDDCATION  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDERS  CONFIRMATION 
(CHI8WICK,  &C.)  BILL  [H.L.]. — 
(No.  63.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed,  aud  seut  to  the  Commons. 

METROPOLITAN  COMMONS  PROVI- 
SIONAL  ORDER  (BANSTEAD)  BILL.— 

(No.  51.) 

Ameudments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Uonday 

next. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  1)  BILL.— (No.  105.) 

Read  2"  (according  to  Order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  3)  BILL.— (No.  106.) 
Read  2"  (according   to  Order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  ou  Monday  next. 

CONSOLIDATED  FfXD  (nO.  2)  HILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commoos ;  read  1* ;  and 
to  be  rt»d  2*  on  Monday  next ;  and  Standing 
Order  No.  XXXIX.  to  be  considered  in  cnrder 
to  its  being  dispensed  with.— (The  Lord  Presi- 
dent IE.  iimitrUy'].^ 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes  put 
Seven  o'clock,  to  Monday  next,  a 
quarter  before  Eleven  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 
Friday^  2nd  June  2893, 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
Q  UE  S  TIONS, 

THB  HARWELL  CHARITIES,  BERK- 

SHIRE. 

Me.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Parliamentary  Charity  Com- 
missioner whether  he  is  aware  that,  in  the 
Draft  Scheme  now  proposed  by  the 
Charity  Commissioners  for  the  Charities 
of  Harwell,  Berks,  the  majority  of  the 
Trustees  are  not  elected  by  the  rate- 
payers, as  required  by  the  Resolution  of 
this  House  ;  whether  he  will,  before  the 
Scheme  is  approved  in  its  present  form, 
consider  whether  it  could  with  advantage 
be  altered  so  as  to  be  similar  to  that 
recently  approved  for  Snnningwell, 
Berks ;  whether  he  can  inform  the 
House  upon  what  grounds  it  is  by  the 
Scheme  proposed  to  devote  of  the  Charity 
left  by  John  Loder  one-half  to  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Church  ;  and  whether  that 
appropriation  has  been  objected  to  by  a 
public  meeting  held  in  the  village  ? 

The  parliamentary 
CHARITY  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
T.  E.  Ellis,  Merionethshire)  :  In  the 
result  of  objections  elicited  by  the  pub- 
lication of  the  Draft  Scheme  in  this  case 
the  Commissiouers  have  decided  to 
assimilate  the  ^Governing  Body  (subject 
to  the  retention  of  existing  Tnistees)  to 
that  constituted  by  a  recendy  established 
Scheme  for  the  Charities  of  Sunningwell. 
It  is  not  proposed  to  devote  any  portion 
of  Robert  lioder's  Charity  for  education  to 
Church  purposes.  Objection  has  been 
taken  at  a  public  meeting  in  the  village 
to  the  proposed  application  to  the  main- 
tenance of  the  |Hu4sb  church  and  its 
furniture  of  one-half  of  John  Loder's 
Charity,  which  was  given  for  the  repair 
of  the  church  and  of  the  highways,  the 
relief  of  the  poor  and  such  like  pious 
U8e<».  This  objection  will  be  car^ully 
considovd  by  the  Commissioners. 


OUTRAGE  AT  CLARE  ISLAND. 
Me.  WILLIAM  KENNY  (Dublin, 
St.  Stephen's  Green)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  recent  outrage  at  Clare  Island,  on  the 
West  Coast  of  Ireland  ;  is  he  aware  that, 
on  Sunday  the  21st  May,  the  people  of 
the  locality  destroyed  the  meadow  land  of 
a  farmer  named  Grady,  by  turning  in 
upon  it  the  horses  and  cattle  of  the  dis- 
trict, and  that,  on  Grady  and  his  son 
interfering  for  the  protection  of  his  pro- 
perty, they  were  roughly  handled  and 
assaulted  by  the  crowd  ;  that  the  crowd 
hoisted  a  green  flag  when  they  had  com- 
pleted the  destruction  of  the  meadow  ; 
whether  Grady's  only  offence  was  the 
taking  of  an  evicted  farm  ;  if  he  has  in- 
formation that  this  is  only  one  of  a  series 
of  outrages  that  have  been  perpetrated  in 
the  island  within  the  last  month  ;  and 
what  steps  the  Grovemment  propose  to 
put  an  end  to  such  practices  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr,  J.  Mobley,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne) :  I  am  informed  that 
Grady  is  not  in  occupation  as  tenant  of 
an  evicted  farm  on  Clare  Island,  but  that 
he  is  taking  care  of  the  meadow  on  the 
farm.  It  is  true  that  on  the  21st  of  May 
the  meadow  was  destroyed  by  being 
eaten  down  and  trampled  upon,  and  that 
a  flag  was  erected  by  the  crowd.  Grady 
was  assaulted,  but  not  seriously,  when 
endeavouring  to  prevent  the  trespass, 
and  for  this  offence  a  prosecutionhas  been 
ordered  against  certain  of  his  assailants. 
Disturbances  previously  occurred  on  the 
Island  on  the  3rd,  4th,  and  5th  of  May, 
when  a  bailiff  was  making  seizures  for 
rent,  and  directions  have  been  given  to 
the  police  to  institute  proceeding  against 
the  ringleaders  of  these  disturbances  also. 

Mh.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
should  like  to  ask  whether  Clare  Island 
is  not  the  Island  visited  by  Miss  Balfour 
on  account  of  the  great  distress  prevail- 
ing there,  and  also  by  Lady  Zetland,  and 
whethw  its  desperate  condition  did  not 
form  in  the  last  Parliament  the  subject 
of  continual  Debate,  so  much  so  that  the 
evictions  which  were  to  be  carried  out 
were  abandoned  under  the  pressure  that 
was  brought  to  bear  by  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  when  he  was  Chi^ 
Secretary  ? 
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Kb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  believe  that  the 
bids  mentioaed  by  my  hoD.  and  learned 
Friend  are  correct,  except  that  the  action 
nferred  to  ma  not  taken  by  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  but  by  his  snccessor  in 
the  office  of  Chief  Seeretaiy. 

Me.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.)  : 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that 
tay  pressure  was  brought  to  bear  by  the 
Chid  Secretary  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  stated  that, 
ud  I  stick  to  it.  In  any  case  the  evic- 
tions were  abandoned. 

Mb.  macartney  :  But  does  the 
riglit  lu>D.  Gentleman  endorse  that 
sUtemeDt  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLET :  To  tlie  best  of 
mj  recollection  certain  legal  proceedings 
were  withdrawn  in  consequence  of  the 
tiien  Chief  Secretary  becoming  aware  of 
the  most  desperate  and  deplorable  condi- 
tioQ  of  some  of .  the  people  iu  the 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER  (Kent, 
Thanet) :  Do  I  understand  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  the  Execa- 
tire  Goremment  interfered  in  any  way 
Ijdween  the  owner  of  the  land  and  his 
nght  to  recover  his  rents  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  any  doubt  as  to  what 
occnrred  he  had  better  refer  to  the 
reports  of  what  was  said  on  the  subject 
bj  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Leeds  (Mr.  Jackson). 

ADCHTERMCCHTY  FEVER  HOSPITAL. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotlaud 
w&Uier  arrangements  are  being  made  by 
the  County  Council  to  secure  a  house  to 
be  used  ae  a  fever  hospital  '  at 
Anchtermuchty,  within  a  few  yards  of 
the  railway  station,  of  the  only  road 
between  the  railway  station  and  the 
town,  and  of  the  only  public  recreation 
gronnd  ;  will  he  explain  why,  although 
a  protest  from  the  inhabitants  of  &e 
bnrgh  of  Anchtermuchty  was  sent  to  the 
Boud  of  Saperrision,  more  than  seven 
VMks  ago,  no  acknowledgment  has 
been  received,  nor  has  any  notice  been 
tiken,  BO  far  as  is  known,  of  the  com- 
wiDieation ;  and  whether  steps  will  now 
be  taken  to  prevent  this  house  being  used 
M  »  fever  hospital  ? 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Treveltan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton):  Inreply  to  the  hon.  Member, 


I  have  consulted  the  Board  of  Super- 
vision, and  am  informed  that  on  10th 
April  last  the  Cupar  District  Committee 
of  the  County  Council  of  Fife  applied  to 
the  Board  for  approval  to  the  site  of  a 
proposed  fever  hospital  near  Auchter- 
muchty.  On  the  13th  April  an  intimation 
was  made  to  the  Board  that  the  appli- 
cation, upon  further  consideration,  was 
withdrawn.  On  the  24th  April  the  Town- 
Clerk  of  Auchtermuchty  forwarded  to  the 
Board  a  Petition  against  the  proposal, 
and  in  reply  was  informed  on  the  26th 
April  that  the  Petition  would  receive 
consideration  when  the  subject  was  again 
before  the  Board.  No  further  application 
for  the  sanction  of  the  hospital  has  been 
received  ;  but  any  fresh  proposal  will  be 
inquired  into,  and  objections  to  it  fully 
considered,  in  accordance  with  the  Board's 
usual  practice. 

SOLDIERS'  HOSPITAL  STOPPAGES. 
Sir  ARTHUR  HAYTER  (Walsall): 
I  beg  to  ask  tho  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  he  will  consider  the 
practicability  of  differentiating  in  the 
hospital  stoppage  the  oases  of  men  sent 
to  hospital  from  unavoidable  causes,  or 
illness  contracted  on  service,  from  those 
of  men  who  are  patients  from  the  results 
of  their  own  excesses,  with  a  view  of 
relieving  the  former  of  some  part  of  the 
daily  stoppage  of  lOd.  now  imposed  on 
all  patients  alike  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Banneruan, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  My  hon.  Friend  has 
apparently  been  misinformed.  The  daily 
stoppage  is  7d.,  not  lOd.,  as  stated  in  the 
question.  Men  in  hospital  on  account  of 
wounds  received  in  action  or  illness  con- 
tracted on  service  with  an  Army  in  the 
field  are  subject  to  no  stoppage  whatever. 
When  men  are  injured  on  ordinary  duty, 
the  General  OflScer  commanding  has  the 
power  of  remitting  half  the  stoppage  ; 
and  when  the  injury  has  been  received  at 
drill  or  manoeuvres,  the  whole  may  be 
remitted.  Men  in  hospital  on  account  of 
sickness  resulting  from  offences  com- 
mitted by  them  lose  the  whole  of  their 
pay,  instead  of  undergoing  the  ordinary 
stoppage  of  7d. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  Is  the  power 
placed  in  Commanding  Officers  in  these 
matters  usually  exercised  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

That  I  cannot  say. 
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MR.  BKBESFORD,  R.M. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  when  was  Mr.  Beresford, 
B.M.,  appointed  to  the  Countj  Louth ; 
how  often  has  he  attended  at  Uie  Louth 
Petty  Sessions  during  that  time ;  and  is 
he  aware  that  a  number  of  cases  at  this 
Petty  Sessions  were  adjourned  on  the 
16th  of  March  that  required  a  second 
Magistrate  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  The  Resident 
Magistrate  referred  to  was  appointed  to 
the  Drogheila  District  in  February,  1892. 
Since  his  appointment  Petty  Sessions 
hare  been  held  at  Louth  30  times,  at  eight 
of  which  he  was  present.  On  the  re- 
maining occasions  lie  was  either  in 
attendance  at  other  Sessions  in  his  dis- 
trict or  employed  in  variouw  duties  at 
his  station,  on  leave  of  absence.  I  un- 
derstand that  four  cases  were  adjourned  at 
Petty  Sessions  on  the  16th  March  owing 
to  the  non-attendance  of  a  second  Magis- 
trate. No  steps  were  taken  by  the 
Clerk  of  Petty  Sessions  to  secure  the 
attendance  of  a  second  Magistrate,  as 
there  is  generally,  he  explains,  a  full 
attendance  of  Justices  at  the  Louth 
Sessions. 

THE  ROTAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY 

AND  THEIR  BEARDS. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  by  what  authority  the 
County  Inspector  of  Royal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary, Louth,  recently  transferred 
from  Clare,  refused  to  allow  his  men  to 
wear  their  beards,  contrary  to  the  option 
hitherto  allowed  in  the  Force  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  County  In- 
spector states  that  on  the  occasion  of  bis 
recent  inspection  of  the  Constabulary  he 
.directed  the  meu  to  comply  with  the 
terms  of  the  Regulation  which,  in  the 
matter  of  hair,  whiskers,  and  beards,  re- 
quires that  where  these  appendages  are 
worn  they  shall  not  be  of  undue  length. 
This  is  the  only  foundation  for  the  alle- 
gation in  the  question  ;  and  it  is  not  true 
he  has  deprived  the  men  of  the  privilege 
of  wearing  beards. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY 

FORCE  FUND. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 


of  Ireland  what  sums  were  drawn  by 
Colonel  Wood,  Colonel  Hillier,  Colonel 
Bruce,  Mr.  Fanning,  and  Mr.  Colomb, 
late  Inspectors  General,  respectively  from 
the  Constabulary  Force  Fund,  and  what 
sums  each  paid  into  this  fund ;  was 
there  at  one  time  a  separate  Force  Fund 
for  officers,  and  was  it  wound  up  at  the 
wish  of  the  officers,  who  were  allowed  to 
join  the  fund  of  the  rank  and  file  ;  could 
they  draw  more  money  from  the  latter  ; 
and  are  the  officers  and  a  few  officials 
the  principal,  if  not  the  sole,  objectors  to 
this  fund  being  wound  up  ? 

Mh.  J. MORLEY:  Thesumspaidfrom 
the  reward  branch  of  the  Constabulary- 
Force  Fund  to  the  officers  in  question  on 
their  retirement  were  as  follows : — Sir 
J.  S.  Wood,  £279  ;  CoIonelHillier,£279; 
Colonel  Bruce  £232  10s. ;  Sir  R.  Fan- 
ning, £155  ;  Mr.  Colomb,  £76.  The 
sums  deducted  from  the  pay  of  these 
officers  for  the  benefit  branch  of  the  fund 
while  in  the  Service  were  : — Sir  J.  S. 
Wood,  £257  IDs.;  Colonel  Hillier, 
£261  IDs. ;  Colonel  Bruce,  £140  17s. ; 
Sir  R.  Panning,  £161  Is. ;  Mr.  Colomb, 
£186  48.  Colonel  Hillier,  Colonel  Bruce, 
and  Sir  R.  Fanning  continue  tocontribute 
voluntarily  to  the  fund  from  their  pen- 
sions at  the  rate  of  £12,  £9,  and  £10  per 
annum  respectively.  On  the  death  of 
Sir  John  Wood,  who  also  contributed 
from  his  pension,  I  am  informed  that  a 
grant  at  the  authorised  rate  was  made 
from  the  benefit  branch  of  the  fund  to 
Mrs.  Wood  amounting  to  £1,144  lOs.  lOd. 
Mr.  Colomb,  being  unmarried,  cannot 
derive  any  benefit  from  the  statutable 
deduction  from  his  pay.  It  seems  neces- 
sary again  to  point  out  that  the  grants  on 
retirement  of  officers  and  men  are  paid 
from  the  reward  branch,  the  income  of 
which  is  derived  from  fines  and  penalties; 
while  the  statutable  deduction  from  pay 
is  appropriated  to  the  benefit  branch, 
from  which  grants  to  families  of  deceased 
members  are  made.  There  has  never 
been  any  separate  public  fund  for  officers. 
There  was  for  a  time  a  private  widows' 
fund,  but  it  did  not  prove  a  success  and 
ceased  to  exist,  having  become  bankrupt. 
It  was  a  purely  private  matter  from  first 
to  last.  The  silence  of  officers  on  the 
question  of  the  winding-up  of  the  benefit 
branch,  so  far  as  I  can  gather,  appears 
to  arise  from  the  fact  that  they  under- 
stand the  expectations  of  the  men  could 
not  be  realizw.  _  . 
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THE  SCOTCH  EDUCATION  OBANT. 

Mr.  CROMBIE  (Eincanlinesfaire)  :  I 

to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
whether  the  minimum  grant  of  1 7s.  6d. 
I&id  down  in  Article  32a  of  the  Scotch 
Education  Code  (1893)  is  lower  than  that 
earoed  by  many  elementary  schools ; 
and,  if  so,  would  he  consider  whether  the 
limitation  might,  in  view  of  the  increased 
cost  of  elementary  education,  be  raised  to 
208.  or  21s.  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  The  pro- 
Tiaion,  with  regard  to  the  minimum 
grant  of  17b.  6d.  is  inserted  in  the  Code, 
pnrsuaut  to  the  Elementary  Education 
Act,  1876,  and  the  Department  has  no 
power  to  depart  from  this  statutory 
{mrision  bj  an  alteration  in  the  Code. 

«  KELLY  r.  BATTRAY." 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  be 
has  observed  that  the  scope  of  the  Rent 
Sedemption  Act  passed  in  1891  has  been 
^tlj  narrowed  by  a  decision  of  the 
Coart  of  Appeal  in  Ireland  in  the  case  of 
"Kellyv.Rattray";  and  whether,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  reason  of  the  decision 
was  purely  technical,  the  Government 
will  either  introduce  an  amending 
measure  or  assist  a  measure  for 
that  purpose  introduced  by  private 
Members  ? 

Ma.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  caUed  for 
a  Report  in  this  matter  from  the  Land 
Commission,  bat  not  yet  having  received 
same,  must  ask  the  hou  !Memb^  to  be 
good  enough  to  defer  the  question  for  a 
few  days. 

CYPRUS. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
Etoke)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
taiy  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether 
the  excess  of  Revenue  over  Expenditure  in 
the  Island  of  Cyprus  last  year  was  calcu- 
kted  at  £92,000,  which  sum  was  paid, 
according  to  the  Convention  of  1878,  as 
tribute  to  the  SiJtan  of  Turkey ; 
whether,  if  the  above  calculation  had 
been  made  in  the  paper  money  in  general 
use  in  Cyprus,  the  excess  would  have 
Iteen  only  £50,000;  and  whether  in 
future  these  calculations  and  payments 
be  made  in  the  ordinary  currency  of 
dieoonntry  ? 


The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  : 
The  surplus  of  Revenue  over  Expenditure 
in  the  Island  of  Cyprus  last  year 
(1892-3)  -was  £78,539.  The  amount, 
has,  howevfflr,  nothing  to  do  with  the 
sum  payable  annually  as  tribute,  which 
was  fixed  many  years  ago,  under  the 
Anglo-Turkish  Convention,  at  £92,799, 
being  the  equivalent  of  the  average 
surplus  during  the  last  five  years  of 
Turkish  administration.  In  determining 
that  £92,799  was  the  sterling  sum  pay- 
able. Her  Majesty's  Government  took 
due  account  of  the  fact  that  a  part  of  the 
Turkish  revenue  and  expenditure  was  for 
a  short  time  received  and  paid  in  depre- 
ciated paper  currency.  There  is  now  no 
paper  currency  in  Cyprus,  and  the 
British  sovereign  is  the  standard  of 
value. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  :  Bnt  is  not  the 
ordinary  currency  in  Cyprus  paper  money 
in  the  form  of  Turkish  Exchequer  Bills  ? 

Mr.  BUXTON  :  Yes. 

Mr.  PIERPOINT  (Warrington) : 
And  was  the  total  depreciation  in  this 
paper  currency  borne  in  min<l  in  calcu- 
lating what  the  tribute  should  be  ? 

Mr.  BUXTON  :  Yes  ;  the  whole 
question  of  depreciation  was  taken  into 
account. 

REGIMENTAL  HESS  PLATE. 
Mr.  FARQUHARSON  (Dorset,  W.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
an  article  in  the  recent  number  of  the 
United  Service  Magazine,  in  which  the 
question  is  raised  as  to  the  claims  of  the 
State  or  of  the  officers  to  the  mess  plate, 
and  as  to  who  would  be  responsible  in 
the  event  of  the  plate  beiug  lost  or 
stolen  ;  whether  he  can  say  who  is  the 
residuary  owner  of  such  plate  in  the  case 
of  a  defunct  regiment ;  and  in  the  case  of 
a  claim  being  made  for  the  loss  of  mess 
plate,  wonid  the  Government  award 
compensation  to  the  officers  ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  provide 
that  each  regiment  properly  insures  snch 
regimental  property  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  have  not  seen  the  article  referred  to  ; 
but  in  answer  to  the  hon.  Member^s 
questions  I  may  say  that  the  practice  in 
the  British  Army  has  always  been  to 
regard  the  mess  plate  of  a^giment  as 
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the  private  property  of  the  officers  for  the 
time  being  of  that  regiment.  There  has 
been  no  recent  case  of  a  regiment  being 
disbanded ;  and  therefore  the  qnestion  of 
the  ownership  in  the  case  of  a  defnnct 
regiment  has  not  arisen.  As  the  plate  is 
held  to  be  private  property  no  claim 
against  the  Government  would  arise  in 
case  of  its  loss  ;  and  it  would  be  inter- 
ference with  private  rights  to  require 
officers  to  insure  their  private  property. 

Me.  FARQUHARSON:  Then  I 
understand  that  regimental  mess  plate  is 
the  property  of  tlm  officers  of  the  regi- 
ment, and  the  Government  make  no 
claim  whatever  to  it  ? 

Mb.  CAMFBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  have  said  so. 

THE  PRIVY  COUNCIL  OFFICE. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  why  salary  was  paid 
to  an  officer  in  the  Privy  Council  Office 
after  the  age  of  70,  such  payment  not 
being  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  Clause  10  of  the  Order  in  Council  of 
August  15,  1890  ;  who  is  responsible  for 
this  contravention  of  the  Order  in  Coun- 
cil, and  whether  payment  to  this  gentle- 
man has  now  been  discontinued  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBEJiT,  Oldham)  : 
The  gentleman  in  question  was  retained 
to  meet  a  temporary  emergency  pending 
the  appointment  of  a  successor,  which 
was  made  on  January  30  last. 

THE  HIGHLAND  LAND  COMMISSION. 

Dr.  MACGREGOB  (Inverness- 
ehire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  considering  that  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Land  In  the  Highlands 
and  Islands  have  now,  after  about  a 
month^s  work,  found  it  necessary  to  sus- 
pend operations  for  a  three  weeks'  rest  at 
the  best  period  of  the  year  for  prosecu- 
ting their  labours,  when  does  he  expect 
the  Commission  to  complete  the  inquiry 
referred  to  it ;  and  whether  he  will  call 
for  an  interim  Report  on  the  Isle  of 
Skye,  which  has  already  been  gone  over 
by  the  Commissiou,  so  that  Parliament 
may  have  an  opportunity  of  considering 
the  amount  of  laud  available  there  for 
the  enlargement  of  holdings  and  for 
allotment  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  con- 
gested districts  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I  am  unable 
to  say  when  the  Commissioners  will  con- 

Mr.  Camj^eilSarmerman 


elude  their  labours,  as  to  the  nature  of 
which  I  spoke  to  the  House  in  some 
detail  on  the  Report  of  the  Vote  on 
Account.  With  regard  to  the  quesUon 
of  an  interim  Report,  I  will  communicate 
with  the  Chairman  of  the  Commission. 

BOY  LABOUR  IN  COAL  MINES. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peter- 
borough)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  is  aware  that  in  the 
Durham  and  Northumberland  mines  the 
so-called  boys,  from  16to  21  years  of  age, 
are  made  to  work  about  10  hours  per 
day  in  the  mine ;  and  whether  he  can 
state  what  proportion  these  boys  are  to 
the  men  employed  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Inspector  of  Mines  for  Durham  that 
no  boy  between  10  aud  21  is  allowed  to 
work  for  more  than  10  hours  a  day.  It 
appears  that  in  Northumberland  such 
boys  do  not  usually  work  more  thau  10 
hours,  but  occasionally  by  arrangement 
as  to  wages  they  do  work  10^  hours. 
There  is  no  means  of  ascertaining 
officially  in  what  proportion  the  number 
of  boys  under  21  stands  to  the  uumbo: 
of  men  employed  over  21. 

BOWLING  PUBLIC  HALL. 

Mr.  HOZIER  (Lauarksbire,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
whether,  and,  if  so,  when,  the  School 
Board  of  Bowling  asked  him  to  reverse 
the  decision  of  the  Education  Department 
as  to  the  sale  of  the  Bowling  Public  Hall 
by  public  auction  ;  and  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  original  Trustees  were 
prepared  to  offer  the  upset  price,  so  as  to 
enable  them  to  reclaim  the  property  and 
coutiuue  to  carry  into  effect  the  original 
public  purposes  of  the  trust  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  A  public 
meeting  was  held  at  Bowling  on  16th 
June,  1891,  which,  in  my  opinion,  repre- 
sented the  public  opinion  of  the  commu- 
nity, and  I  understand  the  School  Board 
are  in  accord  with  the  course  that  has 
been  followed.  I  have  explained  in  a 
previous  uiswer  the  reasons  which  led 
me  to  think  that  the  premises  should  be 
handed  over  to  those  who  represent  the 
community  free  of  cost,  and  the  small 
sum  which  was  offered  by  certain  parties, 
not  more  than  £60,  did  not  appear  to  me 
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to  ootweigh  the  advaotsgee  of  eneh  a 
tntufer. 

In  replj  to  a  supplemental  question 
by  Mr.  HoziER, 

SiE  G.  TREVELYAN  said  :  The  cir- 
camstances  brought  under  my  notice 
from  various  quarters  have  been  seriously 
eoQsidered,  and  I  am  absolutely  certain 
that  the  decision  we  have  arrived  at  is 
the  one  desired  by  the  great  majority  of 
the  people  of  Bowling. 

STIRLING  CASTLE. 

Mh.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  he  is 
avare  that  at  one  of  the  comers  of  the 
Palace  building  of  Stirling  Castle  a 
column  has  disappeared,  leaving  the 
carved  capital  without  support ;  and 
whether  steps  will  be  taken  to  replace 
the  missing  column  and  protect  the 
espiti^  from  destmetiou ;  and  also  to 
rAoild  the  fallen  or  destroyed  towera  of 
the  Castle,  and  complete  those  which 
l»Te  only  been  partially  restored  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN  : 
I  m  not  aware  of  the  particular  diiapi- 
ilation  referred  to  in  the  question,  but  I 
will  at  once  inquire  whether  it  is  neces- 
sary to  take  steps  for  preventing  further 
mischief  to  ornamental  work  on  the 
Palace.  As  to  rebuilding  the  towers  at 
tbe  Gateway,  that  woald  be  a  consider- 
^le  andertaking,  and  I  am  not  prepared 
at  present  to  coutemplate  a  large  expen- 
diture for  the  purpose. 

TRAINING  SHIPS  FOB  BOYS. 

Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  aak  tbe  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty whether,  in  the  event  of  a  train- 
iiig  ship  being  established  in  Irish  waters, 
doe  consideration  will  be  given  to  tbe 
fact  that  Queenstown  is  the  headquarters 
of  the  Koyal  Navy  in  Ireland  ? 
•The  SECRETARY  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Sir  U.  Kat-Shuttle- 
WORTH,  Lancashire,  Clttheroe):  Certainly, 
Sir — that  and  all  other  circumstances 
Till  be  duly  taken  into  consideration. 

THE  AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINGS  ACTS. 
Uk.  MUNTZ  (Warwickshire,  Tam- 
vorth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member 
(orthe  Harborough  Division  of  Leicester- 
shire whether  he  will  to-morrow,  for 
the  convenience  of  hon.  Members  inter- 
ested in  the  subject,  place  hi^  Motion 


on  the  Paper  for  the  amendment  of  tbe 
Agricultural  Holdings  Acts  ? 

Mb.  LOGAN  (Leicester,  Harborough): 
I  regret  if  any  inconvenience  has  been 
caused  to  hon.  Members.  I  will  place  the 
Motion  on  the  Paper  to-night. 

THE  GOTHENBURG  SYSTEM. 
Majob  DARWIN  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  any  letters  or  Reports  have  heen 
received  fnun  Norway  with  reference  to 
the  Report  of  Consul  General  Miohell 
on  the  Gothenburg  system  (Miscellaneous 
Series,  No.  279)  ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  will  lay  them  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Gbey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  One  letter  has  been  received 
which  was  certainly  not  worth  publish- 
ing, and  one  Report.  The  letter  has  only 
jnst  arrived  ;  it  will  be  referred  to  Consiid 
General  Michell  ;  but  it  is  not  proposed 
to  publish  anything  further  at  present. 

RUSSIAN  WAR  SHIPS  IN  THE  BLACK 
SEA. 

Sir  ELLIS  ASHMEAD-BART- 
LETT  (Sheffield,  Ecelesall)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  if  he 
will  state  the  number  of  Russian  men-of- 
war  in  the  Black  Sea,  including  the  ships 
building,  with  the  probable  dates  of  their 
completion  ? 

•Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  information  will  be  found  in  Durrasier 
and  Valentino's  Aide  Memoir^  Lord 
Sratsey*s  Anrntal^  and  the  Austrian 
Marine  Almanac. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
I  think  it  is  very  unusual  for  an  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  answering  a  question,  to 
refer  the  hon.  Member  putting  it  to  books 
with  which  he  may  not  be  acquainted  ; 
and  I  beg,  therefore,  to  give  notice  that 
I  shall  repeat  the  question  ou  Monday, 
expecting  tp  receive  from  him  an  answer 
of  the  kind  usually  given  iu  reply  to 
such  questions. 

•Sib  U.  KAT-SHUTTLEWORTH  ; 
I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  no 
discourtesy  whatever  to  him  was  in- 
tended ;  but  it  is  not  thought  desirable  to 
make  these  specific  statemeiita  as  to  the 
number  of  ships  of  any  Foreign  Power 
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in  any  particular  part  of  Europe ;  and  as 
the  iDformation  can  be  obtuned  in  other 
quarters  I  thought  it  better  to  refer  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  these  books. 

DANGEROUS  EXHIBITIONS. 
Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  exhibitions  now 
going  on  of  jnmpiug  and  diving  into 
water  from  a  great  height,  and  to  the  ex- 
treme danger  of  the  performance  ;  and 
whether  he  can  do  anything  to  stop  such 
exhibitions  ? 

Mk.  ASQUITH  }  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  exhibitions  referred  to 
in  the  question  of  the  hon.  M«iil>er ;  but 
I  have  no  power  to  stop  exhibitions  or 
performances  which,  though  they  may  be 
dangerous  to  the  performers,  are  not 
necessarily  dangerous  to  the  spectators. 
On  this,  as  on  similar  previous  occasions, 
warnings  have  been  given  through  the 
police  to  the  persons  responsible  for  the 
exhibition  that  they  should  take  all 
proper  precautions,  and  I  am  afraid  I 
can  do  nothing  more. 

Mr.  BARTLEY:  May  I  ask  whether, 
in  the  event  of  serious  accident,  the  per- 
sons who  give  the  entertainment  cannot  be 
made  liable  in  some  way  ?  Many  of  these 
exhibitions  are  only  attractive  simply  by 
reason  of  their  danger. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  If  the  person  con- 
trolling the  performance  were  guilty  of 
gross  negligence  he  would  be  liable  under 
the  Criminal  Law. 

ABMY  TENTa 
Mr.  SCOTT-MONTAGU  (Hants. 
New  Forest)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  fact  that  many  of 
the  tents  supplied  to  the  Yorkshire  Ar- 
tillery Militia  at  Plymouth  are  rotten  and 
not  in  the  least  rain-proof ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  many  of  the  tents  supplied 
to  the  4th  Battalion  Hampshire  Regiment 
at  Winchester  were  equally  bad ;  and 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  see  that 
serviceable  tents  are  supplied  to  Volun- 
teer and  Militia  Battalions,  considering 
the  fact  that  the  use  of  bad  tents  has  a 
most  discouraging  effect  on  officers  and 
men  serving  in  those  forces,  and  is  a 
great  cause  of  bad  health  ? 

Sir  r.  Kt^ShvUleworth 


•Mk.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  ; 

No  Report  has  been  received  from  the 
regiments  specified,  nor  from  the  Southern 
District ;  but  the  General  Officer  Com- 
manding the  Western  District  has  com- 
plained that  the  teuts  supplied  for  his 
district  are  thin.  A  similar  Report  was 
received  from  the  same  district  last  year, 
and,  after  careful  investigation  by  the 
Quartermaster  General  and  Director  of 
Artillery  personally,  it  was  decided  that 
the  teuts,  though  not  new,  were  perfectly 
serviceable  and  must  be  taken  into  use. 
It  is  obvious  that  if  new  tents  only  are 
to  be  Issued  to  the  large  number  of  men 
now  placed  under  canvas  every  year  the 
cost  of  camp  equipment  will  be  enor- 
mously incr^Lsed.  A  proposal  to  use  a 
heavier  description  of  material  is  now 
under  consideration. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  :  Can 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  us  the 
date  of  the  issue  of  these  tents  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  cannot.  I  should  think  the  dates  varied 
according  to  the  tents. 

PLEURO-PNEUMGNU  AT  HBNDON. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  FIELD  (Dublin,  St. 
Patrick's)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  whether,  in 
view  of  the  recent  outbreak  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia at  Hendon,  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  institute  a  series 
of  scientific  experiments  to  test  the 
efficacy  of  inoculation  as  a  preventative 
of  plenro-pneumonia,  as  the  system  is 
generally  practised  in  Australia  and  other 
Colonies  with  good  results  ? 

•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gardneb, 
Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  I  am  afraid  I 
can  only  refer  my  hon.  Friend  to  the 
replies  which  have  been  given  to  the 
previous  questions  which  he  has  ad- 
dressed to  my  predecessor  and  myself  on 
this  subject.  A  very  careful  examination 
of  the  system  of  inoculation  as  practised 
in  the  Colonies  was  instituted  by  the 
Departmental  Committee  of  1888,  and  I 
see  no  reason  to  think  that  the  result  of 
any  further  experiments  would  be  com- 
mensurate with  the  labour  and  expense 
involved* 
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THE  IRISH  POLICE  AND  THE  UNION 
JACK. 

Sir  THOMAS  LEA  (Londonderry, 
S.) :  I  heg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will 
caose  Circulars  to  be  sent  to  the  Irish 
CoDstabulary  instructing  them  that  the 
Union  Jack  is  in  uo  eense  a  Party 
aoblem,  and  its  use  does  not  come  under 
the  Act  (6  &  7  Will.  4,  c.  38)  with 
reference  to  the  mistake  made  iu  the 
City  of  Londonderry  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  should,  at  the 
same  time,  like  to  ask  the  rigiit  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  has  obtained  the 
written  opiuion  of  the  Law  Officers  of 
thfi  Crown  on  the  subject ;  and  whether 
it  is  their  opinion  that  the  display  of 
flags  on  public-houses  is  not  illegal, 
nnkss  in  connection  with  the  existence 
tS  some  secret  society  or  illegal  asso- 
mtioD? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  :  I  shall  be  in  a 
poeition  on  Monday  to  give  the  exact 
opnion  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
CnvB.  The  subject  of  the  construction 
rfthe  sections  of  the  Act  of  William  IV. 
if  under  consideration.  I  have  no  in- 
lation  of  sending  a  Circular  at  present 
to  the  police. 

CANADIAN  CATTLE. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
toTi) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  if  he  can  state 
whai  have  been  the  results  up  till  now 
(tf  the  systematic  examination  of  the 
hiDga  of  Canadian  cattle,  which  is  now 
bang  made  nnda*  the  direction  of  the 
Board ;  and  whether  they  appear  to 
show  at  present  that  Canada  is  free  from 
the  disetwe  ;  or  whether  the  examination 
has  disclosed  any  case  or  cases  of  pleuro- 
paeumonia,  or  of  suspected  pleuro- 
poenmonia,  for  which  cattle  would  be 
dughtered  by  the  Board  in  England  ? 

Ub.  H.  GAHDNER  t  Up  to  the  end 
rf  last  week  1 0  cargoes,  comprising  5,119 
head  of  cattle,  had  arrived  in  this  country 
from  Canada.  The  results  of  the  special 
eismination  to  which  the  lungs  were 
subjected  has  proved  satisfactory  except 
in  the  case  of  an  animal  landed  from  the 
n.  Lake  fFtnmpeff,  in  regard  to  which 
I  an  awaiting  certain  further  information 
fmamj  professional  advisers  which  will 
not  be  available  for  some  few  days  to 


come.  Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
man  would  then  renew  his  inquiry. 

Sir  J.  LENG  (Dundee)  :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the  invariable 
experience  of  Scottish  fanners  is  that  the 
lunfTs  of  Canadian  cattle  are  far  healthier 
than  those  of  a  corresponding  number  of 
either  English  or  Scotch  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  can  only  refer 
the  hon.  Member  to  the  reply  I  have  just 
given. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  Do  I  understand 
that  only  one  suspected  case  has  been 
reported  to  the  Board  by  its  Inspectors  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  Various  lungs 
were  sent  up,  but  in  only  one  case  has 
the  examination  proved  unsatisfactory. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  But  the  Inspectors 
sent  up  the  lungs  of  other  animals  which 
were  suspected  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER :  Orders  were 
given  to  send  up  lungs  when  there  were 
any  suspicious  circumstances.  Several 
were  sent  up,  but,  as  I  have  said,  in  only 
one  case  is  there  any  reason  to  believe 
that  pleuro-pneumonia  existed,  and  as  to 
that  I  am  awaiting  a  further  Report. 

PRISON  (OFFICERS'  SUPERANNUATION) 
BILL. 

Mr.  W.  WHITELAW  (Perth):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  if  he  will  add 
a  clause  to  the  Prison  (Officers*  Super- 
annuation) Bill,  dealing  with  the  cases 
of  certain  Scotch  ofBcere  which  have 
been  brought  to  his  notice  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  No  ;  the  cases  are 
in  no  sense  analogous.  The  object  of 
the  Bill  is  to  place  officers  who  did  not 
retire  from  the  Service  when  the  Prison 
Act,  1877,  came  into  operation  in  no 
worse  a  position  as  regards  pension  than 
if  they  had  so  retired.  The  Scotch 
officers  referred  to  would,  as  I  am  in- 
formed, have  had  no  such  right  to  pen- 
sion as  they  now  claim  if  the  Act 
of  1877  had  not  passed.  They  are, 
therefore,  asking  for  the  creation  of  a 
new  right,  not  for  the  preservation  of  an 
existing  right.  But  the  matter  is  one 
not  for  the  Home  Office,  but  for  the 
Scotch  Department. 

Mr.  W.  WHITELAW  :  Will  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  introduce  a  Bill  dealing 
with  the  Scotch  cases  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  give  me  the  facts  of  any 
individual  cases  I  will  considw  them.. 
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Mh.  W.  WHITELAW  :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  I  shall  object  to  any  fuziber  pro- 
gress beiug  made  witb  the  Saperannuation 
Bill  until  I  have  obtained  a  satisfactory 
answer  from  the  Scotch  Office. 

FRANCE  AND  THE  CYPROS  TRIBUTE. 

Mr.  PIERPOINT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
what  was  the  date  of  the  first  payment 
to  the  French  Government  of  part  of  the 
CypniB  Tribute  on  account  of  the 
Turkish  Loan  of  1855  ;  whether  there  is 
any  agreement  or  implied  agreement  witb 
France  to  continue  such  payment ;  and 
what  is  the  amount  of  such  payment  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON:  The  first  and 
only  payment  made  to  France  was  in 
repayment  of  the  amount  paid  by  France 
as  a  joint  guarantor.  There  is  no  agree- 
ment with  France  such  as  tiiat  mentioned 
in  the  question,  and  no  payment  has  been, 
or  is  being,  made. 

HOME  BULE  AND  IRISH  SHIPS. 

Mr.  WOLFF  (Belfast,  E.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether,  in  the  event  of  the  Government 
of  Ireland  Bill  becoming  law,  the  con- 
struction and  equipment  of  Irish  ships, 
the  examination  of  their  officers,  aud  the 
rules  of  their  navigation  generally,  will 
remain  under  the  control  of  the  British 
Board  of  Trade,  as  at  present  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian)  :  My  answer  to  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  is.  Yes. 

UGANDA. 

Mr.  CHARLES  DARLING  (Dept- 
f  ord)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  the  Government  have 
any  information  to  the  efiect  that  Sir 
Gerald  Portal  has  proclaimed  a  Pro- 
tectorate over  Uganda  in  the  name  of 
Her  Majesty  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  No  such 
iuformation  as  is  referred  to  in  the  ques- 
tion has  been  received  at  the  Foreign 
Office.  In  point  of  fact,  no  information 
has  been  received  since  the  arrival  of  Sir 
Gerald  Portal  in  Uganda.  Perhaps  I 
may  say,  concerning  reports  of  that  kind 
coming  from  a  district  so  distant  and  so 
inaccessible,  unless  they  are  absolutely 
certified,  that  I  would  recommend  boo. 
Members  to  be  cautious  in  putting  their 
interpretation  on  statements  so  derived. 


Mr.  DARLING  :  I  desire  to  say,  by 
way  of  personal  explanation,  that  it  is 
precisely  because  I  am  so  very  cautious 
that  I  have  asked  the  question. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  gave 
no  special  advice  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.  I  only  said  that  I  thought  it 
would  be  convenient  to  receive  with  due 
caution  statements  of  this  kind,  which 
are  necessarily  subject  to  considerable 
uncertainty. 

THE  SHOOTING  OP  WELDON  MOLONEY. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  be  cau  give 
the  House  any  further  information  with 
regard  to  the  case  of  Weldon  Moloney, 
who  was  shot  at  from  both  sides  of  the 
road  near  Eonis  aud  severely  wounded  ; 
is  there  any  truth  iu  the  report  that  seven 
men  have  been  arrested  ? 

Mr.  J.MORLEY:  The  only  informa- 
tion I  have  received  on  the  subject  is 
that  seven  men  have  been  arrested  in 
connection  with  the  outrage,  and  taken 
to  a  place  with  a  view  to  possible  iden- 
tification. The  driver  of  the  car  says  he 
saw  nobody. 

Later, 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  have  just  received 
information  which  is  somewhat  later. 
The  telegram  is  to  the  effect  that  about 
12.15  yesterday,  as  Mr.  Moloney,  of 
Dublin,  the  agent  for  the  Kiltanan 
property,  was  driving  on  an  outside  car 
on  his  way  to  Tulla,  he  was  fired  at. 
Four  shots  were  fired  almost  simulta- 
neously from  behind  a  high  hedgcon  either 
side  of  the  road.  One  struck  him  on  the 
left  knee,  the  entire  leg  being  riddled 
with  shot.  Another  struck  the  horse  on 
the  left  shoulder.  None  of  the  shots 
from  the  right  side  of  the  road  took  any 
effect.  If  the  horse  had  fallen,  most 
probably  they  (the  assailants)  would  have 
shot  him  on  the  road.  This  was  a 
holiday,  and  at  the  time  mo»t  of 
the  people  were  at  Mass.  Being  Petty 
Sessions  day  at  Tulla,  most  of  the  police 
were  engaged  at  the  Sessions.  The  car 
was  a  private  car ;  and  as  it  left  the  place 
to  fetch  Mr.  Moloney  in  the  morning, 
it  was  known  that  he  was  to  travel  that 
day,  and  also  that  he  was  collecting  the 
rents.  Six  men — not  seven — ^have  been 
arrested,  and  proceedings  are  being  takea 
to  ascertain  whether  any  of  them  can  be 
identified.  _  . 
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IBISH  MAGISTRATES  AND  LAND 
GBABBlKa. 
Mb.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Romford)  : 
I  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieatenant  of  Ireland  if  it  is 
tme  that  a  meeting,  at  which  a  so-called 
iud  grabber  was  denounced  and  a  boy- 
cotting resolution  was  passed,  jths  pre- 
lided  over  by  Mr.  J.  Hughes,  whom  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  recently 
tppoioted  a  Magistrate  for  Limerick  ? 

Us.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  certainly  not 
trne  that  any  Magistrate  was  appoiuted 
bj  me.  I  saw  the  statement  which  the 
lini.  Member  referred  to,  and  yesterday 
Greeted  inqniries  to  be  made  into  it.  I 
BDst  ask  the  faon.  Member  to  repeat  the 
question  on  Monday. 

QDESTIONB  AS  TO  CRIME. 
Mb.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  With 
nspect  to  two  qoestions  on  the  Paper 
atDdiiig  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
fff  West  Belfast,  but  which  have  not 
bKD  put,  and.  also  with  reference  to  in- 
nmsable  questions  of  the  same  class 
irtiich  hare  recently  appeared  on  the 
Pijier,  I  wish  to  ask  whether  it  is  in 
leeonktice  with  usage  for  huu.  Members 
to  put  down  questions  reciting  from  day 
to  day  the  details  of  various  crimes  com- 
mitted in  Ireland,  and  to  simply  ask 
if  any  arrests  have  been  made  ;  and 
whether  it  would  be  in  accordance  with 
nnige  for  Iriah  Members  to  take  out  of 
the  morning  papers  the  details  of  crimes 
CMmmtted  every  day  in  any  part  of  Great 
Britain  for  the  purpose  of  asking  a  similar 
qoeslion  ? 

*Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  not  unusual  to 
ask  sQch  questions,  but  it  is  generally 
understood  that  hon.  Members  who  put 
them  on  the  Paper  should  not  merely  pick 
up  something  they  happen  to  see  in  the 
newspapers,  but  that,  before  putting  the 
questions  down,  they  should  institute 
some  inquiry,  and  should  thus  make 
themselves  in  some  degree  responsible  for 
the  statements  they  contain. 

Ma,  SEXTON  :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
thitif  the  practice  is  continued  I  shall 
viuge  with  my  Colleagues  to  put  down 
OQ  Uie  Paper  every  day  the  details  of 
cmaa  committed  in  Great  Britain, 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


OOVERNUENT  OF  IRELAXD  BILL. 

(No.  209.) 
COKUITTEB.    [Progretty  1st  June.^ 

[twelfth  night.] 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Legislative  Authority. 
Clause  3  (Exceptions  from  powers  of 
Irish  Legislature.) 

•Mr.  BYENE  (Essex,  Walthamstow) 
said,  that  in  proposing  his  Amendment 
to  insert,  in  Sub-section  3,  the  words — 

"  Carrying  and  usin^  arms,  armed  associattoiu, 
and  assodations  for  drill  and  practice  in  the  oae 

of  arms,  or," 

he  had  on  the  preceding  evening  pointed 
out  that  the  necessity  for  putting  down 
Amendments  to  Clauses  3  and  4  had 
been  thrust  upon  the  Members  of  the 
Opposition  by  reason  of  the  mode  in 
which  the  BUI  had  been  framed ;  for 
whereas  the  enumeration  of  Imperial 
subjects  was  most  difficult,  it  would 
have  been  perfectly  easy  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  have  put  down,  one  by  one,  in 
the  Bill,  the  particular  powers  which 
tbey  desired  to  delegate  to  the  Irish 
Parliament.  It  would  then  have  been 
the  duty  of  the  Opposition  merely  to 
move  to  strike  out  such  of  those 
delegated  powers  as  they  thought  im- 
proper to  be  included.  But  ^e  Bill 
being  framed  as  it  was,  it  became 
necessary  for  the  Committee  to  con- 
sider, line  by  line,  whether  there  had  not 
been  essential  omissions.  As  the  Prime 
Minister  himself  said  the  other  night, 
no  doubt  many  important  things  might 
have  been  omitted,  and  he  thought  it 
would  be  generally  admitted  that  a 
very  large  number  of  exceedingly  im- 
portant Imperial  questions  had,  in  fact, 
been  omittCHl  from  the  list  of  exceptions 
named  in  the  Bill.  He  did  not  pretend 
to  have  done  more  than  to  select 
from  the  many  subjects  which  had 
presented  themselves  to  hia  mind 
a  few  of  the  more  essential  ones ; 
and  in  asking  the  Committee  to  discuss 
tbem,  he  desired  to  say,  that  though  the 
Government  might  think  that  some  of 
the  propositions  made  by  the  opponents 
of  the  Bill  were  frivolous,  he  and  other 
hon.  Members  of  the  Opposition  had  too 
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much  at  heart  the  vital  importance  of  the 
Bill  before  them  to  indulge  in  frivolity 
of  any  kind.  He  trusted  that  they  would 
accept  bis  assurance  that  he  neither  meant 
to  be  frivolous  nor  to  obstruct  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  Committee.  This  was  the  first 
time  be  bad  spoken  in  the  House  on  this 
Bill,  and  he  had  only  done  so  on  this 
occasion  because  ho  felt  that  he  might 
usefully  intervene  in  the  Debate.  There 
were  two  branches  of  the  question  dealt 
with  by  his  Amendment — first,  the  carry- 
ing of  arms  ;  and,  secondly,  what  he 
might  call  illegitimate   armed  associa- 
tions.   With  reference  to  both  of  these 
branches   they  had,  first  of  all,  the 
general  law  applicable  to  the  whole  of 
Sie  United  Kingdom ;  and,  secondly, 
special  law,  owing  to  the  general  law 
having  been  unfortunately  found  insuffi- 
cient in  one  portion  of  Her  Majesty's 
dominions.    He  would,  as  briefly  as  he 
could,  describe  what  he  conceived  to  be 
the  state  of  the  law  generally  applicable 
to   the  United   Kingdom,  and  of  the 
special  law  as  applied  to  Ireland.  With 
reference  to  the  carrying  of  arms,  an  Act 
of  Parliament  applicable  to  the  whole  of 
the  United  Kingdom  had  been  in  force 
ever  since  the  reign  of  Edward  III.  It 
was  known  as  the  Statute  of  Northamp- 
ton, and  the  Committee  would,  perhaps, 
pardon  him  for  quoting  from  it,  because 
in  that  and  another  Statute  with  which 
he  had  to  deal  were  contained  a  large 
portion  of  his  arguments.    What  was  it 
that  the  Statute  of  Northampton  provided  ? 
He  would  read  what  was  contained  in 
2  Edward  III.,  cap.  3— 
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"  III.  Item,  it  is  enacted  that  oo  man,  great  nor 
email,  of  what  condition  soever  he  be,  except  the 
King's  servants  in  his  presence,  and  his  Ministers 
in  executing  the  King's  precepts,  or  of  their 
office,  and  such  as  be  in  their  company  assisting 
them,  and  also  upon  a  cry  made  for  arms  to  keep 
the  peace,  and  the  same  in  such  places  where 
snch  actshappen  be  so  hanly  to  come  before  the 
King's  Justices  or  other  of  the  King's  Ministers 
doing  their  office  with  force  and  arms,  nor 
bring  no  force  in  affray  of  the  peace  nor  to  go 
nor  ride  anned  by  night  nor  by  day  in  fairs, 
markets,  nor  in  the  presence  of  the  Justices  or 
other  Miniflters,  nor  in  no  part  elsewhere,  upon 
pain  to  forfeit  their  armour  to  the  King,  and 
their  bodies  to  prison  at  the  King's  pleasuie." 

Thus  had  stood  the  law  from  the  time  of 
the  passing  of  the  Statute  of  Northamp- 
ton down  to  the  present  day.  On  the 
previous  evening  he  quoted  from  Black- 
stone  his  view  of  what  the  general  law  was 
upon  this  matter,  and  the  view  was  con- 
Mr.  Byrne 


tained  in  the  following  words  taken  from 

BlaektUme's  Commentaries : — 

"  Hie  offence  of  riding  or  going  armed  with 
dangerous  or  imusual  weapons  is  a  crime  against 
the  public  peace,  by  terrifying  the  good  people 
of  the  land,  and  is  particularly  prohibited  by 
the  statute  of  Northampton,  2  Bd.  III., 
cap.  3." 

With  regard  to  the  second  part  of  his 
Amendment,  he  wished  to  cite  60  Geo. 
HI.,  and  I  Geo.  IV.,  cap.  1,  which  was 
intituled — 

"  An  Act  to  prevent  the  training  of  persons  to 
the  tue  of  arms,  and  to  the  practice  of  military 
evolutions  and  exercise." 

The  words  were — 

"  AMiereas  in  some  parts  of  the  United  King- 
dom men  clandestinely  and  unlawfully  assem- 
bleil  have  practised  military  training  and  exer- 
cise, to  the  great  terror  and  alarm  Of  His 
Majesty's  peaceable  and  loyal  subjects,  and  the 
imminent  danger  of  the  public  peace.  Be  it 
therefore  enacted  .  .  .  that  all  meetings  and 
assemblies  of  persons  for  the  purpose  of  train- 
ing or  drilling  themselves,  or  of  being  trained 
or  drilled  to  the  use  of  arms,  or  for  the  purpose 
of  practising  military  exercise,  movements,  or 
evolutions  without  any  lawful  authority  from 
His  Majesty,  or  the  Lieutenant,  or  two  Justices 
of  the  Peace  of  any  county,  or  Biding,  or  of  any 
Btewartry  by  commission  or  otherwise,  for  so 
doing  shall  be,  and  the  same  are  hereby  pro> 
hibitei!  as  dangerous  to  the  peace  and  security 
of  His  Majesty's  liege  subjects,  and  of  his  Go- 
vernment, and  every  person  who  shall  be  present 
at  or  attend  any  such  meeting  or  assembly  for 
the  purpose  of  drilling  any  other  person  or 
person  to  the  use  of  arms,  or  the  practice  tA 
military  exercise,  movements,  or  evolnticma,  or 
who  shall  train  or  drill  any  other  person  or  per- 
sons to  the  use  of  arms,  or  the  practice  of  military 
exercise,  movements,  or  evolutions,  or  who  shall 
aid  or  assist  therein  being  legally  convicted 
thereof,  shall  be  liable  to  be  transported  for  any 
term  not  exceeding  seven  years,  or  to  be  punished 
by  imprisonment  not  exceeding  two  years  at  the 
discretion  of  the  court  in  which  such  conviction 
shall  be  had ;  and  every  person  who  shall 
attend  or  be  present  at  any  such  meeting  or 
assembly,  as  aforesaid,  for  the  purpose  of  being, 
or  who  shall  at  any  such  meeting  or  assembly 
be  trained  or  drilled  to  the  use  of  arms,  or  the 
practice  of  military  exercise,  movements,  or 
evolutions,  being  lepUly  convicted  thereof,  shall 
be  liable  to  be  punished  by  fine  and  imprison- 
ment not  exceeding  two  years,  at  the  discretion 
of  the  court  In  wldch  sach  conviction  shall  be 
had." 

He  did  not  think  he  need  apologise  for 
the  length  of  his  quotations,  for  thej 
practically  embodied  the  ai^nmeuts  he 
wished  to  lay  before  the  Committee. 
The  general  law  which  had  been  appli- 
cable to  the  whole  of  the  United  King- 
dom had  not  been  found  sufficient  to 
meet  the  case  of  Ireland,  and  it  bad  in 
late  years  been  found  necessary  to  pass 
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the  Peace  Preserration  Act  and  the 
Crimes  Act,  with  the  provisioos  of  which 
most  hon.  Membws  were,  no  doabt, 
bmiliar.  It  wbb  essential,  then,  they 
riioold  eonaidffl-  what  powers  were  to  be 
eooferred  on  Uie  new  Legislatnre.  He 
protested  against  the  argument  pat  for- 
ward in  some  quarters  that  they  mast 
trast  that  Legislature  not  to  repeal  any 
of  these  Acts.  They  were  trying 
diligently  to  find  out  the  real  and  true 
mesniog  and  effect  of  the  Bill  before 
tbem.  He  saw  nothing  to  prevent  the 
Irish  Legislature,  the  very  day  after  it 
came  into  existence,  passing  an  Act  to 
diis  effect-^ 

"Fmrn  and  after  the  paasing  of  this  Act  all 
the  taws  hitherto  prevajUngin  Ireland,  whether 
statutory  or  unwritten,  shall  be,  and  the  same 
aie  hereby,  repealed." 

He  contended  that  such  an  Act  would 
be  ralid,  except  to  tbe  extent  that  the 
powers  were  expressly  reserved  in  the 
present  Bill.     He  put  it  to  the  Solicitor 
General  whether  the  Bill  as  it  now 
Etod  would  not  confer  the  full  power 
dot  he   had   indicated  ?     Then  bow 
enaidal  it  was  that  they  should  ascer- 
tuD  exactly  what  powers  were  being 
nserred.     If  he  understood  what  was 
want  by  Imperial  powers  in  the  minds 
of  the  framers  of  the  Bill,  it  was  that 
tliere  were  some  subjects  which  were  so 
Itoand  up  with  the  welfare  of  the  whole 
State  that  no  law  could  be  passed  as  to 
those  sabjects  in  regard  to  one  portion  of 
the  State,  without  interfering  with  the 
whole  well-being  of  the  United  King- 
dom.   If  that  was  not  their  meaning, 
he  did  not  know  what  was.     Now,  he 
put  it  to  the  Government,  did  not  his 
Amendment  embody  a  subject  which 
was  essentially  Imperial  ?    The  subject 
of  "anned  forces  "  was,  undoubtedly,  an 
Imperial  matter,  and  ought  to  be  ex- 
cepted in  the  Bill.      That  subject  was 
doilt   with    last  night.     Then  what 
aboQt   illegitimately-drilleil  and  armed 
forces  ?     Had   the   Government  never 
heard  of  "  athletic  clubs  "  or  of  illegiti- 
Bate  drilling,  and  if  the  laws  he  had 
alluded  to  were  abolished,  would  there  be 
ujthing  to  prevent  illegitimate  associa- 
tions meeting  throughout  the  whole  of 
Iidand,  drilled,  possibly,  by  skilled  men 
fnn  America,  and  requiring  only  arms 
to  make  them  a  permanent  hostile  force 
in  the  conntry  ?    He  hoped  that  the 
Goraament  would  accept  his  Amend- 


'  ment,  and,  in  moving  it,  he  would  only 
say,  in  conclusion,  that  if  the  Committee 
did  not  accept  it,  then  much  of  what 
passed  yesterday  with  reference  to  armed 
forces  did  not  bear  Uie  full  meaning  that 
he  thought  it  was  meant  to  bear. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  after  the  word  "  or,"  in  Ifaie  I,  to 
ioBert  the  words  "carrying  and  using  arms, 
armed  Bssociationn,  and  associations  for  drill  or 
practice  in  the  use  of  arms,  or." — (^Mr,  Byrae.) 

Question  proposed,"  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  RiQBY,  Forfar)  said,  he  had  listened 
to  the  speech  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  with  great  attention,  and  he  had 
noticed  that  the  arguments  adduced  in 
support  of  the  Amendment  bad  failed  to 
show  the  relevancy  of  the  words  which 
the  Amendment  proposed.  The  first 
words,  which  related  to  the  carrying 
and  using  of  arms,  must  cover  a  vast 
field,  and  those  matters  must  necessarily . 
be  left  to  any  Local  Government.  If 
they  were  limited  to  carrying  and  using 
arms  for  military  purposes,  that  would 
be  a  very  different  matter.  Similarly, 
with  regard  to  armed  asswiations,  it 
would  not  be  a  very  difficult  matter  to 
make  a  limitation.  But  associations  for 
drilling  and  use  of  arms  did  not  neces- 
sarily point  to  military  forces  at  all. 
That  was  far  too  wide  a  matter,  and  it 
was  useless  to  put  on  the  Paper  an 
Ameudment  couched  in  such  vague  and 
general  language.  Tbe  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  referred  to  the  Statute  of 
Northampton,  to  60  Geo.  III.,  and  1 
Greo.  IV.  But  let  them  take  the  last 
Statute.  Could  anyone  doubt  from  its 
title  that  it  dealt  specifically  with  cases 
of  drilling  for  purely  militaiy  purposes  ? 
But  be  was  authorised  to  tell  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  that  the  Government 
would  consider  carefully,  certainly  not 
these  words,  but  words  which  would 
remove  the  doubt  tbe  hon.  Member  atul 
others  might  entertain  as  to  whether 
there  was  a  gap,  which,  however,  the 
Government  did  not  consider  there  was. 
It  would  be  impossible  to  take  away 
from  the  Local  Government  the  right  or 
duty  to  control  the  use  of  arms,  as,  for 
instance,  under  a  sporting  licence  ;  but 
even  that  would  be  covered  by  the  vague 
and  general  words  of  the  Amendment. 
It  would  obTiously  be  mischievous  to 
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impose  such  a  f  anction  upon  the  Imperial 
Parliament  when  it  was  the  proper  duty 
of  the  Local  Gora-nmeat,  and  ought, 
tlierefore,  to  be  entrusted  to  the  Irish 
Legishkture.  One  of  the  main  objects  of 
the  Bill  was  to  prevent  the  constant  and 
unneceisary  interference  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament  in  purely  Irish  affairs,  and 
to  put  an  end  to  the  perpetual  complaints 
from  Ireland  that  such-and-such  legisla- 
tion was  necessary,  and  surely  this 
question  of  the  carrying  of  arms  was  one 
which  might  properly  be  entrusted  to  an 
Irish  Legislature.  The  boo.  Member's 
object  would  be,  to  a  great  extent,  nullified 
if  the  words  of  his  Amendment  were 
accepted.  It  might  be  necessary,  in  an 
emergency,  to  make  laws  at  once  pro- 
hibiting the  use  of  arms,  and  yet  the 
powers  of  the  Irish  Legislature  in  this 
matter  would  be  entirely  cut  off,  and 
they  would  have  to  come  to  the  Imperial 
Parliament.  All  that  could  be  reasonably 
asked  for  would  be  the  insertion  of 
appropriate  words  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  the  establishment  of  arm^ 
associations,  and  associations  for  drill 
or  practice  in  the  use  of  arms  for  military 
purposes. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  said, 
he  was  very  reluctant  to  interfere  in  this 
Debate,  because,  in  common  with  other 
Irish  Members,  he  was  aware  that  if  they 
abstained  from  talking  the  Opposition 
would  take  three  mouths  to  deal  with  the 
Bill,  while  if  they  did  talk  the  period 
might  be  extended  to  six  months.  The 
GrOTemment  had  already  made  large  con- 
cessions with  regard  to  the  Militia  and  to 
the  Volunteers,  and  they  were  now  asked 
to  make  concessions  in  relation  to  the 
Boyal  Irish  Constabulary.  Indeed,  there 
was  a  danger  that  if  some  of  these  con- 
cessions were  made  every  county  in  Ire- 
land would  be  placed  at  the  mercy  of 
half-a-dozen  armed  burglars.  And  what 
had  been  the  result  of  the  concessions 
made  ?  Had  they  been  thanked  for 
them  ?  No  ;  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion had  said  that  they  had  been  extorted. 
He  wished  that  a  stop  could  be  put  to 
the  everlasting  flood  of  wishy-washy 
talk  from  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Opposi- 
tion Benches  and  from  hon.  Members  on 
Benches  below  the  Gangway  opposite. 
He  did  not  make  this  a  genei^l  charge  ; 
he  knew  that  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen could  speak  very  well  when  they 
liked  ;  but  it  was  impossible  that  right 
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hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  could  speak  10 
times  on  the  same  subject  without  coming 
under  this  criticism.  The  Solicitor 
General  had  spoken  very  sensibly,  as  he 
always  did  on  legal  subjects,  but  he  had 
not  gone  far  enough.  Did  the  Grorem- 
ment  wish  altogether  to  forbid  the  use  of 
rifles  and  the  existence  of  rifle  clubs  in 
Ireland  ?  Were  they  going  to  draft  such 
an  Amendment  as  would  emasculate  the 
Irish  people  and  make  them  an  absolutely 
unwarlike  people  ?  What  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  was  not  done  in  France, 
in  Spain,  in  the  United  States,  in  Ger- 
many, or  in  any  country  in  the  world 
where  the  population  was  practised  in  the 
use  of  arms,  and  why  was  Irdaud  to  be 
picked  out  in  this  way  ?  It  did  not 
make  people  rowdy,  troublesome,  or  dan- 
gerous if  they  learned  the  use  of  the 
rifle  ;  on  the  contrary,  it  made  them 
peaceable,  and  in  the  Middle  Ages  people 
were  punished  if  they  did  not  practise 
with  arms.  They  were  obliged  to  have 
the  appliances  of  archery  in  their  houses, 
and  to  practise  on  so  many  days  in  the 
year.  That  was  what  had  built  up 
£Dgland.  The  Amendment,  if  carried, 
would  put  the  Irish  people  in  a  very  un- 
fair position ;  it  was  absolutely  and 
totally  nonecesswy,  as  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant under  the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  would  be 
able  to  veto  any  Arms  Act.  Let  them 
not,  in  giving  Home  Rule,  accompany 
it  with  an  insult  to  the  Irish  people. 

Mr.  J.  GHAMBERLAIIi  (Birmiug- 
ham,  W.)  :  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman commenced  his  speecli  by  re- 
ferring to  what  he .  was  pleased  to  call 
"  wishy-washy  speeches  "  made  on  the 
opposite  side  and  from  this  Bench.  With 
all  respect  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman, I  think  the  Committee  will  feel 
that  wishy-washy  speeches  are  not  ex- 
clusively confined  to  the  Benches  which 
we  occupy.  Although  I  do  not  attach 
very  much  importance  to  the  actual 
words  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
I  do  attach  a  great  deal  of  importance  to 
his  attitude  on  the  present  occasion, 
wliich  I  think  the  House  would  do  well 
to  note,  because  it  will  be  recollected 
that  on  the  previous  night,  for  the  first  time 
in  the  history  of  the  Bill,  the  Government 
made  some  concessions  to  the  Opposition. 
They  were  not  very  important  conces- 
sions, but  I,  for  one,  highly  appreciated 
the  spirit  in  which  they  were  made,  and 
I  am  convinced  that  if  the  same  spirit 
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eootiaoes  it  will  materially  assist  the 
quicker  progress  of  the  Bill.  But  there- 
upon, although  these  oonee^ions  were 
TWT  slight  in  themselves,  and  were  the 
very  least  that  might  be  expected  by  an 
Opposition  so  numerous,  the  very  moment 
the  Govemmeot  showed  the  slightest 
sign  of  meeting  the  arguments  of  the 
Opposition  up  gets  one  of  the  Irish 
ReprcfieDtatives,and  hisspeech  contains  a 
distinct  menace.  For  what  does  the  hon. 
•ad  gallant  Gentleman  say  to  the 
Goremment?  la  effect  this — "If  you  will 
coDtinoe  to  discuss  this  Bill,  and  make 
DO  ooncessioa  to  the  Opposition,  yon  will 
get  joor  Bill  in  three  months  ;  but  if  you 
an  going  to  make  any  concession,  how- 
ever slight,  we  Irish  Members,  who  have 
hitherto  remained  silent,  will  have  to  take 
Qp  jour  time  for  six  mouths." 

CoLosEL  NOLAN  :  I  said  nothing  of 
the  kind.  I  held  out  no  threat  of  any 
kind.  What  I  did  say  was  that  the  Bill 
woald  take  three  months  if  the  Irish 
Uaobers  did  not  talk,  and  that  it  might 
ake  six  months  if  they  did  talk. 

Hs.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  will 
afaut  that  what  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  said  was  not  a  menace,  but 
mefely  an  indication  of  the  possibility 
that,  if  it  becomes  necessary  for  the  Irish 
Uembers  to  talk,  the  Debate,  which 
mj  otherwise  take  three  months,  will 
occapy  six  months.  In  any  case  the 
fact  remains  that  the  Irish  Members,  who 
hftTe  remained  consistently  silent  during 
12  or  more  nights  of  this  Debate,  are 
now  beginning  to  talk  at  the  very  first 
sign  of  the  slightest  concession  on  the 
part  of  the  GoTemment  to  the  arguments 
advanced  by  the  Opposition.  I  will, 
howeTer,  leave  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member,  aud  come  to  the 
Amendment.  The  Solicitor  General 
iom  not  approve  of  the  Amendment,  and 
I  think  myself  that  possibly  the  wording 
of  the  Amendment  goes  a  little  further 
than  would  be  necessary  for  the  purpose. 
I  am  justified  in  inferring  from  the 
speech  of  the  Solicitor  General  that  the 
GoTernment  do  not  mean  to  allow  the 
Irish  Parliament  to  legislate  on  the  sub- 
jeet  of  usociaUons  for  drill  or  practice  in 
^  use  of  arras.  If  they  did,  it  is  as 
naeh  as  to  give  them  a  free  opportunity 
to  form  a  force  which  may  not  be  in  name 
a  Volunteer  force,  but  it  would  be  to  all 
intents  and  purposes  an  armed  force 
Thieh  might  be  improperly  used.  I 


uuderstand  the  Solicitor  General  is  in- 
clined to  admit  there  is  a  gap  in  the  Bill; 
the  GrOTemment  do  not  think  there  is. 
But  if  there  is,  what  Is  necessary  in  order 
that  the  discussion  may  be  brought  to  a 
close  would  be  an  assurance  from  some 
Member  of  the  Government  that  they 
would  at  a  future  date  introdnce  words  to 
fill  up  the  gap  which  we  believe  exists, 
and  which  would  enable  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature to  pass  laws  which  would  permit 
and  anthoriso  associations  forthe  purpose 
of  drilling  or  practice  in  the  use  of 
arms. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  interpreta- 
tion which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
put  upon  the  words  of  the  Solicitor 
General  is  a  perfectly  correct  interpreta- 
tion. It  is  quite  clear  that  as  the  Amend- 
ment is  drawn  it  is  impracticably  wide. 
There  is  not  a  gentleman  on  either  side 
of  the  House,  whatever  his  views  may 
be,  who  will,  for  a  moment,  think  that 
it  would  be  possible  to  prohibit  the  Irish 
Legislature  from  making  provisions  such 
as  are  incorporated  in  the  Arms  Acts. 
These  are  provisions  which  are  really 
police  regulations,  and  it  would  be  abso- 
lutely impracticable  to  debar  the  Irish 
Government  from  making  regulations 
and  laws  in  relation  tg  matters  of  that 
kind.  Bnt  the  limitation  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  pointed  was  that 
indicated  by  the  Solicitor  General  where 
he  said  the  Government  were  prepared- — 
though  we  think  that  object  is  already 
gained  by  the  words  of  the  Bill — to 
debar  the  Irish  Legislature  from  making 
laws  with  reference  to  the  carrying  or 
using  of  arms  for  military  purpose,  or 
for  forming  or  authorising  or  legalising 
the  formation  of  associations  for  drill  or 
practice  in  the  use  of  arms,  not  in  the 
way  indicated  by  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  but  for  military  purposes.  That, 
I  believe,  is  what  is  contended  for,  and 
that  is  what  we  intended  in  the  use  of 
the  words  "military  force "  in  this 
clause  as  It  stands,  and  we  offer  either  to 
bring  up  words  of  our  own  for  attaining 
that  object,  or  to  accept  the  limitation 
upon  the  words  in  the  hon.  Member  for 
Essex's  Amendment  limiting  their  pro- 
hibition exclusively  to  armed  associations 
and  to  the  using  of  arms  for  military 
purposes. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  sure 
we  are  grateful  for  the  coucessions  which 
the  Government  make  to  us.  I  may  say, 
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however,  for  tUe  consolation  of  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  represent- 
ing Nationalist  constitaencles,  that  the 
Government  have  tfaemselTes  carefully 
explained,  both  last  night  and  to-night, 
that  every  coocession  they  made  was 
merely  in  the  matter  of  drafting,  and 
that,  in  their  view,  the  Bill,  as  originally 
framed,  carried  out  all  the  Amendmonts 
which  they  had  since  accepted.  But 
there  is  more  to  be  said  with  regard  to 
the  present  Amendment  than  perhaps  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  recognises.  He  is  anxious  to 
limit  the  Amendment  on  the  words  he  is 
going  to  bring  up  in  substitution  of  the 
Amendment  to  purely  military  matters. 
It  has  never  been  thought  possible  to 
regard  the  carrying  of  arms  in  Ireland  as 
a  purely  local  matter.  In  1881  an  Act 
was  passed  under  the  Governmeut  of  the 
Prime  Minister  ameudiug  the  law  relating 
to  the  carrying  or  possession  of  arms  in 
Ireland.  That  Act  provided  that  in 
proclaimed  districts  persons  should  not 
carry  or  own  arms  or  ammunition  save  as 
authorised  iu  the  conditions  set  forth  in 
the  Proclamation.  That  Act  expired  in 
1886,  and  was  renewed  without  protest. 

Mr.  T.  M.  H£ALY  :  It  was  not 
renewed  without  protest. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Well,  the 
protest  was  of  the  very  mildest  character. 
It  was  again  renewed  in  the  Expiring 
Laws  Continuance  Act  of  last  year. 
Therefore,  I  may  take  it  that  ever  since 
1881  it  has  been  recognised  on  both  sides 
of  the  House — by  au  Auti-Coercionist 
Government,  as  Ministers  call  themselves, 
as  well  as  by  a  Cooreiouist  Government, 
as  they  call  us — that  there  should  be  a 
special  Arms  Act,  by  which  the  Irish 
Administration  should  be  empowered  to 
eay  that  in  certain  districts  arms  should 
uot  be  carried.  It  has  been  recognised 
by  all  Parties  in  the  State  that  such  an 
Act  was  necessary. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  remarked  that  the 
Irish  Members  divided  against  the  Arms 
Bill  of  1886.  . 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes ;  but 
when  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
object  to  anything  in  the  nature  of 
coercion  they  do  something  more  than 
take  Division.  It  is,  therefore,  evident 
that  their  protest  was  of  the  very  mildest 
character.  I  ask  whether,  under  these 
circumstances,  that  being  the  view 
of   Her   Majesty's    Grovemment  aud 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


of  those  who  support  them,  it  is  not 
evident  that  the  question  of  the  carrying 
of  arms  in  Ireland  is  not  one  that  may 
safely  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  Impenal 
Parliament,  especially  as  in  the  Imperial 
Parliament  the  Irish  Members  will  be 
represented  ?  This  question  affects  some 
of  the  great  controversies  which  divides 
the  population  of  Ireland.  One  of  tlie 
reasons  why  the  Arms  Act — in  effect  a 
Coercion  Act,  so  far  as  it  went — was  per- 
mitted to  pass  iu  1886  was  that  Nation- 
alist Members  couceived  it  to  be  directed 
against  Ulster,  and  I  believe  the  Chief 
Secretary  will  not  deny  tlmt  in  the  legis- 
lative course  which  he  then  pursued  he 
was  as  much  influenced  by  considerations 
connected  with  Ulster  as  by  considera- 
tions connected  with  the  South  and  West 
of  Ireland.  If  I  am  right  iu  saying 
that  the  question  of  carrying  arms  is 
much  more  than  a  mere  police  regulation, 
if  it  affects  the  great  divisions  iu  the 
religion  and  politics  of  the  population  iu 
Ireland,  i^  it  uot  legitimate,  aud  politic, 
and  fair  that  it  should  be  decided  by  the 
Impenal  Parliament,  where  Ireland  will 
be  adequately  represented,  rather  than 
that  it  should  be  handed  over  to  the 
decision  of  the  Irish  Legislature  where 
the  minority,  whether  in  the  South  or  in 
Ulster,  might  feel  themselves  oppressed 
by  the  action  of  a  purely  partisan  Nation- 
alist majority  ?  For  these  reasons  I 
would  earnestly  urge  the  GoverDmeut  to 
add  to  the  concession  they  have  atrealy 
previously  made  another  retaiuiug  for 
the  Imperial  Parliament  powers  which 
the  Imperial  Parliament  by  their  own 
practical  avowal  has  used,  and  used 
wisely,  during  the  last  1 1  years  under 
both  Governments  and  both  Parties. 

Mr.  sexton  :  The  right  hou.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  has  taunt«l 
us  with  consistent  silence.  For  sufficient 
reasons  we  desire  to  be  sllout  unless  when 
it  is  necessary  to  speak.  We  are  aware 
of  the  uuconstitutional  nature  of  the 
enterprise  in  which  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  and  his 
confederates  are  engaged  in  reference  to 
this  Bill.  They  have  avowed  that  their 
object  is  to  destroy  the  Bill.  [Opposi- 
tion cheers.'\  That  avowal  is  cheered. 
They  endeavour  to  destroy  the  Bill 
under  the  hypocritical  cover  of  moving 
Ameudments  to  improve  it.  They  are 
uot  ashamed  to  declare  that  their  object 
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is,  under  cover  of  the  Forme  of  Parliament 
devised  for  the  progress  of  Busioess,  to 
Meat  the  eolemn  judgmeot  of  the  electors 
<rf  this  Kingdom,  and  to  reduce  this 
House  itself  to  helplessness,  impotence, 
and  contempt.  Sir,  for  tliis  reason  we 
do  not  speak  upon  the  Bill,  because  we  do 
DOt  desire  to  abet  a  Revolutionary  Party. 
Certainly  the  Unionist  Party,  so  far  a» 
mj  reading  goes,  is  the  first  Party  iu  the 
Parlismeutary  history  of  Kngland  which 
endeavours  to  use  tlie  Forms  of  Parlia- 
ment for  revolutionary  purposes,  and  it 
is  in  the  most  umuistakable  sense  a 
rerohitioDary  purpose  to  use  the  Forms 
of  this  House  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
Tsntmg  the  House  from  carrying  out  the 
will  the  electors  of  the  country.  Thene 
an  oar  reasons  for  economising  speeches. 
We  do  not  desire  to  abet  unconstitutional 
obBtmction.  I  must  say  for  myself  that 
oar  consistent  silence  does  not  appear  to 
gire  U3  any  advantage  in  regard  to 
beility  for  speech  when  we  desire  to 
rpeak.  I  rose  three  timeg  last  night  on 
&e  Police  Amendment,  and  I  should 
iave  thought  that  when  an  Amendment 
itftbat  importance  was  being  considered 
■  Member  rising  to  speak  on  behalf  of 
tieBepresentatives  of  Ireland  would  have 
Uhi  hrard  before  the  Government 
delivered  a  reply  in  which  they  bound 
themselves  by  pledges.  I  was  not 
allowed  to  intervene  in  the  Debate,  and 
the  Police  Amendment  was  agreed  to 
without  any  Irish  Member  being  heard. 
Toniay  I  have  risen  twice  on  this  Amend- 
ment, and  I  had  to  sit  down,  and  I  did 
Ihiok  that  an  Irish  Member  speaking  on 
behalf  of  the  country  concerned  in  the 
Bill  would  hare  been  heard  before  the 
Minister  replied.  I  rose  again  after  the 
Uinister,  and  I  was  not  called  upon,  and 
I  venture  to  submit  to  the  Committee 
that  it  is  incouveuieut,  and  perhaps 
useless,  for  me  now  to  speak  after  the 
cue  for  the  Amendment  has  been  heard 
and  after  the  reply  of  the  Minister  has 
been  delivered,  a  reply  which  I  take  to 
be  in  the  nature  of  a  pledge.  I  ask  the 
Committee  and  all  reasonable  men 
whether  it  is  a  convenient  or  useful 
inetbod  of  debate  to  allow  the  Representa- 
tirea  of  Ireland  the  liberty  to  intervene 
01^  after  the  Debate  has  been  brought 
to  a  emclusion  ?  Although,  perhaps,  it 
is  nther  late,  it  may  not  be  quite  useless 
fw  me  to  say  that,  in  my  judgment,  this 
u  one  of  the  numerous  Amendments 
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designed  to  destroy  the  Bill.     I  should 
not  have  thought,  Mr.  Mellor,  that  after 
the  Committee  had  determined  in  Clause 
2  the  general  groundwork  of  the  Irish 
Legislature  and  to  give  it  the  power  to 
make  laws  for  the  peace,  order,  and  good 
government  of  Ireland,  and  thereby  vest- 
ing the  Government  of  Ireland  under 
this  scheme  with  responsibility  for  the 
peace,  order,  and  good  government  of 
Ireland,  that  it  would  have  been  pro- 
posed to  withdraw  from  the  Government 
80  responsible  all  power  with  regard  to 
legislation  with  respect  to  the  carrying  of 
arms.    I  leave  out  of  view  altogether  the 
carryiug  of  arms  for  necessary  purposes— 
for  instance,  the  carrying  of  arms  by 
fanners.   The  Amendment  proposes  to 
take  away  the  power  of  dealing  with 
armed   associations  or  associations  for 
drill  or  practice  iu  the  use  of  arms,  and 
yet  the  Irish  Government  will  be  re- 
sponsible for  the  peace,  order,  and  good 
government  of  Ireland  ;  and  now,  under 
the  clause  by  which  you   purpose  to 
deliver  to  them  that   power,  you  are 
considering  an  Amendment  by  which 
that  Parliament  and  Government  will 
have  no  power  to  deal  with  the  carrying 
of  arms.    Surely,  power  to  deal  with  the 
carryiug  of  arms  is  a  primary  power,  and 
necessarily  a  primary  and  fundamental 
power,  with  regard  to  the  conservation  of 
the  peace,  order,  and  good  government  of 
the  country.    I  say  the  Amendment  is 
incompatible  with  the  main  and  funda- 
mental  principle  of  the  Bill,   and  no 
rational  person  would  let  us  accept  re- 
sponsibility for  the  peace,  order,  or  good 
government  of  Ireland  and  yet  have  no 
control  over  ^e  carrying  of  arms  in 
Ulster  or  elsewhere.    But  this  Amend- 
ment has  a  sinister  aspect.  This  Amend- 
ment is  the  complement  of  the  cowardly 
Ulster Planof  Campaign.  TheLeadersof 
the  Unionist  Party  busied  themselves, 
and  are  busying  themselves  at  this  pre- 
sent moment,  iu  inciting  the  population 
of  Ulster  to  disaffection  and  armed  revolt 
in  the  event  of  the  passidg  of  this  Bill. 
The  late  Prime  Minister  before  he  went 
to  Ulster  spoke  of  beating  down  the 
police,  and  since  he  went  to  Ulster  he 
has  witnessed  militfu'y  marches.  Every 
day,  in  Unionist  speeches  and  in  the 
Unionist  Press,  we  have  boastings  of  the 
fact  that  the  Orange  uid  Unionist  clubs 
in  Ulster  are  armed  and  are  engaged  in 
arming  themselv^.    These  are  the  only 
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bodies,  bo  far  as  I  know  in  Ireland,  which 
answer  to  the  description  of  armed  asso- 
ciations contained  in  the  Amendment. 
ArmBil  associations  and  associations  for 
drill  or  practice  in  the  use  of  arms  are 
only  to  be  foand  in  the  pet  FroTtuce  of 
the  Party  above  the  Gangway,  in  the 
Province  which  would  be  peacef  al  enough 
if  let  alone ;  a  Province  which,  if  let 
alone,  would  be  willing  enough  to  throw 
in  its  lot  with  the  rest  of  Ireland,  but 
which,  by  the  interested  and  reckless  in- 
citements of  active  politicians,  has  been 
driven  into  a  state  of  disaffection  against 
the  Uw.  ["No,  no  I"  and  "What 
law  ? "]  In  regard  to  the  spirit  of 
loyalty  to  the  Constitution,  the  question 
is  just  the  same  whether  the  incitemunt 
to  resist  the  law  which  now  exists,  or 
one  which  Parliament  is  engaged  in 
passing.  In  Ulster  there  are  armed 
associations,  in  Ulster  there  are 
associations  for  drill  or  practice  in 
the  use  of  arms,  and  the  Leaders  of  the 
Unionist  Party  go  to  Ulster  to  make 
speeches  there,  inciting  men  to  arm,  and 
stating  in  no  cryptic  language  that  theae 
associations  and  arms  are  to  be  employed 
for  revolt  against  the  laws  of  the  Queen 
in  Ireland.  The  followers  of  the  Union- 
ist Party  here  complete  the  Pian  of 
Campaign,  and  rise  in  the  House  and 
propose  Amendments  by  which,  when 
the  Bill  is  passed  and  the  Government 
of  Ireland  comes  into  existence,  there 
shall  be  no  power  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government  of  Ireland  to  deal  with  the 
armed  associations.  The  plan  is  half 
bluster  and  half  cowardice  —  bluster 
in  public  places  in  Ulster,  and  cowardice  ) 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  I  shall  only  | 
express  the  hope,  which  I  think  is  not  a 
too  sanguine  one,  addressed  at  least  to 
the  Government  and  the  friends  of  this 
Bill  in  the  House  of  Commons  and  out- 
eide,  whether  or  not  Members  of  the 
Unionist  Party,  from  the  ex -Prime 
Minister  down,  are  within  their  right  in 
inciting  the  population  of  Ulster  to  armed 
revolt,  that,  at  any  rate,  it  is  not  too  san- 
guine to  hope  to  expect  that  a  majority 
of  this  House  will  not  be  found  to  give 
any  countenance  to  any  Amendment 
which,  when  the  Government  of  Ireland 
comes  into  existence,  and  when  these 
armed  associations  endeavour  to  revolt, 
shall  render  that  Government  impotent  ■ 
to  reduce  them  to  submission. 

Mr.  Sexton 


The  CHAIRMAN  said,  he  wished  to 
explain  to  the  hou.  Member  for  North 
Kerry  that  he  did  not  see  him  rise. 
Had  he  done  so,  he  certainly  should 
have  called  upon  him.  He  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  would  understand  that. 

Mr.  BARTLEY:  On  a  point  of 
Order,  Sir,  is  it  in  Order  for  an  hon. 
Member  to  complain  that  he  has  not  been 
called  on  by  the  Chairman? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Kerry; 
has  just  heard  the  explanation  given  by 
the  Chairman  of  Committees;  and  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  I  desire  certainly 
to  say  that,  on  all  occasions  when  the 
Irish  Members  wish  to  comment  on  an 
Amendment  to  this  Bill,  it  is  right  we 
should  hear  anything  they  have  to 
state  before  any  statement  is  made 
on  behalf  of  the  Government,  and 
the  intervention  of  the  Solicitor 
General  was  not  intended  in  any  way  to 
restrict  the  Debate.  Now,  Sir,  it  is 
clearly  nnderstood  that  as  regains  the 
question  before  us — namely,  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, we  cannot  accept  that  Amendment 
as  it  stands  ;  and  the  only  useful  purpose 
the  prolongation  of  the  discussion  can 
have  is  that  the  Committee  may  con- 
sider whether  there  is  anything  further 
that  can  or  ought  to  be  done  to  give 
effect  to  the  words  adopted  with  regard 
to  military  forces,  and  whether  it  would 
be  desirable  to  remove  from  the  cogni- 
sant of  the  Irish  Parliament  all  powers 
of  dealing  in  any  manner  with  the  use  of 
arms  by  associations  of  the  kind  contem- 
plated, which  would  be  dangerous  to  the 
I  public  peace.  I  understand  the  sub- 
I  stance  of  the  point  raised  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  to  be  this — You  are 
prohibiting  the  Irish  Government  from 
dealing  with  military  forces  of  whatso- 
ever kind  ;  but  there  are  associations 
which  are  not  ex  pro/esso  military,  but 
which  at  the  same  time  might  have  in 
view  military  purposes,  and  it  would  not 
be  right  that  the  Irish  Legislature  should 
have  power  to  set  up  under  another 
name  what  would  be  virtually  a  military- 
force.  That  I  understand  to  be  the  con- 
tention of  the  Opposition.  But  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  has  gone  even 
further  than  that,  and  contend^  that  not 
only  the  establishment  and  regulation 
and  development  of  these  ^uan-military 
institutions,  so-ealled,  but^also  the  whole 
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regntfttioD  of  the  subjects  connected  with 
the  use  of  arms,  should  be  left  to  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  Against  that  m; 
hoo.  Friend  the  Member  for  North  Kerry 
made  an  argomeut  in  which  there  appears 
to  me  to  be  great  force — ^namely,  that, 
having  aothorised  the  Irish  Legislature 
to  msike  laws  for  the  peace,  onler,  and 
good  gorernment  of  Ireland,  we  have 
imposol  upon  it  a  great  res  pons  ibilitj. 
Elements  of  disturbance  will  crpp  up 
from  time  to  time  in  almost  any  society, 
locally  or  accidentally,  and  there  ought 
to  be  the  means  of  dealing  with  them. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  said, 
"Leare  that  entirely  to  the  Imperial 
i^Uament."  I  am  not  able  to  adopt 
that  view.  First  of  all,  I  have  no 
uswer  to  make  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Keny.  If  Parliament  imposed 
oa  the  Irish  XiOgislature  the  responsibility 
of  making  laws  for  the  peace^  order,  and 
good  governmeat  of  Ireland,  it  ia  un- 
Tosooable  to  absolutely  disable  and 
(ripple  it  in  its  powers  of  dealiug  with 
uis  source  of  disorder.  That  seems 
tome  a  reasonable  and  strong  argument. 
Tliese  dangers  sometimes  arise  at  very 
filuM  notice.  If  I  remember  rightly, 
vo  had  in  a  former  Government  with 
viiich  I  was  connected  a  rather  sudden 
(mezgency  of  an  extremely  dangerous 
Duranent  of  this  kind  in  the  county  of 
Westmeath,  There  appeared  a  certain 
tendency,  difficult  to  account  for,  a 
pestQential  movement  threatening  human 
life  and  producing  a  crop  of  murders  sud- 
denly in  Westmeath.  That  was  met  by 
&o  enactment  of  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
Soppose  a  similar  occasion  should  arise 
in  some  county  of  Ireland  not  connected 
with  a  party  association,  but  connected 
viththe  general  interests  of  public  order. 
It  might  arise  very  suddenly  ;  it  might 
arise  when  the  Imperial  Parliament 
Tonld  not  be  sitting,  and  It  might  arise 
vhen  the  Irish  Legislature  would  not  be 
Miting.  The  Viceroy  could  call  together 
the  Irish  Legislature  at  a  moment's 
notice  to  deal  with  the  occasion  that 
might  have  arisen.  He  would  have  uo 
power  to  bring  the  Imperial  Parliament 
into  action.  I  do  not  think  it  safe  to 
tefer  the  whole  of  these  repressive  means 
Tith  reference  to  movements  dangerous 
to  pabUe  order  to  the  ezclusive  responst- 
Intity  of  the  Imperial  Parliament.  I  do 
not  believe  that  this  House  will,  after 
Hone  Bole  baa  beoi  established,  have 
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any  great  desire,  except  upon  very  strong 
necessity,  to  intermeddle  in  the  internal 
affairs  of  Ireland.  The  Govemmeut  are 
perfectly  willing  to  join  in  restricting  the 
Irish  Legislature  from  creating  and 
authorising  action  with  respect  to  these 
semi-military  or  ^uan'-militiry  institu- 
tions— that  is,  institutions  of  that  kind 
formed  for  military  purposes.  But,  with 
regard  to  these  repressive  enactments 
which  the  immediate  necessities  of  public 
order  may  suddenly  require,  we  cannot 
impose  the  duty  of  making  laws  for  the 
peace,  order,  and  good  governmeut  of 
Ireland  upon  the  Irish  Legislature,  and 
at  the  same  time  deprive  it  entirely  of  all 
repressive  powers.  What  tbe  Govern- 
ment are  willing  to  do  is  this — 
they  cannot  accept  this  Amendment 
at  a  momenfs  notice.  It  will  be 
necessary,  as  has  been  suggested  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham, 
to  consider  somp  form  of  words  which 
will  consistently  apply  the  priuciple  of 
reserving  the  creation  and  the  regulation 
of  tbe  military  forces  and  of  these  quasi- 
military  iustitutiona  to  tbo  Imperial 
Parliament.  That  might  be  met,  I  think, 
by  the  insertion  of  words  iu  the  Bill  de- 
claring that  what  the  Government  have 
iu  view  is  not  any  question  connected 
with  the  use  of  arms  for  sporting,  and, 
perhaps,  not  even  for  exercise— for  it 
would  be  a  very  serious  thing  to  atop 
proceedings  of  tliat  kind — but  for  cases 
in  which  they  might  be  addressed  to 
military  purposes.  The  general  conten- 
tion of  the  Government  is  that,  while  we 
think  this  is  an  appropriate  matter  for  us 
to  contemplate  and  deal  with  by  some 
Amendment,  that  Amendment  ought  to 
be  limited  by  showing,  first  of  all,  that 
we  are  dealing  with  these  institutions 
when  they  are  ^uan'-military,  or  when 
they  are  contemplated  or  used  for  mili- 
tary purposes  ;  and,  further,  that  it  should 
be  so  framed  as  iu  no  way  to  interfere 
with  the  legitimate  powers  of  the  Irish 
Legislature  for  maintaining  public  order, 
and  putting  down  the  action  of  disturbing 
powers  which  may  appear  under  ex- 
ceptional circumstances  iu  any  quarter  of 
the  country. 

CoLOXEL  SAUNDEBSON  (Armagh, 
N.)  said,  that  the  slight  difference  that 
appeared  to  have  arisen  between  the 
Prime  Minister  and  the  majority  which 
retained  him  in  Office  below  the  Gang- 
way was  entirely  owing  to  the  fact  that 
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hon.  Members  below  tbe  Gangway  had 
refused  to  sit  behind  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman.  If  they  hod  been  nearer 
to  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  they  might 
have  taken  sweet  counsel  together.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  main  objection  to 
thia  Amendment  was  that  it  would  place 
the  Government  of  Ireland  atadiBadvan- 
tage  if  a  sudden  emergency  should  arise 
by  reason  of  the  time  it  would  take  to 
summon  the  Irish  Parliament. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  No  ;  the 
British  or  Imperial  Parliament. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  said,  that 
up  to  the  present  time  at  any  rate,  the 
British  Parliament  had  had  considerable 
success  in  dealing  with  Ireland,  as  was 
proved  by  the  peaceful  condition  in  which 
the  Unionist  Government  left  that 
country;  and  if  any  sudden  necessity 
Khould  arise  he  did  not  sec  that  there 
would  be  Jiny  difficulty  in  the  future  in 
snmmoning  the  British  Barliament  in  the 
name  way  as  had  been  done  on  former 
occasions.  So  far  as  he  conid  make  out, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  pledged 
the  Government  to  introduce  certain 
words  at  some  future  st^e  of  the  Bill 
dealing  with  the  power  of  the  Irish 
Parliament  to  create  an  armed  police 
force  ;  and  he  apparently  considered  that 
if  some  clause,  or  some  addition  to  a 
clause,  were  inserted  which  would  prevent 
the  future  Irish  Goverument  from 
creating  a  force  of  a  similar  character  to 
the  Irish  Parliament,  that  would  be 
sufficient  to  prevent  them  from  creating 
in  Ireland  a  military  force. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  did 
not  say  so.  I  said  we  were  willing  to 
insert  words  to  prevent  them  from 
creating  f  ua<t-inilitary  associations  such 
as  are  enumerated  in  this  Amendment. 

Colonel  SAU>'DERS0N  said,  he 
did  not  quite  underslaud  what  tlie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  intended  to  do  ;  but  It  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  consented  to  Accept 
the  Amendmeut  he  had  no  more  to  my. 
The  principal  point  of  this  Amendment 
was  that  it  proposed  to  prevent  the  Irish 
Parliament  from  creating  armed  asso- 
ciations. Armed  associations  and  asso- 
ciations of  a  ^a«i-military  character 
appeared  to  him  to  be  exactly  the  same 
thing  ;  and,  therefore,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  arrangement  entered  into  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  would  be 
of  very  much  value.   The  hon.  Member 

Colonel  Saunderton 


for  North  Kerry  had  accused  the  ITlstermen 
of  being  cowards.  He  did  not  know 
why  they  should  be  regarded  as  cowards 
in  Ulster.  Ulster  differed  from  those 
Provinces  with  which  the  hon.  Member 
was  closely  connected,  for  there  they  did 
not  shoot  people  from  behind  hedges,  or 
carry  out  the  laws  of  the  League  by 
houghing  cattle,  firing  into  dwellings, 
or  burning  hayricks.  Therefore,  it  was 
probable  that  the  ideas  of  courage  enter- 
tained by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry 
and  by  the  men  of  Ulster  were  dia- 
metrically opposed  to  one  another.  They 
in  Ulster  had  not  the  courage  to  perform 
the  acts  to  which  he  had  alluded. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  The  Queen's  Island  ? 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  said,  the 
hon.  Member  has  also  said  that  the 
Ulster  Party  were  a  Revolutionary 
Party.  The  usual  idea  of  a  revolutionist 
was  that  he  was  a  man  who  proposed, 
by  violence  if  necessary,  to  pull  dowu 
the  institutions  of  the  country. 

Mk.  sexton  :  The  House  of  Com- 
mons. 

Colonel  SAUNDEBSON  said,  they 
(the  Ulster  Party),  on  the  contrary, 
desired,  and  intended,  to  maintain  intact 
the  institutions  of  this  country  under 
whicli  they  had  thriven.  The  hon. 
Member  also  said  that  they  were  re- 
belling against  Parliament ;  but  he  was 
going  a  little  too  quick,  for  this  Bill  had 
not  passed  yet.  The  hon.  Member  also 
said  that  they  were  landing  opposed  to 
the  will  of  the  people.  What  people? 
The  Prime  Minister  himself  appeared  to 
forget  that  the  British  people  were  on 
the  side  of  the  Irish  L^nionists,  and  that 
he  was  maintained  in  Office  and  had 
only  tbe  opportunity  of  bringing  forward 
this  Bill  by  the  support  of  the  Irish 
Party.    [Crie*  o/"Order  !"] 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  hope  tbe  hon. 
and  gallant  Member,  having  replied  to 
tbe  hon.  Member  for  Kerry,  will  confine 
himself  to  the  Amendment. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  said  he 
had  quite  finished  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kerry.  Turning  to  the  Amendment, 
and  looking  to  what  the  character  of  the 
future  Irish  Government  would  be,  and 
to  the  Acts  that  it  would  be  likely  to 
pass — for  it  would  be  a  Ijand  League 
Government,  and  they  knew  how  the  Land 
League  bad  dealt  with  arms  in  past  time 
— the  Irish  Unionists  considered  thie 
Amendment  would  be  ft  fair  one,  and 
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vould  carb  the  action  of  the  Irish  Farlia- 
meot,  to  which  they  objected.  The.first 
Act  that  the  Irish  FarliameQt  would  pass 
Toald  be  a  disarmameut  Act.  Most 
eloquent  speeches  would  be  made  in  the 
Irish  FarliameDt  declaring  that  the 
imioD  of  hearts  had  dispelled  all  old 
antagOQiams,  aud  that  it  would  be  a 
blessing  for  Ireland  if  all  arms  were 
taken  away,  and  the  people  were  left 
with  their  spades  and  shoveb — and 
possibly  their  blackthorns.  The  Prime 
Minister  would  point  to  this  as  a  proof 
of  the  success  of  his  legislation;  but 
what  would  be  the  result  in  Ireland  ? 
Thej  had  a  taste  of  a  disarmameut  Act 
200  years  ago  in  tbe  time  of  Tyrconnel, 
when  the  arms  where  all  taken  from  the 
Loyalists  and  left  to  the  other  side. 
What  would  inevitably  happen,  from 
the  constitution  of  this  Irish  Parliament, 
is  which  the  Loyalists  would  have  no 
voice,  and  of  this  Govanment  lu  which 
would  take  no  part,  would  bo  that 
in  Ulster  there  would  be  no  arms — if 
rUter  allowed  it.  The  Parliament 
wmld  take  a  dispensing  power  to  deal 
widi  the  various  parts  of  Ireland ;  and 
liie  inspection  for  arms  in  Ulster  would 
be  most  microscopic.  The  law-abiding 
population,  which  had  ail  along  opposed 
this  infamous  Land  League  conspiracy, 
would  be  at  the  mercy  of  their  enemies. 
Knowing,  as  the  Prime  Minister  did,  the 
kiatory  of  the  Party  opposite,  aud  of  the 
Land  Leftgue  which  he  so  loug  con- 
frooted,  he  asked  him  whether  it  would 
be  safe  to  hand  over  the  law-abiding 
population  in  Ireland  to  men  who  had 
declared  over  and  over  again  on  public 
platforms  that  in  the  days  of  their  power 
tiicy  would  remember  those  who  had 
opposed  them.  If  anything  like  fair 
play  was  intended  by  the  Government — 
and  he  did  not  believe  it  was — they 
Toold  reserve  this  question  of  arms  to 
*he  Imperial  Parliament,  where  the 
qoestion  could  be  fairly  debated  by 
BrUiah  and  Irish  Members.  The  Amend- 
Bunt  would  allow  every  opportunity  to 
tbe  Irish  Grovemment,  if  they  acted 
rightly,  of  carrying  on  the  good,  govern- 
lacnt  of  the  country,  without  placing  in 
tiieir  hands  a  weapon  which  they  would 
ineTitably  use  for  the  destruction  of  their 
political  opponents. 

ilE.  WrNDHAM  (Dover)  said,  it 
might  be  inconvenient  to  Members  below 
<iu  Gangway  that  the  Grovemment  should 


make  a  series  of  concessions  without  em- 
bodying one  under  any  definite  promise. 
It  was  diflBcult  to  estimate  what  the  con- 
cessions of  the  Government  really  meant. 
The  Prime  Minister  was  perfectly  lucid 
in  explaining  his  iutentious ;  but  his 
explanations  were  quite  distinct  from 
those  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kerry.  Did  the  Government,  like  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kerry,  contemplate  the 
possibility  of  a  Legislature,  composed  of 
men  of  only  one  of  the  two  opposite 
races  and  creeds  in  Ireland,  being  not 
only  allowed,  but  called  upon  to  make 
an  armed  interposition  iu  the  event  of  a 
grave  social  difficulty,  such  as  the  occur- 
rences in  West  Meath,  to  which  reference 
had  been  made  ?  Tbe  hon.  Member  for 
Kerry  said  there  were  armed  associatioas 
at  present  in  the  Xorth  of  Ireland,  and 
that  men  were  now  drilling  there  

Mb.  sexton  :  I  said  the  boast  has 
been  made.  I  do  not  know  whether  there 
are  or  not. 

Mu.  WYNDHAM  said,  the  hon. 
Member  had  told  tbe  House  that  there 
were  men  armed  and  drilling  in  Ulster. 
These  men  belonged  to  one  race  and  one 
religion.  In  the  West  of  Ireland  they 
bad  another  race  and  another  religion, 
which  would  be  allowed  by  this  Legisla- 
ture to  deal  with  arms.  Were  they  to 
understand  that  they  would  be  able  to 
interpose  with  arms  in  Ulster  ? 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  he  would  like  to  see  how  the  deci- 
sion of  last  nigbt  bore  upon  the  present 
discussion.  Tbe  discussion  last  night  ran 
in  tbe  direction  of  preventing  any  resur- 
rection of  the  Constabulary  as  an  armed 
force.  The  Government  plainly  said 
that  there  should  be  only  a  local  police 
force  in  Ireland,  and  that  no  quasi' 
military  force  should  he  called  into 
existence  under  the  control  of  the  Irish 
Parliament.  What,  then,  was  theu- 
position?  Unless  the  present  Amend- 
ment were  accepted,  it  was  admitted  that 
the  Irish  Government  would  be  able  to 
arm  certain  associations  and  drill  them. 
Everyone  knew  that  the  Gaelic  Athletic 
Clubs  in  Ireland  were  political  associa- 
tions in  everything  but  in  name ;  and  in 
a  month  they  could  be  armed  and  would 
become  an  effective  force. 

An  hon.  Member  :  Bosh  I 

Another  hon.  Member  ;  They  are 
football  clubs.  ^  . 
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•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  nominally 
football  clubs,  these  associations  were 
the  successora  of  the  Fenians.  What 
was  intended  by  the  Irish  Party  ?  It 
was  plain  that  ^vhat  was  intended  was 
the  coercion  of  Ulster.  The  Govern- 
ment feared  the  odium  of  moTlng  British 
troops  against  Ulster ;  and  therefore 
they  wished  to  give  the  Irish  Parliament 
power  to  have  an  armed  force  of  their  own. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  had  charged 
the  Opposition  with  acting  nu-Coustitu- 
tionally  in  obstructing  a  liill  which  had 
been  decided  upon  by  tlie  House  aud  tlie 
will  of  the  people.  The  hon.Member'sown 
Leader,  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford 
(Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy),  in  his  lAfe  of 
Sir  Robert  Peel,  published  last  year  io 
the  "Prime  Minister"  series,  absolutely 
defend^  the  obstructlou  of  that  time,  on 
the  ground  that  no  Government  oaght  to 
be  able  to  rush  a  Bill  through  the  House 
of  Commons  about  whicli  the  country 
was  not  certaiu.  There  had  been  iio 
obstruction  of  the  Home  Rule  Bill,  and 
the  best  proof  of  it  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  accepted  four  or  five  Amend- 
ments only  yesterday.  If  the  Prime 
Minister's  argument  was  good  for  any- 
thing, it  was  good  for  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment having  an  Army  under  its  control. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  dis- 
tinctly stated  that  I  wished  to  prevent 
any  such  thing. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  drew  adistiuction  between 
an  armed  aud  a  military  force.  That 
was  a  distinction  he  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell) 
declined  to  draw. 

Mr.  VV.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  All  that 
I  have  said  has  been  directly  contrary  to 
the  Irish  Legislature  being  allowed  to 
establish  any  armed  forces.  Not  a  word 
of  the  hon.  Member's  speech  which  has 
referred  to  me  has  had  the  smallest 
approach  to  correctness. 

•Mn.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  if  that 
were  so,  how  was  it  that  the  Prime 
Minister  did  not  consent  to  accept  the 
Amendment  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall. Bodmin) 
said,  he  desired  to  take  up  the  discussion 
at  the  point  at  which  it  w&s  left  by  the 
Prime  Minister.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man went  a  long  way  towards  meeting 
the  principle  of  the  Amendment.  If  he 
went  a  step  further  ho  would  put  an  end 
to  the  discussion.  Of  course,  there  was 
great  ground  for  hesitating  to  accept  any 


proposition  made  on  the  spur  of  the 
moment ;  but  both  the  Prime  Minister 
and  the  Solicitor  General  had  expressed 
in  very  clear  language  what  they  were 
ready  to  asseut  to.  Ho  wouldsubmit  to  them 
a  very  short  form  of  words  which  would 
be  found  not  to  go  beyoud  their  declara- 
tions, and  which  they  might  accept.  Bj 
accepting  these  words  they  would — at  all 
eveuts,  for  the  present  —  settle  the 
question  iu  principle,  and  leave  to  a 
later  stage  any  necessary  revision  or 
modification  of  phraseology.  What  he 
proposed  instead  of  the  Amendment, 
which  he  admitted  went  too  far,  was 
that  tlx?  Government  should  accept  these 
words — 

"  The  forming-,  orpanisinp,  or  aathorising  of 
any  flrraed  aBSOciatioiis  or  nRsocIations  for  drill 
or  practice  in  the  use  of  arms," 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  he  emphatically 
objected  to  the  introduL-tion  into  the  Bill 
on  a  subject  of  such  importance  of  any 
words  hurriedly  framed,  aud  he  respect- 
fully submitted  to  the  Prime  Minister 
that  all  words  proposed  to  be  put  into 
the  Bill  should  be  placed  on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  pointed 
out  that  the  Amendment  had  been  weeks 
ou  the  Paper,  and  said  the  Committee 
had  a  right  to  complain  that  the  amending 
words  of  the  Government  had  not  been 
put  down  some  time  ago. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  think  there  is  a  great  deal  in  what 
my  hon.  aud  learned  Friend  has  jnst  said, 
but  I  do  not  propose  to  go  into  that.  I 
understand  the  position  to  be  this  :  The 
Amendment  deals  with  t  wo  entirely 
different  questions,  that  of  raising  a 
military  force  and  that  dealt  with  under 
the  Whiteboy  Acts  and  the  Act  of  1881. 
The  Government  are  prepared  to  put 
words  down  on  the  Paper  dealing  with 
the  first  of  these  subjects,  but  they  are 
not  prepared  to  make  any  concession  on 
the  second.  As  far  as  we  are  concerned, 
while  we  arc  grateful  to  the  Government 
for  the  concession  they  have  made,  we 
attach  the  greatest  importance  to  the 
sccoud  portion  of  the  Amendment.  But 
I  think  we  have,  perhaps,  threshed  out 
the  question  adequately  ;  the  division  of 
opinion  is  now  quite  clear,  and  I  would 
suggest  to  my  hon.  aud  learned  Friend 
that  he  should  go  to  a  Division  on  his 
Amendment  on  the  ground  that  the  first 
part  of  it  ought  to  bo  inserted  iuithe  Bill- 
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Mk.  MACFAELANE  (Argyll)  sug- 
gested that  it  might  be  possible  to  meet 
Ae  difficalty  by  fixiog  a  very  small  num- 
ber of  men  and  allowing  them  to  be 
drilled  for  dealing  with  local  disturb- 
iDces. 

Qaestion  put. 

The  Conunittee  divided  : — ^Ayes  245  ; 
Koes  283.— (Division  List,  No.  108.) 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Esses, 
Epping)  moved  the  addition  of  the 
words,  "  The  manufacture  or  sale  or 

purchase  of  arms  and  munitions  of  war, 
or  of  explosive  substances."  He  said  he 
confessal  he  was  suspicious  of  the  iuteu- 
tions  of  the  Nationalist  Members,  and  he 
thought  his  suspicions  had  been  fully 
bonght  out  by  the  Debate  which  tootE 
^kee  on  the  previous  day.  If  his  sus- 
jneions  were  ill-founded  no  one  would 
more  gladly  recognise  than  he  would 
that  be  had  been  wrong.  He  made 
»  pretence  that  he  was  not 
bringing  forward  the  Amendment  in 
a  Party  sense.  He  introduced  it  as  a 
Party  mau  ;  and  because  he  feared  that 
if  no  such  Amendment  were  adopted 
ttere  would  be  danger  in  the  future  to 
the  Loyalists  of  Ireland.  There  would, 
be  thought,  be  an  equal  danger  to  the 
followers  of  the  Nationalist  Members. 
Unfortunately,  for  some  time  past,  the 
Irish  nation  had  been  addicted  to  the 
ill^al  Qse  of  firearms,  and,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  preventing  this,  the  Act  of  1881, 
which  did  not  expire  until  December 
next,  contained  strong  provisions  for 
parenting  the  purchase  of  arms.  He 
thoaght  that  if  crimes  were  committed 
whilst  the  present  prohibition  was  in 
force  they  would  be  much  more  numerous 
if  tbe  prohibition  were  withdrawn.  If 
DO  such  Amendment  as  he  proposed 
were  adopted,  the  Irish  Parliament  would 
be  able  to  prohibit  altogether  the  im- 
pcKtation  into  the  North  of  Ireland  of 
arms  mannfactured  in  the  South.  There 
wotdd  be  nothing  to  prevent  them  from 
naotifacturing  arms  in  the  South  and 
pi^biting  their  importation  into  the 
Korth.  And  if  words  like  these  were 
Mt  inserted  there  would  be  nothing  to 
prevent  arms  manufactured  in  the  South 
oi  Ireland  being  exported  to  countries  on 
(he  ^nk  of  war  with  England,  and 
animated  by  hostile  feelings  to  her.  It 
wu  not  too  wild  a  statement  to  say  that 


the  feelings  that  existed  between  the 

North  and  the  South  of  Ireland  were  not 
very  friendly,  and  if  rifles  could  be  dis- 
tributed from  manufactories  situated  in 
Ireland  there  would  be  not  only  a  danger, 
but  almost  the  certainty  that  what  were 
now  street  brawls  would  become  scenes 
of  bloodshed.  The  riots  which  frequently 
attended  Irish  elections  would  become 
much  more  serious  in  their  character. 
The  principal  object  for  which  arms  were 
required  was  that  of  lepelling  an  enemy. 
The  Imperial  Government  undertook  to 
repel  with  its  own  Army  any  foreign 
enemy  who  might  land  in  Ireland.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  said  that  they 
did  not  contemplate  the  CBtablishmcut  of 
a  Volunteer  Force  in  Ireland,  bo  that 
the  manufacture  of  arms  for  a  force  of 
that  kind  wonld  be  out  of  ilie  question. 
But  arms  were  also  manufactured  for 
export  purposes.  He  did  not  think  Her 
Majesty's  Government  wonld  view  with 
complacency  tbe  establishment  of  a  fac- 
tory in  Ireland  for  that  purpose.  Then, 
again,  arms  might  be  required  for  illegal 
purposes,  aud  it  was  principally  to  pre- 
vent that  requirement  being  met  that  he 
ha<l  drafted  this  Amendmeut.  As  re- 
garded the  manufacture  of  explopive  sub- 
stances, they  knew  with  what  dire  eflect 
such  power  of  manufacture  might  be 
used.  They  had  seen  crimes  committed 
in  Ireland  with  these  substances,  and  it 
was  to  prevent  the  easy  sale  and  purchase 
of  explosives  in  that  country  that  be 
wished  to  press  tbe  Amendmeut.  It 
might  be  said  that  explosives  were 
necessary  for  miuinp;  pnrposcH.  That 
was  true,  aud  to  cover  the  use  of  cxjilo- 
sives  for  that  purpoec  lie  should  be 
ready  to  accept  Amendments  requiring 
licences  to  he  issued  by  tbe  Home  Secre- 
tary. Bnt  he  believed  that  an  \mre- 
strieted  power  of  manufacturing  or 
selling  explosive  substances  in  Ireland 
under  the  rule  of  tbe  contemplated  Irish 
Parliament  would  be  dii^astrous  in  the 
extreme.  If  the  Amendmeut  were 
negatived,  if  the  Irish  Parliament  were 
allowed  to  have  this  nurestricted  power 
over  arms,  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
difficult  to  answer  the  question  as  to 
where  the  manufacture  of  arms  in  Ire- 
land would  be  situated.  He  thought 
that  tbe  manufactures,  sale,  or  purchase 
of  arms  and  munitions  of  war,  or  of  ex- 
plosive substances,  might  fairly  be  pro- 
hibited, at  all  events  for  some,  time  after 
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the  passing  of  the  Act.  They  were 
frequQDtly  toLd  by  Her  Majesty's 
GoT«iiment  that  in  the  new  Parliament 
matters  would  be  very  difiweDt  to  what 
they  were  now,  and  that  a  better  spirit 
would  animate  the  Irish  nation.  That 
might  be  the  case  in  time  to  come  ;  but 
he  believed  that  for  some  years,  at  all 
events,  it  was  very  unlikely  that  the 
Irish  character  would  go  through  such 
an  extraordinary  transformation  as  to 
allow  the  Imperial  Parliament  to  safely 
entrust  Ireland  with  the  manufacture  of 
such  munitions  of  war  as  he  had  indicated 
in  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2  ,  after  the  won!  "or,"  iu  line  I,  to 
insert  the  words  "  the  manufacture  or  sale  or 
purchase  of  arms  and  monitions  of  war,  or  of 
explosiTe  substances." — {Colonel  LockwoodJ) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  I  think  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  who  has  proposed 
the  Amendment  has  been  a  little  misled 
through  the  form  in  which  Clause  3  of 
the  Bill  appears.  He  proposes  that  the 
Irish  Legislature  should  have  no  authority 
to  pass  a  law  with  regard  to  the  class  of 
subjects  mentioned  in  the  Amendment. 
What  would  be  the  result  of  adopting 
that  ?  Not  that  the  sale  and  manu- 
facture would  be  impossible,  but  that  it 
would  be  absolutely  free  from  all  restric- 
tions —  unless,  indeed,  the  Imperial 
Parliament  were  called  on  to  pass 
restrictions;  and,  if  it  did  so,  it  would  be 
a  piece  of  meddlesome  interference  which 
must,  of  necessity,  give  rise  to  difficulties 
where  difficulties  need  not  exist  at  all. 
The  class  of  subjects  dealt  with — 
mean,  first  of  all,  the  arms  and  munitions 
of  war— will  come  under  the  general 
designation  of  contraband  of  war.  I  do 
not  know  that  there  are  any  countries 
on  the  face  of  the  earth  in  which  the 
manufacture  of  contraband  of  war  in 
time  of  peace — meaning,  thereby,  the 
peace  of  the  nation  where  the  manufacture 
takes  place — is  or  ever  has  been  pro- 
hibited. It  is  practically  an  insulting 
suggestion  

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  That  is  why  it 
18  made. 

•Sib  J.  RIGBY  :  It  is  an  insulting 
suggestion  to  say  that  there  should  be 
an  interference  with  the  commerce  and 
trade  of  Ireland  which  could  only  be 
Colonel  Lockwood 
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prompted  by  some  of  the  old  feelings  of 
jealousy  with  regard  to  Irish  trade  which 
unfortunately  prevailed  in  the  past  for  so 
long.   I  venture  to  think  that  the  Irish 
GoTemment  should  be  allowed  to  control 
and  restrict  its  business.    It  ought  to 
control  the  trade  in  arms  and  munitions 
of    war,    because    it    is    a    sort  of 
trade     that     may     require  control. 
But  to  say  that  it  should  be  prevented 
from  making  any  regulations  or  passing 
any  laws  with  reference  to  it  would  be 
equivalent  to  saying  that  on  an  impor- 
tant branch  of  their  own  exclusive  trade 
the  Irish  Parliament,  if  they  wished  for 
legislation,  must  apply  to  the  Imperial 
Parliament    to    pass    an    Act    at  a 
time,  probably,  wheu  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament would  have  its  own  work  to  do, 
and  would  pay  no  attention  to  the  appeal 
made  to  it.      I  venture  to  think  that  the 
Amendment  is  not  well  conceived,  and  I 
am  authorised  to  say  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  must  oppose  it.    As  to  ex- 
plosives, we  have  had  legislation  with 
reference  to  them — legislation  which, 
I  believe,  was  '  extended  to  Ireland, 
What   is    the   mature   of  that  legis- 
lation ?    I    hare    had    some  expe- 
rience of  these  Acts,  and  I  think  I 
may  say,  without  danger  of  being  far 
wrong,  that   the   sole  object  has  been 
the  prevention   of   accidents,  and  the 
passing  of  regulations,  whether  in  regard 
to    gunpowder     manufacture,  nitro- 
glycerine manufacture,  or  tbe  manufac- 
ture of  similar  explosives — the  legisla- 
tion has  been  to  regulate  these  manu- 
factures for  the  benefit  of  the  work- 
people and  the  benefit  of   the  neigh- 
bourhood in  which  tbe  work  is  carried 
on.    Why  should  not  this  matter  be 
within  the  purview  of  the  Irish  Par- 
liament ?     Why  should  that  Parliament 
not,  if   it    thinks   it   necessary,  pass 
measures  for  the   security  of  life  aud 
property  in  connection  with  the  manu- 
faeture  of   explosives  ?    This  proposal 
seems  a  reductio  ad  absurdum^  aud  a 
desire  to  break   through   the  rule  on 
which  the  Bill  is  founded,  which  nile  is 
that   Ireland  should   have    control  of 
matters  affecting  Ireland  exclusively,  and 
that  the  Imperial   Parliament  should 
interfere  only  in  Imperial  matters.  That 
powerof  the  Imperial  Farliameutcaonotbe 
given  or  taken  away  ;  but,  at  any  rate,  wo 
should  close  the  gate  as  far  aa  possible  to 
its  iuterference  by  making  a  rational 
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distribation  of  the  powers  of  the  two 
L^iditares.  I  venture  to  think  that 
the  AmendmeDt  is  radically  wrong,  and 
caoDot  be  accepted. 

Mb.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
nid,  lie  could  not  help  thinking  that  the 
Solicitor  General  was  under  a  misappre- 
hensioQ  as  regardeil  the  meaning  of  the 
AmeDdmeot.  He  had  spoken  as  if  he 
had  never  heard  of  the  Peace  Preserva- 
tion Act  of  1881.  Probably,  being  an 
Irish  Act,  he  had  not  thought  it  worth 
his  while  to  read  it. 

'Sir  J.  BIG6Y :  I  had  it  in  mind. 
I  hare  read  it  and  considered  it  care- 
folly. 

Mb.  CARSON  :  Then  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  made  an  extra- 
ordinary use  of  it,  for  he  had  said  that 
1/  this  Amendment  were  accepted  and 
the  Home  Rule  Bill  became  law,  the 
manufacture,  sale,  or  purchase  of  arms 
ud  muDitions  of  war  and  explosive 
nbstances  would  bo  free  and  unre- 
Krtcted  in  Ireland.  The  Act  of  1881 
inrented  such  manufacture,  sale,  or  pur- 
ffaase. 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  Until  the  end  of 
ttu3  Session  of  Parliament,  and  no  longer. 

Mb.  CARSON  said,  he  was  talking  of 
tiic  law  as  it  existed  at  present.  Was 
the  Solicitor  General  prepared  to  an- 
nounce that  the  Government  were  not 
goiDg  to  re-enact  the  Peace  Preservation 
Act  ?  All  he  (Mr.  Carson)  knew  was 
that  in  1886,  when  they  apprehended 
troables  in  Ulster,  they  re-enacted  it, 
nd  that  last  year  they  allowed  it  to  be 
eoDtinued  without  a  single  word  of  de- 
bate. [CWc*  of  "  Question  1 "]  This 
was  in  Order.  The  matter  was  import- 
ant as  regarded  the  particular  question 
before  the  Committee,  because  if  the  Act 
was  not  to  remain  law  they  must  place 
on  the  Paper  Amendments  to  the  Bill  iu 
order  that  effect  might  bo  given  to  it. 
As  to  the  existing  law,  he  could  not 
accept  the  Solicitor  Geaerars  observa- 
tboa  as  showing  that  he  had  authority 
to  declare  that  the  Act  of  1881  was  not 
to  be  re-enacted.  In  his  (Mr.  Carson's) 
opuiion,  so  far  from  the  matter  being 
me,  a  Home  Rule  Grovemment,  if  the 
Ameodmeuts  were  accepted,  would  be 
ibeolately  prevented,  save  under  the 
tennaof  the  Act  of  1881,  from  manu- 
f«taring,  importing,  selling,  or  purchw- 
iDj;  arms  or  munitions  of  war.  There- 
fore, the  first  argument  of  the  Solicitor 
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General  fell  to  the  ground.  The  hon- 
and  learned  Gentleman  spoke  of  the 
proposal  as  putting  a  restriction  on  the 
ordinary  trade  and  commerce  of  Ireland. 
But  they  had  always  had  that  restriction. 
They  bad  it  before  the  Act  of  1881  was 
passed,  and  the  question  was  now  whether 
the  House,  with  its  eyes  open,  was  going 
to  allow  the  Irish  Legislature  to  repeal 
what  had  always  been  the  law.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  thought 
this  Amendment  would  militate  against 
the  manufacture  and  sale  of  arms  if 
carried  on  properly  and  injure  the  trade 
of  Ireland  ;  but  the  Amendment  merely 
sought  to  continue  existing  restrictions. 
There  was  no  interference  with  legitimate 
trade  at  the  present  moment,  and  the 
object  of  the  Amendment  was  only  to  pre- 
vent the  improper  manufacture,  sale,  and 
purchase  of  arms  and  explosives.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had,  there- 
fore, argued  against  the  first  part  of  the 
Amendment  under  an  entire  mistake  aa 
to  the  Peace  Preservation  Act.  In  rela- 
tion to  the  question  of  explosive  sub- 
stances the  Solicitor  General  had  made  a 
still  more  extraordinary  proposition.  One 
of  the  most  amusing  contentions  he  had 
ever  heard  put  forward  was  that  the  Act 
passed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  when  Home  Secretary 
in  reference  to  explosive  substauees  was 
an  Act  to  prevent  accidents. 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  That  Act  did  not 
deal  with  the  roauufacture  of  these 
things  ;  but  it  made  it  criminal,  under  cer- 
tain circumstances,  to  be  in  possession  of 
them,  and  it  inT<dTed  additional  penalties 
for  their  criminal  user. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  Just  so,  and  such 
poasessioQ  and  such  "  criminal  user " 
were  not  accidents.  He  remembered 
once  being  engaged  iu  a  criminal  trial  in 
Ireland  which  had  reference  to  the  shoot- 
ing of  a  lady,  and  the  priioner  always 
spoke  of  "  the  day  when  Mrs.  So-and-so 
met  with  an  accident."  This  very  Act 
was  jmssed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
at  a  time  when  he,  no  doubt,  was  very 
much  afraid  of  "  accidents "  as  the 
result  of  the  manufacture  of  ex- 
plosive substances.  The  object  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  who 
moved  the  Amendment  was  to  provide 
that  the  provisions  of  the  Explosives 
Act  should  remain  on  the  Statute  Book, 
and  to  prevent  the  Irish  Legislature  from 
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repealing  them.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
this  was  a  matter  of  considerable  import- 
ance. The  Exploaives  Act  dealt  with 
both  England  and  Ireland,  differing  in 
that  respect  from  the  Peace  Preservation 
Act,  which  only  dealt  with  Ireland. 
Was  that  House  going  to  give  the  Irish 
Parliament  power  to  make  a  state  of  law 
in  Ireland  under  which  people  could 
make  dynamite  in  that  country  and  have 
it  in  possession  ?  In  the  Debates  on  the 
release  of  the  so-called  political  prisoners 
tiie  Irish  Members  had  shown  that  they 
took  a  different  view  of  the  dynamite 
offences  to  that  taken  by  the  public  of  this 
country.  Were  the  Government,  then, 
going  to  enable  these  gentlemen  to  grant 
permission  for  the  manufacture  of  dyna- 
mite ?  If  so,  let  them  declare  it.  The 
Opposition  did  not  want  in  any  way  to 
restrict  the  powers  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment as  they  at  present  existed,  either  as 
to  the  manufacture  or  sale  of  arms  or 
explosives  ;  but  they  wanted,  at  any  rate, 
as  regarded  these  things  for  the  people 
of  Ireland,  the  same  protection  as  that 
which  had  been  given  to  the  English 
people,  and  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  ChaQcellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  so  auxious  formerly  to  obtain  for 
himself. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  cannot  re- 
frain from  the  observation  that,  to  my 
mind,  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  seem 
more  fitted  for  the  atmosphere  of  a 
Central  Criminal  Court  than  that  of  the 
Hoase  of  Commons.  No  doubt  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  finds  indulgence 
in  personalities  very  useful ;  but  I  will 
endeavour  to  find  out  something  in  the 
nature  of  argument  in  what  he  said.  But 
I  am  afraid  there  is  really  nothing  in 
what  he  has  suid.  Of  course,  any  Imperial 
Statute  which  the  Imperial  Government 
thinks  fit  to  make  after  the  Home  Rule 
Bill  is  passed  will  apply  to  Ireland,  and 
the  Irish  Parliament  will  have  no  power 
to  set  it  aside.  Everybody  knows  this, 
and  I  wonder  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  should  have  so  small  an 
opinion  of  the  intelligence  of  the  audience 
he  was  addressing  as  to  make  use  of  the 
arguments  he  put  before  us.  What  the 
hou.  Member  wants  is  that  we  should 
incorporate  into  the  Home  Rule  Bill 
everything  that  is  found  in  a  Coercion 
Act.  But  the  two  things  are  not  the 
same.   The  substance  of  his  argument  is 

Mr.  Carton 


that  this  measnre  shoold  take  the  form 
of  a  Coercion  Bill.  But  it  is  not  a 
Coercion  Bill ;  it  is  not  an  Arms  Bill, 
or  a  Crimes  Bill,  or  an  Explosives  Bill. 
It  is  a  Home  Rule  Bill.  That  all  the 
provisions  of  the  Home  Rule  Bill  are  not 
identical  with  the  provisions  of  a  Coercion 
Act  is  a  thing  which  should  surprise  no- 
body. If  there  is  any  danger  with 
reference  to  the  dealing  with  arms  or 
explosives  in  Ireland  or  elsewh(a«,  the 
Imperial  Parliament  will  always  apply 
the  legislation  it  considers  expedient. 

•Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  (Armagh, 
Mid)  thought  that  no  one  who  heard  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  could 
admit  that  the  observations  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  were 
justified.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
held  that  this  Amendment  should  not  be 
accepted  because  this  was  not  an 
Explosives  Bill.  But  were  the  words 
"  treason  felony  "  not  to  be  inserted  be- 
cause this  was  not  a  Treason  Felony  Bill  ? 
Were  they  not  to  include  anything  about 
naval  and  military  forces  because  this 
was  not  a  Naval  or  Military  Bill  ?  When 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  imputed  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  the  use  of 
arguments  which  were  answerable  on  the 
face  of  them,  he  should  have  been  careful 
of  his  own  arguments.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  when  he  said  that  explosives 
were  not  to  be  inserted  in  the  Bill  because 
the  measure  was  not  an  Explosives  Bill, 
forgot  that  there  were  many  special  pro- 
visions iu  the  measure,  none  of  which 
were  a  whit  more  necessary  than  the  pro- 
vision contained  in  this  Amendment. 
The  then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  said  that  this  was  not  a  Coercion  Bill. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Eschequer  ought 
to  have  been  present  a  few  hours  since, 
when  he  would  have  heard  it  stated 
directly  and  candidly  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Kerry  that  there  must  be  a 
central  force  in  Ireland  of  some  sort  for 
the  purpose  of  coercing  Ulster. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  did  not  say  that.  I 
never  touched  the  question  of  an  armed 
force.  I  said  that  the  Government, 
being  establislied  for  the  peace,  order, 
and  good  government  of  Ireland,  must 
have  power  to  suppress  illegal  and  armed 
organisations.  ^  . 
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•Mb.  DUNBAR  BARTON  said,  that 
•was  his  point.  If  the  right  hoD.  Geotle- 
tDAD  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  been  present  he  would  have  learnt 
that  the  hon.  Member  only  wanted  to 
sabetitute  coercion  on  a  large  scale  for 
coo'eiou  uo  a  Bnaall  scale.  He  was  sar- 
jKised  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
dteqner  sat  still  when  he  heard  the  Act 
he  himself  passed  so,  he  would  not  say 
misrepresented,  but  tnisdescribed  by  the 
Solicitor  General. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  This  Amend- 
ment deals  with  the  manufacture  of  ex- 
plosive substances.  The  Bill  I  intro- 
duced had  to  do  with  the  improper  use 
of  explosives,  not  with  their  manufacture. 

•Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  said,  that, 
unfortunately,  he  held  that  Act  in  his 
band.  He  would  read  a  portion  of  it, 
and  from  this  quotation  hon.  Members 
would  see  the  necessity  there  was  for 
carefully  watching  the  exposition  of 
lavs  they  received  from  the  Treasury 
Beach.  They  had  beard  supremacy 
described  in  such  vague  language  that 
the  feeble  intellects  of  hon.  Members 
of  the  Opposition  were  unable  to  grasp 
its  meaning.  But  at  last  they  had  a 
statement  they  could  grapple  with — 
namely,  that  the  Explosives  Act  did  not 
deal  with  the  mannfacturo  of  explosives. 
Well,  Clause  3  of  that  Act  spoke 

'<£  any  person  who  witbin  Her  Uajeety's 
Dominions  unlawfully  makes  or  has  in  his 
pocees^ion  any  explosive  substance  with  Intent 
by  means  thereof  to  endanger  life  or  property." 

These  words  disposed  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer's  statement  that  the 
Explosives  Act  did  not  deal  with  the 
manufacture  of  explosives.  It  also  dis- 
posed of  the  Solicitor  General's  sugges- 
tion that  the  Act  aimed  at  preventing 
accidents. 

•Sib  J.  RIGBY  :  I  did  not  refer  to 
ihaX  Act  as  dealing  with  accidents  at  all. 
I  sud  plainly  enough  for  those  who 
Toald  understand  that  in  England, 
vhich  I  understood  to  include  Ireland, 
with  regard  to  the  manufacture  of  ex- 
plosives, the  sole  object  was  to  preserve 
life  and  prevent  risk  to  property.  I  did 
not  refer  to  this  Act  at  all,  because  I 
knew  it  was  a  Criminal  Act  and  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  main  subject  of 
the  Amendment — the  sale  and  manufac- 
ture of  explosive  substances. 

•Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  said,  he 
vished  to  speak  with  the  greatest  respect 
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of  the  Solicitor  General,  who  was  one  of 
the  first  British  jurists,  and  therefore 
one  of  the  first  jurists,  probably,  in  the 
world  ;  but  he  could  not  accept  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  statement.  He 
(Mr.  Barton)  was  in  the  recollection 
of  the  House.  His  (the  Solicitor 
General's)  attention  was  called  to  the 
Act  passed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  Colleague  in  1883.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Grentleman  first  referred 
to  the  Irish  Acts  and  then  to  the  English 
Explosives  Act,  which  he  rightly  thought 
extended  to  Ireland.  What  Act  did  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  refer  to  if 
not  to  that  Act  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  defended  the  rejection  of  the 
Amendment  on  the  ground  that  that  Act 
dealt  with  accidents,  and  {hen  he  said  it 
dealt  with  having  possession  only  and 
not  with  manufacture.  Clause  4  de- 
clared that 

"any  person  who  makes  or  knowingly  has  in 
his  poBseasion  or  nnder  his  control  any  ex- 
plosive sabstance," 

and  so  on.  Both  the  Solicitor  General 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequw 
were  wrong  when  they  opposed  the 
Amendment  on  the  ground  that  the  law, 
which  the  Oppositiou  held  the  Irish  Par- 
liament should  not  have  power  to  repeal, 
did  not  deal  with  the  manufacture  of  ex- 
plosives. The  Irish  Legislature,  if  this 
Amendment  were  not  accepted,  would 
have  power  to  repeal  the  Explosives 
Act  so  far  as  it  affected  Ireland. 
He  asked  the  Committee  to  remember 
that  the  Explosives  Act  was  passed  with 
special  reference  to  Irish  politics  ;  and 
would  it  not,  therefore,  be  most  unwise 
and  most  unsafe  to  enable  that  one  part 
of  the  Kingdom  for  which  the  Act  was 
specially  designed  to  repeal  the  Act  ?  for 
it  was  certain  that  the  Irish  Parliament 
would  repeal  it  on  the  first  opportunity. 
It  was  an  enactment  which,  above  all 
others,  the  Nationalist  Party  abhorred. 
The  Committee  knew  that  the  Nationalist 
Members  had  in  that  very  Session  of 
Parliament  voted  for  the  release  of  the 
dynamitards  ;  and  he  asked,  was  it  safe 
for  the  Kingdom  ?  Was  it  safe  for  the 
people  of  London  that  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment should  be  given  power  to  set  up  the 
manufacture  of  dynamite  and  explosives 
in  Ireland  if  they  wished  to  do  so  ? 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  S.) 
said,  the  Committee  welcomed  back  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequepfrom  E»som 
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now  that  the  Oaks  was  run.  He  was 
bound  to  say  that  two  of  the  argumeuts 
of  the  Solicitor  General  iu  opposing  the 
Ameudraeut  were  very  extravagant.  In 
the  first  place,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
objected  to  the  Ameudment  as  an  in^taDCG 
of  trade  jealousy.  Was  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  prepared  to  say  that  the  Ex- 
plosives Act  of  1881  was  passed  by  the 
House  from  motives  of  trade  jealousy  ? 
It  was  absurd  to  suppose  such  a  thing. 
The  Act  was  passed  to  protect  the  lives 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  ;  it  was  passed 
for  the  purpose  which  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  said  tho  Bill  before  the  Com- 
mittee was  being  passed — ^for  the  peace, 
order,  and  good  government  of  Ireland. 
The  Solicitor  General  also  said  that  he 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment,  because 
it  was  undue  interference  with  the  liberty 
of  the  Irish  Parliament,  and  be  referred 
to  the  objects  covered  by  tho  Amendment 
as  contraband  of  war.  But  that  question 
was  one  of  Imperial  interest,  which  ought 
most  undoubtedly  to  come  under  the 
cognisance  of  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
He  could  not  conceive  anything  over 
which  the  Imperial  Farliamoot  should 
exercise  supreme  authority  in  Ireland 
than  articles  .  contraband  of  war.  The 
argument  of  the  Solicitor  Geueral  showed 
how  indistinct  and  confusod  the  views  of 
the  Government  were  upon  the  limita- 
tions that  were  to  be  placed  upon  the 
prerogative  of  tho  Imperial  Parliamout  iu 
its  relation  to  the  future  Irish  Govern- 
ment. The  Explosives  Act  could  only 
come  into  operation  in  the  case  of  an  un- 
lawful use  of  explosives  and  munitions  of 
war,  and  it  was  because  they  apprehended 
that  there  would  be  such  an  unlawful  use 
of  them  in  Ireland  that  they  desired  to 
aee  this  question  reserved  for  the 
authority  of  the  Imperial  Parliament,  and 
they  could  not  accept  the  view  of  the 
Solicitor  General  that  it  was  a  question 
for  the  local  administration  iu  Ireland. 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  rose  in  his  place,  anil 
claimed  to  move,  **  That  the  Question  be 
DOW  put ; "  but  the  Chairman  withheld 
his  assent,  and  declined  then  to  put  that 
Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

Me.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  I  am  not  going  to  detain  the 
Committeeforanylengthof  time.  I  should 
like  to  be  clear  as  to  the  views  of  the 
Government  on  this  matter.    I  hold  that 

Jfr.  Maearttt^ 


if  this  Amendment  be  not  accepted,  it 
will  be  within  the  power  of  the  Irish 
Parliament,  under  the  33rd  clause,  to 
repeal,  so  far  as  Ireland  is  concerned,  the 
Explosives  Act  which  has  been  passed 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  him- 
self. The  33rd  clause  isclear,  I  think,  on 
that  point.    It  says — 

"  The  Irish  Legislature  may  repeal  or  alter 
any  provision  of  this  Act  which  is  by  this  Act 
cipressly  made  alterable  by  the  Legislature." 

If  we  do  not  intend  that  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment should  legislate  with  regard  to  ex- 
plosives, why  should  not  the  subject  be 
treated  as  being  in  the  same  category  as 
the  other  subjects  which  are  not  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Irish  Grovernment  ? 
The  Amendment  refers  to  the  manufac- 
ture or  sale  of  explosive  substances.  I 
think  the  Government  may  have 
recognised  that  it  is  especially  directed 
against  the  criminal  use  of  dynamite,  and 
I  maintain  that,  unless  this  matter  is  in- 
cluded in  the  excopte<l  subjects,  the  Irish 
Parliament  may  set  free  the  manufactures 
of  dynamite  iu  Ireland. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  What  about  the 
veto  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  As  to  the  power 
of  the  veto,  I  remember  the  subject  of 
the  Solicitor  General.  Here  again  is  an 
instance  of  tho  troublesome  interference 
of  the  Imperial  Parliament.  What  ob- 
jection, I  ask,  can  tho  Government  have 
to  include  the  Explosives  Act  in  the  ex- 
ceptions ?  With  regard  to  the  importation 
of  arms  and  ammunition,  which  is  not 
only  a  question  of  legislation,  but  also  of 
administration,  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  will,  under  the  Peace 
Preservation  Act.  retain  the  powers  to 
make  internal  regulations  as  to  tho  use 
and  sale  of  these  materials  which  at  pre- 
sent are  vested  iu  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
under  that  Act.  The  Amendment  will 
only  prevent  new  legislation  with  regard 
to  these  matters.  Why  should  the 
Government  object  to  put  this  general 
Explosives  Act— considering  that  it  is  an 
Imperial  matter,  and  bearing  in  mind  the 
extent  to  which  this  country  is  interested 
in  the  manufacture  of  dynamite  in  any 
part  of  Her  Majesty^s  dominions — among' 
the  matters  excluded  from  the  purview 
of  the  Irish  Parliament  by  the  Bill  ?  I 
hope  wo  will  get  an  answer  to  that 
question. 
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Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  The 

Amendment  goes  to  a  totally  diffemtt 
point  to  that  which  the  right  huu. 
Gentleman  alluded.  If  you  look  at 
the  Amendment  you  will  see  that  if  the 
Irish  Parliameut  were  of  opiuiou  that 
the  provisions  with  reference  to  the  use 
of  dyoamite  in  the  arts  or  manufactures 
we  not  sufficiently  extensive  or  satis- 
factory, this  Amendment  would  abso- 
lutely prohibit  them  from  passing  any 
law  to  remedy  those  defects.  It  is  quite 
plain,  too,  that  if  the  Irish  Parliament 
introdaced  a  Bill  for  providing  greater 
fffeeautions  in  the  use  of  dynamite,  it 
would  be  at  variance  with  this  Amend- 
ment. That  is  absurd.  If  the  Amend- 
ment were  moved  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham,  I  could 
anderstand  it,  because  it  would  secure 
Bimiingham  from  competition  in  Ireland, 
ind  from  that  point  of  view  it  would  be 
iTeiy  reasoaable  Amendment.  I  will 
iBiwer  directly  the  question  that  has 
btm  pnt  to  me  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
ou.  I  say  that  if  the  Irish  Parliament 
Tere  to  endeavour  to  deal  with  such  qin 
A«  as  the  Explosives  Act,  which  I  my- 
*elf  introduced,  or  with  any  other  Act 
dealing  with  the  use  of  arms  and  ammuni- 
tion in  Ireland  in  a  manner  which,  in  the 
opioion  of  the  Imperial  Government  was 
dangerous,  the  Imperial  Government 
would  have  absolute  control  over  any 
rach  Bill  endeavouring  to  repeal  any  such 
Aet.  We  would  say— "We  will  not 
aUow  the  repeal  of  that  Aet  or  of  that 
clause  of  that  Act  which  in  onr  opinion 
is  dangerous  to  the  present  condition  of 
things  in  Ireland.'*  That  would  be  a 
real  use  of  the  veto.  Further,  the  Im- 
perial Parliameut  would  have  power  to 
make  new  legislation  in  the  matter, 
which  would  be  supreme  in  cases  of  this 
kind.  But  this  Amendment  would  de- 
prive the  Irish  Parliament  of  the  legiti- 
mate use  of  s  particular  kind  of  manu- 
facture in  that  country  of  which  it  ought 
to  have  the  control  in  the  same  way  as 
ny  other  country,  and  I  cannot,  there- 
fore, accept  it. 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  rose  in  his  place, 
wd  claimed  to  move,  '*  That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put ; "  but  the  Chairman 
withheld  his  assent,  and  declined  then 
to  pat  that  Quration. 

Debate  resamed. 


Mr,  butcher  (York)  said,  that 
amongst  the  many  statements  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  which  he 
took  exception  was  the  statement  that 
the  Bill  before  the  Committee  was  not  an 
Explosives  Bill.  Considering  the  angry 
discussions  to  which  the  Bill  had  giveu 
rise,  there  was  no  adjective  more  appro- 
priate than  "  explosive  "  to  apply  to  this 
Bill,  for  it  was  really  an  Explosives 
Bill.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
arms,  he  understood  that  the  present  law 
was  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  could  make 
an  order  to  restrict  the  sale  of  arms.  He 
asked  the  Committee  to  consider  whether 
(he  Act  was  neccfsary  at  the  time  it  wa« 
passed.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  said  it  w^as  a  necessary  Act, 
because  it  was  his  own  Act,  and,  if  it  was 
necessary  in  the  past,  were  not  cases 
likely  to  arise  when  such  provisions 
would  be  necessary  in  the  future?  He 
also  thought  that  the  exercise  of  the  pro- 
visions which  now  exist  should  be  vested 
in  some  responsible  officer  of  the  Im- 
perial Government.  They  were  told  by 
the  Solicitor  General  that  to  put  sucli  au 
Amendment  in  the  Bill  preventing 
the  Irish  Parliament  from  deal- 
ing with  the  subject  of  explo- 
sives would  be  useless  and  insulting. 
It  would  be  no  more  useless  or  insulting 
than  to  prevent  the  Irish  Parliament  from 
dealing  with  the  matter  of  an  armed 
central  police,  which  the  Committee  last 
evening  bad  properly  excluded  from  their 
province.  When  they  brought  forward 
matters  of  grave  importance  their  argu- 
ments were  not  answered  by  being  told 
by  the  Solicitor  General  that  they  pro- 
posed meddlesome  interference  with  the 
powers  of  the  Irish  Parliament.  There 
was  another  matter  which,  as  he  saw  the 
Prime  Minister  present,  he  would  like  to 
have  cleared  up.  That  was  whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
revise  the  provisions  of  the  Peace  Pre- 
servation Act  of  1881  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order  I 
That  question  does  not  arise  out  of  the 
Amendment  before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  BUTCHER  said,  he  would  not 
pursue  the  matter  further;  but  before  he 
sat  down  he  should  tell  the  Committee, 
as  this  question  of  explosives  was  under 
discussion,  that  a  telegram  had  just  been 
placed  in  his  hands  which  had  been  le- 
ceived  in  Dublin,  uid  which  nn —  , 
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"  Ad  infernal  machine  h&a  been  found  in  the 
corridor  of  the  Exchequer  Court  this  after- 
noon." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Who  placed  it 
there  ? 

Hb.  J.  MORLEY  :  Before  there  is 
any  further  controversy  on  that  point,  it 
is  well  to  saj  that  mj  ioformation,  at  all 
events,  is  that  it  is  believed  to  be  a  hoax. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  254  ; 
Noes  294.— (Division  List,  No.  109.) 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  next 
Amendment,  which  stands  in  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 

Handsworth  Division,  is  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  (Surrey,  Guild- 
ford) moved  to  amend  the  clause  by 
adding  at  the  end  of  line  1,  page  2,  the 
words — 

"  The  privileges  and  liberties  of  auch  portions 
of  Her  Majesty's  armed  forces  as  may,  for  the 
time  being,  be  stationed  in  Ireland,  or." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  1  rise  to  Order. 
I  wish  to  submit  that  the  Amendment  is 
not  in  Order,  as  the  3rd  section  of  the 
claose  prohibits  the  Irish  Legislature  i 
from  making  laws  in  respect  of  the ' 
naval  and  military  forces  or  the  defence  I 
of  the  realm.     Is  not  this  Amendment  j 
merely  an  expansion  of  that  section  ?  { 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  thought  so  at 
first;  but,  on  further  consideration,  I  find 
that  the  object  of  the  Amendment  is  a 
totally  different  one.  The  object  of  the 
Amendment  is  to  provide  for  the  personal 
privileges  and  liberties  of  the  soldier 
himself,  and  I  thinlc,  ther^ore,  it  is  in 
Order. 

*Mb.  BRODRICK  said,  that  it  was 
quite  obvious  that  the  words  already  in 
the  clause  dealt  with  the  establishment 
and  maintenance  of  military  forces  in 
Ireland  by  the  Imperial  Government ;  but 
undoubtedly  questions  might  arise 
seriously  affecting  the  liberties  and 
privileges  of  the  military  forces  in  Ire- 
land, and  it  was  to  these  his  Amend- 
ment referred.  He  did  not  anticipate 
that  there  would  be  a  serious  difference 
of  opinion  between  the  Grovernmeut  and 
himself  in  this  matter.  He  could  not 
conceive  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment desired  that  there  should  be  any 
doubt  as  to  the  position  of  Her  Majesty's 
forces  in  Ireland.  He  had  understood, 
from  a  reply  which  had  been  given  by 
the  right  hoiu  Gentleman  the  Secretary 

Mr.  Bvieher 


for  War  to  a  question  that  liad  been  put 
to  him,  that  the  possibility  was  contem* 
plated  that  Her  Majesty's  forces  in  Ire- 
laud  might  be  used  in  opposition  to  the 
Legislature  and  the  Executive  of  Ireland. 
The  Lord  Lieutenant,  in  the  exercise  of 
his  executive  function,  might  use  the 
forces,  in  the  first  place,  at  the  instance 
of  the  Irish  Legislature  ;  in  the  second 
place,  he  might  use  them  at  his  own 
instance  ;  and,  in  the  third  place,  he  might 
use  them  at  the  instance  of  this  House. 
In  the  last  two  cases  the  use  of  the 
forces  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  would  be 
in  direct  conflict  with  ^e  views  and 
wishes  of  the  Irish  Parliament.  The 
question  then  arose,  would  the  Irish 
Legislature  aiipport  the  Viceroy  iu  using 
the  forces  against  themselves  by  uphold- 
ing those  liberties  and  privileges  which, 
the  forces  now  enjoy. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  rise  to  Order. 
Is  the  hon.  Gentleman  saying  one 
word  relevant  to  any  new  matter  not 
already  covered  by  the  Bill  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  agree  that  if 
the  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
I  provide  for  the  use  of  the  military  forces 
I  it  would  be  out  of  Order.    But  I  under- 
I  stand  the  hon.  Member  is  going  to  ex- 
plain that  it  is  the  personal  privileges 
and  liberties  of  the  soldier  he  means  to 
protect. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  On  a  point  of 
Order.  I  desire  to  point  out  on  this 
qnestiou  of  the  personal  privilege  of  the 
soldier,  that  the  soldier  in  Ireland  is 
under  the  Army  Act,  and  conseqnently 
the  Irish  Legislature  would  have  no 
power  to  interfere  with  him.  Surely 
his  rights,  as  a  man,  are  not  affected  by 
the  Amendment  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  must  allow  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  proceed, 

•Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  endeavoured 
to  do  on  that  occasion  what  he  bad  fre- 
quently done  before — namely,  to  make  a 
speech  in  anticipation  of  that  of  the 
Mover  of  an  Amendment.  Bat  he 
would  make  his  own  without  any  regard 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Membo*.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  said  the  Army 
Act  was  the  only  Act  in  which  the 
soldier  was  concerned.  Had  he  for- 
gotten the  position  of  the  British 
soldier  under  the  Riot  Act  ?  The  Riot 
Act  provided   an  indemnity  for  the 
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soldier  when  he  wag  c&lled  upon  to  assist 
tbe  Sherifi*,  or  any  legal  officer,  in  the 
diipersal  of  a  riotous  assembly.  That 
WIS  the  sole  indemnity  the  forces  would 
hare  when  they  were  employed  by  order 
d  the  Viceroy.    What  would  be  the 
position  of  the  British  soldier  in  Ireland 
ID  case  it  pleased  the  Irish  Legislature 
to  declare — as  they  had  power  to  declare 
by  the  Bill — that  the  Riot  Act  should 
oaly  come  into  operation  when  it  was 
pat  into  force  by  the  Irish  Executive  ? 
The  Viceroy  might  have  to  use  the 
fwces  without  regard  to  die  wishes  of 
tbe  Executive.    It  was  quite  possible 
that  uader  such  circumstances  the  soldier 
would  be  deprived  of  the  [H'otection  of 
tbe  Riot  Act  in  Ireland.    What,  then, 
Toald  be  the  position  of  the  soldier  ? 
He  was  protected  in  England  by  the 
British  Act.    Would  he  be  protected  in 
Irelacd  by  the  British  Act  ?    He  would 
urge  oa  the  GoTemment  that  that  was  a 
point  OD  which  they  could  not  afford  to 
Ure  any  doubt  of  the  decieiou.  There 
tere  many  other  matters  with  regard  to 
iduch  the  Irish  Legislature  might  in- 
tarfere  with  the  privileges  and  lib^ies  of 
the  Brituih  solder  in  Ireland.   For  in- 
duce, they  might  forbid  any  man  in 
snitbrm  to  enter  public-houses  iu  that 
ttKUttry.     He  could   conceive  circum- 
ituices  when  the  British  Forces  would 
have  to  be  used  against  tbe  Irish  Go- 
Temmeut,  and   the  Irish  Government 
voald  take  action  against   the  forces. 
Boycotting  of  the  British  Forces  was  not 
altogether  unknown  in  Ireland.  During 
ihe  last  Parliament  he  had  to  reply  to 
100  or   200   questions   relating  to  the 
iJiscipUne  of  the  forces,  the  wearing  of 
eDtblems,  the  employment  of  or  obtaining 
(tores  from  persons  who  were  not  in  good 
odoor  with  hon.  Grentlemen  below  the 
Gangway.     Yet  the  Committee  were 
asked  to   believe  that  this  feeling  in 
Ireland  woaid   be  altogether  wanting 
hereafter.      The     words     which  he 
proposed  would  have  the  effect  of  pre- 
■aring  the  privileges  and  liberties  of  the 
vMm  exactly  in  the  same  way  that 
Aey  were  safeguarded  in  this  country, 
ud  would  pat  it  out  of  the  power  of  the 
hiah  Parliament  to  phuse  the  Army  in  a 
^HknaA  position  to  that  which  it  at 
prannt  occapied.    They  had  left  it  in 
tbe  power  of  the  Irish  Le^slature  to 
mdiet  the  forces  by  resolution.    It  was 
iBost  important  that  the  Iruh  Legislature 
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should  not  interfere  with  the  forces  in 
any  sense  while  they  were  engaged  in 
Ireland. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HKALY  :  I  rise  again  to 
Order.  I  beg  to  submit  that  Clause  if 
Sub-section  6,  which  precludes  the  Irish 
Legislature  from  making  any  law,  whereby 
any  person  might  be  denied  the  eqiud 
protection  of  the  laws,  covers  the  point 
raised.  I  ask,  is  the  hon.  Member  now  in 
Order  in  supposing  an  euormous  number 
of  peculiarities  on  the  part  of  the  Irish 
people  ? 

Thb  chairman  :  That  does  not 
make  it  out  of  Order.   I  have  excluded 

powers  "  ht>m  the  Amendment. 

•Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  he  would  not 
detain  the  Committee  further.  His 
observations  had  been  extended  by  the 
interruptions  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  and  were  capable  of  indefinite 
extension  under  similar  provocation. 
He  desired  the  Government  to  give  their 
serious  attention  to  the  matter.  Any  ques- 
tion which  had  to  do  with  the  ttatusoi  the 
forces  exercised  a  most  exciting  effect  on 
British  Army.  The  duties  cast  upon  the 
soldiers  of  assisting  the  Civil  power  were 
never  pleasant,  and  would  be  rendered 
highly  dangerous  if  the  soldier  were  not 
protected  iu  Ireland,  as  in  other  parts  of 
the  Uuited  Kingdom. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  after  the  word  "or,"  in  line  1,  to 
insert  the  words  "  the  privileges,  and  liberties 
of  such  portions  o(  Her  Majesty's  armed  forces 
ns  may,  for  the  time  being,  be  stationed  in  lie- 
land  ;  or." — (Jtfr.  Brodrick.") 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sib  W.  IIARCOUET  :  I  entirely- 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member,  that  it 
would  be  extremely  improper  and  unwise 
to  raise  any  feelings  of  disquietude 
in  the  Army.  But  I  do  not  quite  under- 
stand tbe  hon.  Gentleman's  remarks  in 
reference  to  the  Kiot  Act.  According  to 
my  recolleotion  of  the  Riot  Act,  the 
soldier  only  appears,  as  any  other  subject 
of  the  Crown,  to  preserve  the  peace. 
The  hon.  Member  spoke  of  the  action  of 
the  Viceroy,  but  putting  the  Riot  Act 
into  operation  will  not  be  the  action  of 
the  Viceroy,  hut  of  the  Magistrate  on 
the  spot,  who  will  take  measures  as  cir- 
cumstances require.  Ko  apprehension  need, 
therefore,  arise  as  to  that  score.  With 
regard  to  the  second  point,  the  hon. 
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Member  fears  that  the  Irish  Legislature 
will  do  somethiDg  to  cripple  the  Army  in 
Ireland.  We  assume  that  the  Irish 
Parliament  will  be  in  possession  of  their 
common  senses,  and  will,  therefore,  no 
more  do  this  than  they  will  do  some- 
thing to  promote  dynamite  outrages.  The 
hou.  Member  seems  to  assume  that  the 
Irish  Parliament  will  be  devoid  of 
common  sense,  and  will  devote  them- 
selves specially  to  promoting  dynamite 
outrages  and  to  crippUug  the  Army. 

•Mb.  BRODRICK  :  That  is  not  my 
point  at  all.  My  point  is  tliat  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  stated  most 
clearly  that  there  would  be  occasions 
upon  which  the  Viceroy  would  use  his 
own  judgment  as  to  the  employment  of 
troops,  and  would  not  be  guided  entirely 
by  the  Irish  Executive. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  But  suppose  i 
he  did.  The  Viceroy  iu  that  case  will  j 
have  in  his  hands  the  power  of  prevent-  [ 
iug  the  Irish  Parliament  from  passing  , 
legislation  which  will  have  the  effect  of ' 
paralysing  the  British  Army.  I  can  ' 
only  return  the  same  answer  as  I  have 
before  given.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site assume  that  the  Irish  Government 
will  desire  to  do  these  things  which  are 
inconsistent  with  the  safety  of  Ireland, 
it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  Viceroy  to 
prevent  the  Irish  Legislature  from  doing 
acts  of  such  folly.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
picture  to  themselves  that  the  Irish  Par- 
linmeut  is  going  to  become  a  monster  of 
folly.  They  want  protection  against  this 
insane  and  criminal  monster.  That  is 
the  history  of  the  whole  matter.  The 
Government  do  not  make  that  assump- 
tion, and  that  is  the  difference  between 
lion.  Gentlemen  and  the  Government. 
We  assume  that  the  Irish  Legislature 
will  act  with  common  sense  ;  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  assume  that  they  will 
net  with  great  folly  and  wickedness. 
But,  even  if  the  assumption  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  be  correct,  the  Bill 
gives  the  Viceroy,  as  representing  the 
Imperial  Authority,  power  to  prevent  the 
acts  being  done.  This  is  an  answer  to 
99  out  of  every  100  questions  raised, 
including  the  present  Amendment. 

Mr.  £.  STANHOPE  (Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle)  :  I  do  not  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  really  conseionsof  theobject 
of  the  Amendment.  He  does  not  seem  to 
recognise  that  the  soldier  stands  in  an 
exceptional  position.    He  spoke  of  the 
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Riot  Act,  and  said  the  soldier  was  not  in 
a  different  position  from  the  civilian  under 
that  Act.  That  is  so,  with  this  impor- 
tant exception,  that  the  soldier  is  ordered 
to  go,  in  the  performance  of  his  duty,  to 
assist  the  Civil  Authority,  and  the 
civilian  is  not.  The  real  truth  is  that 
the  soldier  in  the  performance  of  his 
duty  might  be  placed — I  do  not  put  it 
higher  than  that — in  an  extremely  diffi- 
cult and  unpleasant  position.  The  soldier 
may  be  called  upon,  if  this  Bill  becomes 
law,  to  do  sometbiug  directly  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  views  of  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment, and  we  desire  that  to  secure 
his  rights  and  privileges  under  such 
circumstuices.  Efforts  are  being  con- 
stantly made  to  raise  the  status  of 
the  soldier,  and  to  make  him  be  treated 
in  every  respect  on  a  par  with  the  civi- 
lian. We  therefore  desire  to  secure  that 
no  opportunity  shall  be  given  in  Ireland 
to  injure  tlie  status  of  the  soldier. 

Sib  THOMAS  LEA  said,  there  was 
one  poiut  on  which  he  desired  informa- 
tion. It  related  to  the  powers  of  tbo 
Army  in  Ireland  

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  word 
"powers"  in  the  Amendment  has  been 
mlod  out  of  Order. 

Colonel  KENYON-SLANEY 
(Shropshire,  Newport)  said,  that  on  a 
matter  of  this  kind,  which  immediately 
concerned  the  soldier,  a  soldier  might  bo 
allowed  to  say  a  few  words  without  even 
asking  the  leave  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Louth. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HKALY  :  I  only  desire  to 
keep  yon  in  Order. 

Colonel    KEN  YON-SLANEY 
said,  it  was  very  difficult  to  continue  the 
argument  in  consequence  of  the  con- 
tinuous and  not  very  courteous  inter- 
ruptions of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member* 
He  understood  that  the  Chairman  had 
ruled  "powers"  out  of  Order;  but  ho 
hoped  an  opportunity  would  be  found 
at  the  right  time  for  discussing  the  im- 
portant subject  of  the  relations  between 
the  Army  and  the  Civil  power  when 
the  Army  was  called  out  in  aid  of  the 
civil  power.    He  would  confine  himself 
to  "the  privileges  and  liberties"  of  the 
soldier,  as  the  Amendment  expressed  it. 
He  should  confess  that  as  a  soldiw  he 
found  it  difficult  to  follow  the  Mover  of 
the  Amendment,  for  he  was  not  aware 
what  "  the  liberties  and  privileges  "  of 
the  individual  soldier  were.    But  there 

Digitized  by  Google 


97        Priton  ( Officer$'  {2  Juwb  1893}    Superannuation ^.  Bill.  99- 


wwe  "liberties  and  privil^eB"  oon- 
emuDg  DOt  the  indiTidaal  s^dier,  but 
the  Aimr  at  large.  The  one  point  on 
which  he  vished  to  lay  stress  was  the 
impnteDt  question  of  recruiting.  Ireland 
bad  always  been  a  great  recruiting 
ground ;  and  he  hoped  it  would  not  cease 
to  be  Buch,  even  under  Home  Rule. 
CoDtiogencies  might  arise — though  he 
hofwd  they  would  not  arise — under  which 
Abjection  might  be  raised  in  Ireland 
against  the  facilities  for  recruiting 
■which  had  always  been  enjoyed  in 
Ireland  being  continned  ;  and  he 
thought  the  matter  shonld  be  aafe- 
goarded  in  some  way  under  the  Bill. 
He  did  not  consider  that  he  would  be 
jostified  indwelling  upon  such  minor 
t«pic3  as  traveltiDg  allowances  and 
Mletmg,  which  were  considered  liberties 
Md  pririleges  of  the  soldiers.  ["  Order, 
«der !  "]  He  did  not  know  from  whom 
thit  cry  came,  but  they  found  ou  the 
Pnmt  Bench  opposite  a  singular  liking  to 
iQtemipt  those  who  very  seldom  took 
(vt  in  Debate,  but  who,  when  they  did, 
tilbd  about  matters  tiiey  understood. 
B«  trusted  nothing  would  be  done  which 
*Dald  at  all  interfere  with  the  important 
writ  of  recruiting. 

Qaestion  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  249  ; 
Noes  289.— -(Division  List,  No.  110.) 

The  chairman  stated  that  the  next 
Amendment  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Chester  (Mr.  Yerburgh) 
ns  out  of  Order.  The  Amendment  was 
as  follows  : — 

Clause  3.  paffe  2,  line  1,  at  end,  insert, — "  (4) 
Anyjndicial  or  executive  officer  to  be  appointed 
V  the  Imperial  Qovemment  for  the  time  being 
n  hereinafter  provided ;  or." 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  npon  Monday  next. 

JVOTICE. 
OOTBRNMENT  OF  IRELAND  BILL. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  :  I  beg  to  give 
lotice  that  if  the  discussion  on  Clause  3 
<tf  the  Government  of  Ireland  Bill  is  not 
(ooehided  by  half  past  6  o'clock  on 
Friday  next  I  shall  then  move,  under  the 
prorisions  of  Standing  Order  No.  25, 
"  That  the  Question  that  Clause  3  stand 
pert  of  the  Bill  be  now  put'* 

VOL.  Xm.     [fourth  8EBIXS.] 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY, 

PRISON  (OFFICERS'  SUPBRAKNUATION) 

(No.  2)  BILL.— (Ko.  359.) 

COHHITTXE, 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  Clause  2 
stand  part  of  the  Bill.** 

Mb.  W.  WHITELAW  (Perth)  said, 
that  he  should  oppose  this  Bill  unless 
the  case  of  certain  Scotch  officers  were 
dealt  with.  He  was  in  communication 
with  the  Scotch  Office  with  the  view  to  the 
introduction  of  a  Bill  on  the  matter,  and 
until  such  a  Bill  was  introduced  and 
advanced  to  the  same  stage  as  the  present 
Bill,  he  felt  compelled  to  object  to  the 
further  progress  of  the  Bill.  He  begged 
to  move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (Mr,  W, 
fFhitelaw.) 

Mr.  ASQUITH  was  sorry  to  hear  the 

hon.  Gentleman  giving  expression  to  such 
a  threat.  This  was  in  no  sense  a  Bill  in 
which  the  Grovemment  had  any  interest 
whatever.  It  was  a  Bill  which  provided 
aolely  for  the  case  of  a  certain  gallant 
officer  who  had  performed  admirable 
service,  but  who,  through  some  technical 
flaw  in  the  Prisons  Act  of  1877,  could 
not  obtain  the  pension  to  which  he  was 
entitled,  audit  was  in  order  to  remove  that 
flaw  that  the  present  Bill  had  been 
introduced.  That  was  the  whole  scope 
of  the  BUI.  Yet  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
without  any  regard  to  the  merits  of  the 
Bill,  got  up  and  said  that  unless  the  case 
of  certain  officials  in  Scotland  were 
attended  to — which  had  nothing  whatso- 
ever to  do  with  the  case  of  this  gallant 
officer  in  England — he  should  stop  the 
further  progress  of  the  measure.  He 
ventured  to  say  that  such  a  course  was 
an  abuse  of  Parliamentary  Forms.  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  could  show  that  any 
officers  in  Scotland  were  being  unjustly 
treated,  he  was  sure  the  matter  wonld  be 
remedied  by  the  Scotch  Office. 
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Mr.  WHITELAW  :  There  are  three 
hon.  Members  who  are  supporters  of  the 
Goverumeut  who  eotirelj  approve  of  the 
aetton  I  have  takeu. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  remarked 
that  the  virtuous  ioiltguatioii  of  the 
Home  Secretary  waa  eomewhat  thrown 
avay,  as  the  remedy  was  id  his  own 
hands.  The  Govemment  had  taken  all 
the  tune  of  the  House,  and  the  right  hoc. 
Gentleman  had  only  to  put  down  the 
Bill  as  a  first  Order,  and  it  would  not  he 
unduly  discussed. 

Mb.  ASQUITH  said,  he  would  not 
take  any  Division  upon  this  Motion,  but 
should  throw  upon  the  hon.  GenUeman 
aud  those  who  acted  with  him  the  whole 

retii>onsibility  for  blocking  this  Bill. 

Sib  HERBERT  MAXWELL  (Wig- 
toj)  said,  although  the  Home  Secretary 
was  a  Scotch  Member,  he  did  not  seem 

to  be  acquainted  with  the  best  method  of 
conciliating  opposition.  Had  the  right 
hou.  GenSeman  condescended  to  make 
the  explanation  which  he  did  witliout 
Hccumpauying  it  by  a  rebuke,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Perth  would  prol^bly  have 
been  more  disposed  to  assist  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Friday  next,  at  Two  of  the 
clock. 

BTATUTK  LAW  BBVI8I0N  (No.  1)  BILL. 
COXUITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  Schednle 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  wished  to  ask 
tbeG  ovcmment  if  they  could  not  n  ow  solve 
the  questions  arising  in  Ireland  regarding 
the  display  of  the  Union  Jack  P  This 
Schedule  repealed  certain  portions  of  the 
Act  of  William  IV.  There  were  other 
Hections  of  that  Act,  relating  to  the  dis- 
play of  emblrans,  which  had  been  a 
Hource  of  disturbance  in  Ireland,  and  he 
ventured  to  suggest  that  this  opportunity 
should  be  taken  to  repeal  them. 


Mit.  ASQUITH  said,  the  Act  to 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
referred  was  not  in  this  Schedule,  and  it 
would  perhaps  be  more  convenient  if  the 
question  were  raised  on  a  subsequent 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bill,  wheu  there 
would  be  better  opportunities  for  dis- 
cossiog  it. 

SiK  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
said,  he  had  never  heard  a  worse  sugges- 
tion than  to  include  cootroversial  subjects 
in  a  Statute  Law  Revision  Bill,  from 
which  they  were  invariably  excluded. 

Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  would  oppose 
the  introduction  of  any  such  thing  in  a 
Statute  Law  Revision  BUI. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  said,  all  he  had  stated 
was,  that  if  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
chose  to  raise  the  point  upon  a  later  B  ill 
there  would  be  more  time  to  discuss  the 
matter.  He  quite  agreed  that  the 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  ought  to  be 
kept  for  their  proper  purpose. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  would 
not  think  of  making  any  such  proposal 
:  as  he  had  indicated  unless  it  could  be 
done  with  the  general  assent  of  the 
House. 

Schedule  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment ; 
Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
without  Amendmrat. 

ELBCTRIC  LIQHTTNG  PROYISIOKAL 

OliDERS  (No.  4)  BILL.— (No.  819.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 
(EDINBURGH)  PROVISIONAL  ORDER 
BILL.— (No.  347). 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  4)  BILL.— 
(No.  345.) 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  6)  BILL.— 
(No.  346.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
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JUILWAY  RATES  AND  CHARaES  PRO- 
VISIONAL     ORDER  [CRANBROOK 
AND   PADDOCK   WOOD  RAILWAY, 
tc.]  BILL.-(Na  339.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

nSR    AND    HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  3)  BILL.— (No.  342.) 

Ab  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 

PIEB   AND    HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (Na  4)  BILL.— (No.  S.->40 

As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  npon  Monday  next. 

METROPOHTAN  POLICE  PROVISIONAL 

ORDER  BILL.— (No.  371.) 
Bead  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

078TEB  AND  MUSSEL  FISHERY  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  CONFIRMATION 
BILL  [X«jrrf#].-(No.S63.) 
Head  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

ntlENDLY  societies'    ACT  (1875) 

AUEXDHBNT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howell,  Bill  to  amend  "  The 
Fneodly  Societies'  Act,  1875,"  ordered  to  be 
bfOQght  in  1^  Mr.  Howell,  Sir  Herbert  Max- 
mH,  Mr.  Bartl<7,  Mr.  Jamei  Rowlands,  Mr. 
Boondell,  Mr.  Henry  Hobhoaae,  and  Hr. 
MoUoy. 

Bill  pmented,  ami  read  first  time.  [Bill  381.] 

CHASITT     COHVlElSIONEBS  (INQUIRIES) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Alpheos  Morton,  Bill 
iDthoiuing  the  Charity  Ckunmifleioners  to  in- 
quire into  Charities  hitherto  exempt  from  in- 
qiiii7,  and  enabling  the  Cooncils  of  Counties 
and  Boroughs  to  cUim  inquiries,  ordered  to  be 
tronght  in  by  Mr.  Alpbens  Morton,  Hr.  Lloyd- 
Geoige,  and  Mr.  Spioer. 

BfUimsented,  and  read  first  time.  [Biliass.] 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  2)  BILL. 
Read  the  tlurd  time,  and  passed. 

SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES). 

Sir  JOHN  MOWBRAY  reported 
horn  the  Committee  of  Selection  ;  That 
Ibfljr  had  nominated  the  following  Mem- 
ben  to  the  Joint  Committee  on  Electric 
Pnrcn  (ProteetiTe  Claiuee)  :  —  Mr. 


Bmnaer,  Mr.  Forwooi],  Sir  John  Lab- 
bock,  Mr.  Molloy,  and  Sir  Bemfaard 
Samiielson. 

Sir  JOHN  MOWBRAY  further  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  ;  That  they 
had  discharged  Mr.  Brunner  from  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Canal  Rates,  Tolls, 
and  Chaises,  and  had  appointed  in 
substitution  Mr.  Philip  Stanhope. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
EVENING  SITTING. 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


SUPPLY— COM  M ITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair." 

Civil  Service  of  India  (Exaicina- 
tion). — Resolution. 
•Mr.  PAUL  (Edinburgh,  S.)  said, 
that  in  rising  to  move  the  Amendment 
which  he  had  placed  on  the  Paper  he  must 
at  ouee  disclaim  originality  both  for  the 
substance  of  the  proposal  and  for  the  terms 
in  which  it  was  expressed.  The  proposal 
which  he  had  now  to  bring  before  the 
House  was  brought  forwaid  in  1868  bj 
the  late  Mr.  Fawcett.  The  terms  of  his 
Amendment  were  derived  from  the 
Report  of  a  Committee,  appointed  in  the 
year  1858  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  of  which  Sir  John  Willoughby 
was  Chairman,  aud  Mr.  Mangles,  Mr. 
Arbuthnot,  Mr.  Macnaghteu,  and  Sir 
Erskioe  Perry  were  raemlwrs.  In 
the  course  of  the  Debate  in  1868  Mr. 
Fawcett  met  with  what  he  might  call 
a  sympathetic  refusal  of  his  request 
from  Su-  Stafford  Northcote,  who  was 
then  Secretary  for  India.  He  was 
opposed  with  very  great  vigour,  in 
a  speech  of  immense  eloquence  and 
power,  expresse*!  in  the  most  picturesque 
and  racy  vernacular,  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Sir 
G.  Treveiyan),  who,  if  he  might  judge 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  remarks 
on  that  occasion  assumed,  and  perhaps 
with  justice,  that  having  written  the  Cora- 
E  2  n  \ 
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petition  WalUli,  be  had  done  as  much 
for  the  natires  of  India  as  could  be 
reasouablj  expected.  He  (Mr.  Faal)  felt 
that  thej  stood  at  a  great  disadvantage  In 
discussiug  subjects  which  had  a  bear- 
ing on  the  interests  and  welfare  of  ludia, 
because  of  the  fact  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  did  not  sit  amongst  them.  Where 
Lord  Kimberlej  was  thoy  did  not 
know  ;  at  this  hour  of  the  night  he  was 
not  eren  in  another  place ;  be  was  be- 
yond their  control,  they  could  not  even 
curtail  his  salary.  He  was  sure  that  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  for 
India  (Mr.  6.  Russell)  would  not  think 
that  he  meant,  by  uese  remarks,  to 
show  any  disrespect  for  him ;  be  only 
wished  his  hon.  Friend  were  Secretary 
of  State  himself,  as  he  felt  sure  that 
the  India  Office  would  be  most  ably 
represeuted  by  him.  Wiiat  was  the 
state  of  things  existing  at  present, 
which  his  Amendment  was  intended  to 
modify  ?  On  the  1  st  of  August  next, 
according  to  a  notice  that  had  been 
given  by  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners, 
there  would  be  held  in  London  an  open 
competitive  examination  for  the  Civil 
.Service  of  India,  for  which  all  subjects 
of  Her  Majesty,  now  between  the  ages 
of  21  and  23,  were  at  liberty  to  enter. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  only  subjects 
of  the  Queen,  not  resident  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  who  desired  to  submit  them- 
selves to  this  examination  were  the 
natives  of  India,  and  they  were  ex- 
pected, in  order  to  have  a  chance  of 
succeeding  in  that  examination  to  come 
-over  to  London,  to  remain  such  time 
as  they  might  think  necessary  for  the 
purpose  of  preparation,  and,  if  they  were 
enccessful  to  remain  for  another  two 
years  to  undergo  a  period  of  probation. 
It  would  be  observed  that  his  Amend- 
ment only  related  to  the  preliminary 
competitive  examination  for  the  Civil 
Service  of  India.  If  it  were  carried,  if 
the  Government  were  to  act  upon  it 
as  they  might  without  any  change  in 
the  law,  any  natives  of  India  who  were 
successful  in  the  preliminary  examina- 
tions would  be  compelled  to  come  over 
here  and  uodergo  the  two  years'  prepara- 
tion, and  to  im[nwe  themselves  by 
associating  with  us,  and  acquainting 
themselves  with  our  manners  and 
jcustoms  as  much  as  they  did  now  ;  but 
they  would  not  be  obliged  to  submit  to 
Mr.  Paul 


an  expense  which  he  (Mr.  Paul)  be- 
lieved he  might  put  at  the  figure  of 
£1,000  to  come  over  here  and  reside  here 
On  the  mere  chance  of  being  declared  by 
the  Examiners  qualified  for  places  in  the 
Indian  Civil  Service.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  clearly  bear  in  mind  that 
he  did  not  seek  by  his  Amendment  to 
exempt  any  native  of  India  from  the 
duty  of  coming  to  this  country  and 
qualifpring  himself  by  residence  and  study 
here  if  he  were  successful  in  the  pre- 
liminary competitive  examiuation.  Per- 
haps he  might  be  allowed,  as  it  was 
really  the  foundation  of  his  whole  case, 
to  rend  an  extract  from  the  Beport  of  that 
Committee,  which  was  presented  to  Par- 
liament on  January  20,  I860.  The  Com- 
mittee said,  in  the  second  paragraph  of 
their  Report — 

"  We  are,  in  the  first  place,  uDanimously  of 
opinion  that  it  ia  not  only  just,  but  expedient, 
that  the  natives  of  India  shall  be  employed  in 
the  administration  of  India  to  as  lar^  an  extent 
as  poflflible  consistently  with  the  maintenance 
of  British  snpremacy,  and  have  oonsklerad 
whether  any  increased  fiacilities  can  be  given  in 
this  direction." 

And  then  they  made  a  quotation  from 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  which  showed 
that  before  the  government  of  India  was 
taken  over  by  the  Crown,  even  in  the 
old  days  of  the  East  India  Company, 
the  natives  of  India  had  a  statutory 
right  to  an  equal  chance  of  employment 
in  the  administration  of  their  own 
coiratry  with  British  subjects  of  the 
Queen.    They  said — 

"  It  is  true  that,  ef en  at  prflsent,  nopOBitive 
(liaquallficatlon  exists.  By  Act  3  &  4,  WilL  IV^ 
c.  85,  8.  87,  it  is  enacted  '  That  no  native  of 
the  said  territories  nor  any  natural-bom  subject 
of  His  Majesty  resident  therein  shall,  by  reason 
only  of  his  religion,  place  of  birth,  descent, 
colour,  or  any  of  them,  be  disabled  from  hold- 
ing any  place,  office,  or  employment  under  the 
said  Company.'  It  Is  obvions,  therefore,  that 
when  the  competitive  system  was  adopted,  it 
could  not  have  been  intended  to  exclude 
natives  of  India  from  the  Civil  Service  ot 
India." 

Hon.  Members  might  say  they  were 
not,  and  he,  therefore,  invited  their  atten- 
tion to  this  paragraph — 

"  Practically,  however,  they  are  excluded. 
The  law  declares  them  eligible,  but  the  diffi- 
culties opposed  to  a  native  leaving  India  and 
residing  in  England  for  a  time  are  so  great 
that,  as  a  genend  rule,  it  is  almost  impossible 
for  a  native  sucoessfully  to  compete  aC  the 
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periodical  euminfttioiu  hel<l  in  England. 
Were  this  inequality  removed  wa  ahoiUd  no 
longer  be  exposed  to  the  chai^  of  keeping 
the  promise  to  the  ear  and  breaking  it  to 
the  hope." 

Now  he  came  to  the  precise  terms  of  the 
Amendment  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
move — 

*'  Two  modes  have  been  Boggeeted  b;  which 
the  object  in  view  might  k  attained.  The 
flnt  is,  b;  allotting  a  certain  portion  of  the 
total  number  of  appointments  declared  In  each 
jear  to  be  competed  for  in  India  hj  natives  and 
bv  all  other  natural-bom  subjects  of  Her 
Majesty  resident  in  India.  The  second  is,  to 
hold  nmoltaneoitsly  two  examinations,  one  in 
Baglaod  and  one  in  India,  both  beii^,  ai  fajt  as 
pnictiesble,  identical  in  their  nature,  and  those 
who  compete  in  both  countries  being  finally 
classified  In  one  list  according  to  merit,  by  the 
Civil  Service  CommissioDers,  The  Committee 
have  no  hesitation  in  giving  the  preference  to 
the  second  scheme,  as  being  the  fairest  and  the 
most  in  accordance  with  the  principles  of  a 
gaietBl  competition  fta  a  common  object." 

He  need  uot  argue  in  that  House  that 
natives  o£  India  had  the  same  right  as 
onrselves  to  take  part  in  the  goreroment 
itf  India ;  hj  law  thej  had  the  same 
right.  He  need  hardly  quote  the  words 
of  the  Queen*8  Proclamation  in  which 
Her  Majesty  declared  her  will  that  her 
subjects,  of  whatever  class  or  creed, 
should  be  freely  and  fully  admitted  to 
any  offices  for  tAe  duties  of  which  they 
might  be  qualified  by  their  education, 
alMlities,  and  integrity  duly  to  dis- 
ehu|^.  That  Royal  Proclamation  was, 
in  fact,  a  Statute,  because  ihe  |H*inciple  of 
it  was  embodied  in  the  Act  of  1858,  by 
which  India  was  transferred  from  the 
Colonies  to  the  Crown,  and  it  had  been 
the  declared  intention  of  successive 
Governments  to  give  the  natives  of 
India  the  samo  terms  as  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  United  Kingdom.  It  might 
be  said  that  there  were  great  difficnl- 
ties  in  holding  the  same  examination 
in  two  places  at  the  same  time.  When 
the  Committee  of  1860  sat  the  Civil 
Smrice  Commissioners,  tmder  whom 
these  examinations  were  held,  were  con- 
Boited  on  this  point ;  and  they  replied  to 
the  Committee  that,  so  far  as  they  were 
concerned  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
whatever;  it  would  bemerelynecessary  to 
amend  the  Order  in  Council  by  includiug, 
after  **  London,^'  the  words  "  Calcutta, 
Madras,  or  Bombay."  The  University 
9t  London  at  this  moment  held  an  exami- 


nation, not  only  in  many  distant  parts  of 
Her  Majesty's  Dominions,  but  in  the 
City  of  Calcutta.  In  the  speech  de- 
livered by  Mr.  Fawoett  iu  1868  he,  who 
knew  as  much  about  examinations  and  the 
mode  of  conducting  them  as  any  man 
who  ever  sat  in  that  House,  used  these 
words — 

"  There  would  be  no  diflScolty  in  carrying  out 
this  plan  ;  for  the  examination  papers  might  be 
sent  under  seal  to  India ;  and,  the  examination 
being  fixed  for  the  same  day  as  in  I^ondon,  the 
candidate's  papers  might  be  sent  home  under 
seal  and  inspected  by  the  same  Examiners,  the 
names  of  the  snccessful  candidates  at  all  four 
examinations  being  arranged  in  order  of 
merit." 

He  was  aware  that  there  might  be  some 
practical  difficulty  as  to  that  part  of  the 
examination  which  was  conducted  viva 
voce.  Although  it  gave  some  advantage 
to  people  who  spoke  more  quickly  than 
they  thought  over  people  who  thought 
more  quickly  than  they  spoke,  he  was 
aware  that  it  was  a  convenient  mode 
of  testing  the  real  knowledge  of 
a  man  who  might  be  able  to  write  a 
paper  on  a  subject  he  did  not  properly 
understand ;  but  he  could  uot  think 
that  a  great  questiou  of  policy,  as 
he  hoped  to  show  this  was,  would  be 
decided  on  that  narrow  ground, 
and  from  his  own  experience  of  com- 
petitive examinations  he  did  not  think 
that  viva  voce  played  a  very  large 
part  in  determining  the  ultimate  selec- 
tion of  a  candidate  by  the  Examiners.- 
He  had  said  he  did  not,  in  the  least,  wish 
to  interfere  with  the  duty  of  natives  of 
India  to  obtain  some  experience  in  this 
country  before  they  undertook  the  task 
of  governing  their  own.  He  had  here — 
and  he  could  promise  the  House  thia  was 
the  last  extract  he  ahould  trouble  them 
with — the  opiniou  of  a  man  whose  name 
was  highly  respected,  who  was  the  first 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  the  late 
Lord  Derby.  Lord, Derby,  speaking  as 
Lord  Stanley  in  that  House  in  the  year 
1853  about  the  proposal  to  establish  a 
sort  of  Indian  Haileybury,  used  these 
words — 

"  He  could  not  refrain  from  expressing  his 
conviction  that,  in  refusing  to  carry  on  examina- 
tions in  India  as  well  as  in  Ifli^land — a  thing 
that  was  easily  practicable— the  Governnwnt 
were,  in  fact,  negativing  that  which  they 
declared  to  be  one  of  the  principal  objects  of 
their  Bill,  and  confining  the  Civil  Hervice,  as 
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lieretofore,  to  Englishmen.  TbAt  reeult  was 
unjait,  and  he  believed  it  woald  be  most 
perniciouB." 

And  then  he  went  on  witli.that  independ- 
ence and  courage  that  so  distinguished 
him — 

"  Let  them  euppoee,  for  IiiBtaoce,  that  instead 
of  holding  thoee  exsmioations  here  in  London, 
that  they  were  to  be  held  in  Calcutta.  Well, 
how  many  EngliAmen  wonld  go  out  there 
— or  hoir  manj  wonld  send  oat  tbeir  sons, 
perhiaps,  to  spend  two  or  three  years  in  the 
cooDtry  on  the  chance  of  obtaining  an  appoint- 
ment I  KeTerthelesfi,  that  was  exactly  the 
course  proposed  to  be  adopted  towards  the 
nativee  of  India." 

He  was  not  aware  that  our  Secretaries  of 
State,  the  disttugifished  geiitlemen  who  iu 
this  country  were  respousible  for  the 
affairs  of  India,  wore  always  subjected  to 

the  preliminary  test  of  visiting  that 
country.  Lord  Kimherley  had  been  in 
many  places  in  a  more  or  less  official 
capacity,  but  he  did  uot  know  that  he  had 
ever  been  in  India;  he  did  not  know  that 
the  natives  of  ludia  had  ever  enjoyed  the 
opportunity  of  seeing  Lord  Cross,  so  that 
they  had  the  most  competent  Secretaries 
of  State  and  most  competent  Under 
Secretaries  who  had  had  no  personal 
knowledge  of  the  country  the  anairs  of 
which  they  were  responsible  for.  At 
the  same  time,  he  should  be  the  last  to 
underrate  the  advantage  native  candidates 
obtained  from  seeing  something  of  our 
institutions.  He  knew  very  well  that  they 
were  required  to  make  practical  acquaint- 
ance with  the  inside  of  our  Courts  of  Law  ; 
they  were  required  to  attend  that  august 
tribunal,  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  CounciL  There  was  no  Court  in 
the  world  that  had  snch  an  ample  and  im- 
portant jnrisdiction  ;  but  he  had  no  douht 
the  reports  of  the  judgments  could  be 
read  in  India  as  well  as  here,  and  would 
form  a  necessary  part  of  the  training  of 
every  Indian  administrator.  Hut  when  it 
came  to  what  strikes  the  eye — 

"  S^niua  irritant  animos  demissa  per  auren, 
Qaam  quse  sunt  nculis  sabjecta  fldelibus." 

After  the  native  of  India  had  seen  these 
elderly  gentlemen  sitting  round  a  table  at 
what  used  to  he  calletl  the  cock-pit,  he 
would  take  him  to  the  Guildhall,  to  see, 
as  a  more  impressive  spectacle,  an 
Alderman  in  all  his  glory,  dealing  with 
drunks  and  disorderlies.  He  did  not 
wish  to  deprive  the  natives  of  India  of 
Mr,  Paul 


the  great  privilege  of  residing  at  our 
Universities.  They  might  go  to  Oxford 
and  see  the  Indian  Institute  standing  in 
the  place  where  it  ought  not ;  they  might 
teach  Sanscrit  to  Sir  Monier  Williams, 
learn  Christianity  from  the  Master  of 
Balliol,  and  there  were  a  number  of 
other  advantages  of  which  his  Amend- 
ment would  not  deprive  them.  What  he 
wished  to  impress  upon  the  House  was 
that  by  the  scheme  which  he  proposed  in 
his  Amendment  no  native  of  India  would 
be  relieved  from  any  part  of  the  duties 
incumbent  upon  him  now  of  submitting 
himself  to  a  residence  and  training  in 
this  country  before  he  could  fill  the 
humblest  post  in  the  Service  of  the 
Crown  in  India.  But  he  ought,  in  can- 
dour, to  say  that  since  the  Committee  of 
1860  an  independent  Commission  sat  on 
the  same  subject  in  Calcutta,  aud  arrived 
at  a  somewhat  different  conclusion.  It 
was  a  Commission  over  which  Sir 
Charles  Aitchison  presided,  and  which 
reported  in  1887.  Amongst  other  sub- 
jects considered  was  that  of  holding 
simultaneous  examinations  in  England 
and  India.  The  Commissioners  reported 
against  the  scheme.  Their  reasons  were,  as 
it  seemed  to  him,  extremely  simple  ;  in 
number  they  were  two,  in  cbai*acter  they 
were  mutually  destructive.  The  first 
reason  they  gave  was  that  the  system 
of  education  in  India  was  not  sufficiently 
advanced  to  afibrd  the  requisite  training. 
Well,  he  should  have  thought  that  was 
an  evil  that  could  be  provided  for,  because 
if  these  candidates  were  not  well  prepared 
they  would  not  pass.  The  second  reason 
was  that  the  stimulus  giveu  to  the 
system  of  education  in  India  would  lead 
to  a  danger  of  cramming.  But  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Examiner  to  defeat  the 
crammer,  and  he  was  not  worth  bis  salt 
if  he  could  uot  detect  the  difference 
between  a  candidate  who  really  knew 
aud  one  who  only  pretended  to  know. 
He  knew  there  had  been  of  late  years 
a  dead  set  made  against  competitive 
examinations,  which  had  been  instituted 
for  the  Civil  Service  by  one  of  the  most  dis- 
tinguished Uembers  of  the  Conservative 
Party  (Sir  Staffoid  Northcote)  and  a 
distinguished  Member  of  the  Liberal 
Party  (Sir  Charles  Trevelyan).  He 
also  knew  that  the  enemies  of  this  system 
of  competitive  examination  were  in- 
competent teachers,  incapable  examiners, 
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prigs,   pedaDts   and   professors,  impu- 
dent  jobbers,    and  the    parents  and 
guardians  of  idle  boys.    But  this  system 
of  competitive  examination,  in  all  its 
horrors,  was  applied  to  the  natiresof  India, 
and   was  only  barred  by  a  test  which 
an    infinitesimal    number   were  able 
to  snrmoant.     There  were  two  main 
ai^^aments  against  his  proposition,  and 
he  should  be  sorry  to  say  that  either  of 
them  was  dishonest ;  but  one  was,  un- 
doubtedly, honest,  and,  if  he  might,  he 
would  t>egia  with  the  other.    The  other 
argument   was   that  it  was  a  positive 
fltimnlus  to  the  natives  of  India — that  it 
really  encouraged  them   to   enter  our 
service  and  take  part  in  the  government 
of  their  own  country  if  they  were  com- 
pelled, on  the  mere  nhance  of  obtaining 
an  appoiDtment,  to  expatriate  themselves 
for  several  years,  and  subject  themselves 
to  eonsiderahte  expense  in  the  hope  of 
obtaining  ultimate  success.    He  did  not 
think  that  argument  could  be  maintained 
in  tliat  House.    The  other  argument — 
the  honest  argument — was  that  we  did 
not  want   the  natives  of  India  in  the 
Civil   Service  at  all.    That  argumerrt 
coald  not  be  reasonably  maintained,  as 
it  was  contrary  to  the  law  of  the  laud, 
sod  the  Queen^B  Proclamation  ;  contrary 
to  the  promises  given  to  the  natives,  to 
the  policy   that  had  always  beeu  laid 
down  by  every  Groveruor  General  and 
every  Secretary  of  State.    It  might  be 
said  they  had  no  objection  to  a  few  men 
being  admitted  under  certain  conditions, 
bat  they  objected  to  the  Civil  Service 
being    flooded.     He  did  not  think  it 
showed  a  very  great  reliance  upon  the 
vigour  and  powers  of  our  own  country- 
men to    assume   that    they  would  be 
defeated  in  this  wholesale  manuer  by  the 
natives  of  India.    But  if  that  were  an 
obiection  it  ought  to  be  met  in  a  straight- 
forward manner  by  saying  there  were 
poste  which  tfaay  could  not  confer  upon 
natives,  or  that  there  were  limits  beyond 
which  they  could  not  permit  the  natives 
of   India  to  go ;  they  should  not  say 
that  the  Civil  Service  was  jast  as  much 
open  to  them  as  to  Englishmen,  and  then 
impose  npon  the  uatives  of  India  con- 
ditions which  we  would  not  for  a  moment 
submit  to  ourselves.    It  had  been  said 
that  the  characters  of  the  natives  of  India 
iHio  -wen  most  successful  in  passing 
'examinations  were  not  such  as  to  fit 


them  for  high  administrative  posts  ;  but 
a  certain  number  of  them  had  attained  to 
positions  of  responsibitity,  and  the  Com- 
mission of  1887  said  that  they  had  dis- 
charged their  duties  with  satisfaction  to 
their  superiors  and  to  those  with  whom 
they  had  had  to  deal.  In  the  prospectoa 
it  was  said  that  candidates  must  be  men 
of  good  moral  character  and  able  to  per- 
form journeys  on  horseback,  which  meant 
that  they  must  be  able  to  ride  and  to 
speak  the  truth — a  version  of  the  whole 
duty  of  man  which  was  a  good  deal  more 
ancient  than  their  rule  in  India,  and  which 
was  of  Eastern,  and  not  of  Western, 
origin.  What  he  wanted  to  impress  upon 
his  Indian  fellow-subjects — what  they 
ought  to  impress — was  that  the  system 
which  they  atlopted  was  one  which,  in 
accordance  with  British  declarations, 
gave  them  fair  play.  But,  unfortunately, 
the  policy  was  one  of  professing  to  give 
places  and  opportunities  to  the  natives, 
which  were,  iu  fact,  given  to  others  and 
not  to  them.  As  far  as  he  had  been  able 
to  ascertain,  out  of  nearly  1,000  members 
of  the  Co  veuantedCivllService  there  were 
not  20  natives — 11  in  Bengal,  two  iu 
Madras,  one  in  Bombay,  and  two  or  moro 
elsewhere.  If  this  were  the  result  of 
competition  with  equal  treatment  for  all, 
no  one  could  complain  ;  but  it  was  the 
result  of  holding  examinations  only  in 
London,  where,  of  course,  the  majority  of 
the  Indian  candidates  were  unabb  to 
appear.  There  was  a  portion  of  the 
Civil  Service  not  open  to  competition, 
not  fenced  round  with  any .  safe^iiar.l 
against  abuse,  but  left  to  the  selection  of 
the  Governor  General  and  liia  advl^iers  ; 
and  the  Commiesiouof  1887  uuivninDUsly 
condemned  the  results  of  this  method  of 
selection,  whereas  they  reported  favo:ir- 
ably  upon  those  natives  who  haJ  been 
admitted  to  the  Service  under  the  system 
of  open  competition.  If  the  syiftem  of 
selection  was  unsuecessfal  in  181i7,  the 
state  of  matters  must  be  worse 
now.  He  knew  there  were  objec- 
tions— strong  objections — 'to  em  ploying 
natives  of  one  part  of  India  in  another 
part  of  it.  But  those  ol>jection<t  could 
be  met  by  necessary  regulations ;  and 
were  no  argument  against  th^  main 
propositiou.  He  did  not  want  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  unneces- 
sarily. He  hoped  that  other  hon.  Gentle-* 
men  would  take  part  in  the  Debate 
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after  iiis  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Finsbury  (Mr.  Naoroji)  had  seconded 
the  Motion — a  gentleman,  he  might  eay, 
who  was  better  acquainted  with  the  sub- 
ject than  he  was.    He  hoped  to  hear 
the  views  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Uoder  Secretary  of  State  for  India.  He 
was  anxious  to  learn  the  line  of  action  he 
would  pursue— whether  he  would  regard 
the  present  system  as  the  best  or  whether 
he  would  say  that  there  might  be  a  better 
system.    But  he  looked  with  special 
interest  to  the  words  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Finsbury,  who,  as  a  native 
of  India,  with   special   knowledge  of 
Indian  requirements  in  this  as  in  other 
respects,  would  deal  with  the  question 
of  policy  and   its   effects.     His  hon. 
Friend  could  tell  them  much  that  would 
be  valuable  with  regard  to  the  National 
Congress  which  had  met  in  India  for  seven 
years  past,  imd  at  every  meeting  of  which 
a  resolution  had  been  passed  in  favour  of 
the  views  embodied  in  this  Amendment. 
His  hon.  Friend  would  address  them  as 
one   of   the   Indian    subjects    of  the 
Queen — the  first  who  had  ever  taken  his 
seat  in  the  HouE^e  of  Commons.  It  was,  so 
doubt,  very  desirable  that  members  of  the 
Indian  Civil  Service  should  come  here 
to  associate  with   the  best  classes  of 
Englishmen,  Scotchmen,  and  Irishmen  ; 
but  if  they  required  instmction  and 
training  in  the  art  of  government,  they 
could  not  derive  it  from  a  better  source 
than  from  the  members  of  that  great  ad- 
ministrative system  in  India,  of  which  they 
were  so  justly  proud,  and  which,  by  the 
splendour  of  its  services,  but  above  all  by 
the  spirit  of  justice  which  animated  it  from 
top  to  bottom,  had  enhanced  the  name, and 
the  fame,  and  the  honour  of  Great  Britain 
in  every  portion  of  the  Empire  and  every 
nation  of  the  world.    He  concluded  by 
moving  the  Resolution. 

•Mr.  NAOBOJI  (Finsbury,  Central) 
saidf  he  had  to  speak  to  a  specific 

Resolution,  and,  if  he  did  not  dwell  on 
the  great  good  India  had  received  from 

England,  it  was  not  because  he  ignored 
it.  He  only  wished  he  had  the  pleasant 
task  of  describing  all  the  blessings 
England  had  confeired  upon  India  ;  but, 
at  present,  he  must  confine  himself  to 
-  this  acknowledgment  aud  proceed  to  the 
subject  in  hand.  The  present  appeal 
was  not  made  to  one  Party  or  the  other, 
Jifr.  Paul 


but  it  was  made  to  the  whole  House  ;  it 
was  not  a  question  of  Party,  for  he  felt 
that  the  natives  of  India  had  as  much, 
reason  to  be  grateful  to  Conservatives  oa 
the  other  sideas  to  Liberals  on  his  own  side 
of  the  House.  It  was  to  the  Conservatives 
they  owed  the  Proclamation  of  the 
Queen  in  1858  and   as  Empress  of 
India  in  1877,  and  to  ^em  they  owed 
other  services.     He  appealed  to  the 
whole  House  upon  the  merits  of  the 
case.      The   question  simply   was,  as- 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Mover  of  the  Resolu- 
tion  had  told  them,  one  as  to  promises 
given  by  Parliament  aud  the  British 
people  to  the  people  of  ludia.  Sixty 
years  ago  it  was  distinctly  laid  dowu 
by   Act   of  Parliament — and    in  the 
interval  the  pledge  and  promise  had  beea 
repeated  several  times — that  in  India 
there  should  be  no  distinction  of  race^ 
class,  or  creed,  but  that  all  should  be 
admitted   equally,  according   to  their 
qualifications,  to  the  Service  of  the 
Crown.    The  pledge  had  been  repeated 
on  the  renewal  of  the  Company's  Charter, 
on  the  transference  of  India  to  the  CrowHy 
or  the  assumption  by  the  Queen  of  the 
title  of  Empress  ;  and,  again,  on  the 
celebration  of  the  Queen's  J  ubilee.  These 
pledges  and  promises  had  been  intention- 
ally broken  over  aud  over  again.  The 
Committee  of  1860  acknowledged  the 
failures,  aud  they  had  been  emphatically 
acknowledged  by  the  Duke  of  Argyll 
when,  in  proposing  the  clause  in  the  Act 
of  1870,  he  said — 

"  We  have  not  fulfilled  our  duty  or  the 
promiBes  and  eagagements  which  we  have 
mada." 

What  was  the  reason  for  the  breaking  of 
these  pledgee  ?  He  (Mr.  Naoroji)  wa& 
the  last  person  in  the  world  to  impute 
motives.  He  had  the  greatest  respect 
and  admiration  ifor  the  character  of  the 
English  people;  he  had  lived  among 
them  for  a  long  time,  and  he  was  prottd 
of  being  a  British  subject.  Still,  he  must 
say  that  the  natives  of  India  had  not 
been  fairly  treated  in  this  matter.  At 
the  first  National  Congress  one  of  the 
speakers  read  au  extract  from  a  con- 
fidential Minute  of  Lord  Lytton  which 
explained  why  the  promises  given  to  the 

Eeople  of  India  had  not  been  fulfilled, 
ord  Lytton  said  that  a  native  once  ad- 
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mitted  to  Govenimeut  employment  was 
entitled  to  expect  and  claim  appoiut- 
nteate  in  the  fair  course  of  promotion  to 
the  highest  post  in  the  Service.  He 
said — 

"The  Act  of  Parliament  is  no  undefinal,  and 
indefinite  obli^tiona  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment  of  (ndia  towards  its  native  subjects  are  so 
obviooslj  dangerous,  that  no  sooner  was  the 
Act  pMsed  than  the  Uovernment  began  to 
derise  means  for  practically  evading  the  fal- 
filment  of  it.  Under  the  terms  of  the  Act, 
wMch  are  studied  and  laid  to  heart  by  that 
increasing  class  of  educated  natives,  whose 
dmlopment  the  Gorermnent  encourages  with- 
out faeGig  able  to  satisfy  the  aspirations  of  its 
diitijig  members,  eweaj  aoch  native,  if  once 
■dmitted  to  Government  employment  in  \ioet8  . 
prefkrasly  reaerved  to  the  Covenanted  Service, 
is  eotitJed  to  expect  and  claim  appointment 
in  the  fair  coarse  of  promotion  to  the  highest 
post  in  that  Service.  We  all  know  that  these 
chums  and  expectations  never  can  or  will  be 
fulfilled.  We  have  had  to  choose  between  pro- 
Ubfting  them  and  cheating  them,  and  we  nave 
cboeen  the  least  atiaightforward  course.  The 
apidication  to  natives  of  the  competitive  ez- 
uuination  system  as  conducted  in  England,  and 
the  recent  reduction  in  the  age  at  which  candi- 
dites  can  compete,  are  all  so  many  deliberate 
tai  transparent  subterfuges  for  stul^ying  the 
let  and  redadag  it  to  a  deail  letter.  Since  I 
un  writing  confidentially,  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
ny  that  both  the  Ooveroments  of  England  and 
of  ladia  appear  to  me  up  to  the  present  moment 
Qiuble  to  answer  satisfactorily  the  chaige  of 
hsTing  taken  every  means  in  their  power  of 
breaking  to  the  heart  the  words  of  promise 
they  had  uttered  to  the  ear." 

He  (Mr.  Naoroji)  did  not  and  would  not 
believe  that  the  people,  the  Farliameat, 
and  the  Sovereign  had  played  this 
^DoUe  part.  He  was  siire  thej  were 
muere  in  their  desire  for  a  policy  of 
jostice  and  in  their  pledges.  It  was 
the  Executive  Indian  Gorernmeiits  who 
were  guilty  of  these  subterfuges  and 
unworthy  and  uo-English  means. 
Now,  he  could  not  admit  that  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Snglaud  passed  Acts  with 
hypocrisy  and  did  not  mean  what  they 
nid.  But  it  was  an  unf(ntanate  foot 
that  no  sooner  were  Acts  passed  favoar- 
ing  the  Indian  population  than  means 
were  devised  to  prevent  them  from  derir- 
in^  benefit  from  them.  Under  the  Act  of 
1833  Indians  were  entitled  to  claim  ap- 
pointments, with  chance  of  promotion  to 
lint  highest  grade  io  the  Service.  Every 
means  in  the  power  of  the  authorities  had 
been  used  to  break  this  word  of  promise 
ud  aiake  Act  a  dead  letter.  He  did  not 
waiti  to  quote  L<»d  Macaulay ;  but  he 
I 

I 
I 


would  remind  the  House  that,  in  his 

speecli  iu  1833,  that  great  man  had  fully 
commented  ou  the  object)*  and  Kngtish 
policy  of  the  system  of  the  treatment  of 
India  from  every  point  of  view,  and  he 
said  the  path  of  duty  was  the  path  of 
honour  and  prosperity.  He  called  the 
clause  in  the  Act  of  1833 — 

**That  wise,  that  benevolent,  that  noble 
clanse." 

And  said — 

"  That  to  the  last  day  of  my  life  I  shall  be 
proud  of  having  been  one  of  those  who  assisted 
in  the  framing  of  the  Bill  which  contains  that 
clanse." 

There  were  Proclamations  by  the  Queeo 
declaring  over  and  over  again  what 
the  policy  of  this  country  to  the  natives 
of  India  should  be ;  but  when  the 
gross  cormption  and  oppression  of  the 
last  century  were  swept  away,  its  spirit 
unfortunately  survived.  The  Anglo- 
Indian  system  had  made  use  of  evonr 
subterfuge  to  defeat  those  Acts.  He 
would  give  another  instance.  When  the 
Act  of  1870  was  passed  it  was  ignored, 
and  allowed  to  remain  a  dead  letter  till 
1878,  which  was  very  discreditable^ 
because  the  decisions  of  Parliament 
ought  to  be  obeyed  and  enforced.  At 
that  time  they  had  the  good  fortune 
to  have  as  Secretary  of  State  Lord 
Cranbrook,  who  put  pressure  on  the 
Indian  Government  to  have  the  Act 
of  1870  carried  out,  and  they  were 
obliged  to  make  certain  rules  ;  but  those 
rules  were  so  constructed  and  interpreted 
that,  instead  of  carrying  out  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Act,  they  brought  discredit 
upon  it.  The  appointments  were  then 
begun,  and  went  ou.  But  the  Anglo- 
Indians  could  not  bear  this,  and  an  op- 
position btu^t  out  against  the  Ilbert  Bill. 
Then  they  had  Lord  Hartingfon  (now 
Duke  of  Devonshire),  who  had  the  sagacity 
to  understand  the  secret  of  the  agitation 
against  the  Ilbert  Bill,  and  who  did  not 
hesitate  to  declare  that  it  arose  from  ^e 
jealousy  of  the  non-official  class  of 
Europeans,  who  thotight  that  all  the 
appointments  ought  to  be  reserved  for 
them.    He  said — 

"  I  could  quote  passages  in  letters  in  the  Indian 
papers  in  which  it  is  admitted  that  the  agitation 
was  directed  against  the  policy  of  the  Home 
Government  in  providing  appointments  for 
native  civilians  while  there  are  many  Europeans 
witiiont  appointments." 
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H««  tfaej  had  the  whole  idea.  It  was 
one  of  selfishness,  without  regard  to  the 
name  or  fame  or  faouonr  of  the  British 

people.  IndiaDsmustbeexcludedfrom fair 
representation  and  share  in  the  administra- 
tion of  their  country,  and  Englishmen  must 
fill  all  posts.  They  could  form  some 
idea  of  what  the  policy  meaut  if  they 
referred  to  the  statement  of  the  present 
Commissioner  for  Burmali,  who  said  that 
Englishmen  wanted  employment  for  their 
boys.  That  was  the  entire  policy  of 
the  system  now  in  operation.  The 
Viceroy,  at  the  time  when  the  Queen 
assumed  the  title  of  Empress  of 
India,  speaking  in  the  name  of  the 
British  people  and  the  British  Sovereign 
from  the  Throne  of  the  Mogul,  assured 
India  before  the  whole  world—  ' 

"  But  TOu,  the  natives  at  India,  whatever  your 
race,  and  whatever  yoar  creed,  have  a  recoguised 
claim  to  share  largely  with  your  Snglish 
fellow-Bubjecte,  acconling  to  your  capacity  for 
the  task,  in  the  administTatioii  of  the  country 
you  inhabit.  This  claim  is  founded  on  the 
highest  justice.  It  has  been  repeatedly  at^rmed 
by  British  and  Indian  statesmen,  and  by  the 
l^slation  of  the  Imperial  i'arliament.  It  is 
recognised  by  the  Qoveroment  of  India  as 
binding  on  its  honour,  and  consistent  with  all 
the  aims  of  its  policy." 

Yet  a  year  afterwards  the  same  Viceroy 
told  us  what  the  real  policy  and  spirit  of 
the  Indian  Government  was  in  the 
Minute  which  he  had  already  read — to  use 
every  subterfuge  to  thwart  and  defeat 
Acts  of  Parliament  and  Proclamations 
of  the  Sovereign  and  the  people.  The 
Indian  Government  adopted  a  policy 
exactly  the  reverse  of  that  thus  declared 
from  the  Throne  of  the  Moguls.  The 
policy  of  the  people  and  the  Parliament 
of  England  was  undoubtedly,  "  Be  just 
and  fear  not ;  "  the  policy  of  the  Anglo- 
Indian  system  was,  "  Fear  and  be  un- 
just." The  House  had  now  to  determine 
whether  the  declarations  made  in  the 
name  of  God  and  before  the  world  were, 
by  means  of  every  deliberate  subterfuge, 
to  be  made  dead  letters,  or  whether  the 
Parliament  and  people  of  this  country 
meant  what  they  said  ?  He  appealed  to 
the  Hoase  to  take  the  matter  into  their 
serious  consideration ;  he  asked  them 
once  for  all  to  be  honest ;  and,  if  they 
really  meant  that  the  declarations  they 
had  made  were  to  be  so  many  shams  and 
delusions,  let  it  be  distinctly  proobumed 
Mr.  Kaoroji 


to  the  world  that  they  had  been  acting 
hypocritically.  For  the  good  name  of  the 
British  people,  and  in  order  that  theirpower 
might  rest  upon  the  strongest  fouudatiou 
of  the  contentment  of  the  people,  he 
asked    the    House    to     act  honestly 
and  justly.    lu  doing  so  they  would  lay 
a  foundation  which  would  be  unshakable 
for  ever.    If  the  feeling  that  they  had 
been     intentionally    and  deliberately 
cheated  was  once  introduced  into  the 
hearts  of  the  people  of  India,  he  would 
only  weep  for  them  as  w^l  as  be  sorry 
for  the  British  power.    The  British 
people  had  a  great  mission  to  perform, 
and  the  prosperity  and  progress  of  India 
would  be  to  them  as  beneficial  as  it  would 
be  glorious.    The  idea  that  Indiaus  were 
uot  capable  of  taking  a  due  and  proper 
share  in  the  goverumeut  of  the  country 
had  been  refuted  by  his  hon.  Friend. 
He  was  himself  as  anxious  as  anybody 
else  could  be  that  those  who  occupied, 
posts  in  the  higher  administration  of 
India  should  have  the  opportunity  of 
spending  at  least  a  year  or  two  in  this 
country  and  becoming  familiar  with  the 
spirit  and  pluck  of  the  English  nation 
before  they  went  out  there  and  worked 
with  English  colleagues.    What  he  sug- 
gested was  that  which  was  recommended 
by  the   Committee   of  i860 — namely, 
that  the  first  competitive  examiuatlon  by 
which  candidates  were  selected  should 
take  place  both  in  India  and  England, 
and  that  those  selected  at  the  examina- 
tion should  pass  the  subsequent  examina- 
tions in  this  country.    The  excuse  could 
not  then  be  made  that  the  candidates 
would  not  have  a  sufficiently  good  train- 
ing in  this  country.    Besides  the  Cove- 
nanted Civil  Service  there  were  the  other 
Civil  Services — the    Eiigiueerinp,  the 
Telegraph,  and  the  Forest  Services — for 
which  also  examinations  were  held  in 
England  alone.    The  first  competitive 
examinations  for  these  Services  were 
only  of  a  general  character — and  these 
examinations  should  be  held  simultane- 
ously both  in  India  and  England.  And 
after  the  successful  candidates  are  selected 
they  would  come  to  be  educated  in  this 
conutry  in  their  respective  subjects  for 
two  or  three  years.    Thus  the  object  of 
the  training  in  this  country  would  be 
completely   attained.      If   the  Indian 
Government  would  only  once  for  all  oaat 
away  that  timidity  and  selfishness  which. 
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bad  been  inherited  from  past  ceuturiea, 
ud  would  make  up  their  miuds  to  fulfil 
hooestlj  and  hooourably  the  pledges 
which  had  been  given  to  the  people  of 
India  for  60  years  coQtiauously,  and  to 
faithfully  giv  >  effect  to  the  Act  of  1833, 
both  India  and  England  would  be  bleesed 
and  benefited.  He  appealed  to  the  good 
faith,  to  the  sense  of  hoaour,  and  to  the 
sense  of  fairness  and  justice  which  the 
British  GoTemment  had  always  pro- 
claimed as  being  the  only  principle  by 
which  they  were  guided  in  their  relations 
with  the  natives  of  India,  and  he  asked 
the  House  to  assent  to  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  ont  from  the  word  *'  That,"  to  the 
end  oC  the  Question,  in  onler  to  add  the  words 
open  competit>e  Bxaminations  heretofore 
held  in  England  alone  for  appoiatments  to  the 
(Svil  Services  of  India  shall  henceforth  be  heli 
smnltaneously  both  in  India  and  England, 
acb  Examinations  in  both  countries  being 
Uentical  in  their  nature,  and  all  who  compet'e 
faesg  finally  clasufled  in  one  list  accoitlinf^  to 
writ."— (-T/r.  Paul,) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  ont  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

•Gexehal  Sib  G.  CHESNEY  (Ox- 
ford) said,  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
moved  the  Amendment  commenceil  liis 
speech  somewhat  unfortunately  by  quot- 
ing from  some  State  Paper  of  the  year 
1860.  For  all  practical  purposes,  as 
regarded  the  Administration  of  India,  be 
might  just  as  well  have  quoted  from  a 
State  Paper  of  the  Reign  of  Queen  Anne, 
because  during  the  last  30  years  a  com- 
plete and  thoroughly  drastic  administra- 
tive change  had  takeu  place  in  India. 
The  hon.  Gentlemau  had,  of  course  un- 
witdnglj,  misled  the  House  by  one 
statement  be  made.  He  had  said  some- 
thing to  the  effect  that  at  present  the 
natiTea  of  India  were  excluded  from 
almost  every  appointment.  As  a 
natter  of  fact,  at  the  present  time, 
practically  the  whole  Civil  Service  of 
the  country  was  occupied  by  the  natives 
of  India.  The  natives  had  almost  all 
the  judicial  appointments,  and  a  very 
huge  share  of  the  Executive  appoint- 
neotfl  of  the  country. 

*Mb.  FAUL  said,  that  what  he  had 
■wuit  to  make  clear  was  that  the  immense 


majority  of  the  natives  were  practically 
excluded  from  the  competitive  examina- 
tion for  appointments  to  the  Civil 
Services. 

General  Sir  G.  CHESNEY  said, 
that  if  he  had  had  no  Indiau  experience 
he  should  certaiuly  have  gone  away 
with  the  impression,  after  what  the  hon. 
Member  bad  said,  that  the  whole  of  the 
civil  offices  in  India  were  held  by  Eng- 
lishmen, and  that  natives  were  excluded. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  whole  of  the 
Judicial  Service,  with  the  exeeptiou  of  a 
very  few  reserved  appointments,  were 
held  by  the  natives  of  India ;  all  the 
subordinate  Executire  appointments  were 
held  by  them,  and  all  the  clerical  appoint- 
ments in  the  different  pulillc  Departments 
to  which  we  iu  this  couutry  attached  the 
title  of  "  Civil  Service  "  were  held  by 
them.  But  what  the  House  had  to  deal 
with  on  thepreseutoccasion  was  the  higher 
and  more  important  administrative  Ser- 
vice, which,  in  fact,  conducted  the  Oo- 
verument  of  India.  The  officers  com- 
posing this  rere  altogether,  he  believed, 
less  tlian  700  in  number.  When  the 
hon.  Member  spoke  of  the  Queen's 
Proclamation  of  1858  as  being  the 
Charter  by  which  the  natives  of  India 
were  justly  entitled  to  share  in  the 
higher  and  reserved  offices,  he  seemed 
to  give  the  House  to  uuder-staud  that  the 
pteilge  giveu  iu  the  QueeirA  Proclamation 
hail  been  violated.  But  the  hon.  Member 
did  not  state  the  most  important  condi- 
tion, which  was  that  no  person  should,  by 
reason  of  his  race  or  religion,  be  excluded 
from  any  office  whatever  for  which  he  was 
fit.  That  was  the  real  questiou  at  issue. 
It  was  not  a  question  between  English- 
men and  Indians,  but  between  fitness  and 
unfitness. 

Mr.  PAUL :  I  quoted  the  very 
words. 

General  Sir  G.  CHESNEY  said, 
he  did  not  gather  that  the  hon.  Member 
laid  any  stress  on  the  question  of  fitness, 
on  which  the  whole  matter  turned.  The 
queetiooat  issue  was  whether  the  number 
of  Englishmen  now  serving  in  India  was 
in  excess  of  the  necessities  of  the  country, 
and  whether  proper  facilities  in  pursuance 
of  the  pledge  that  had  been  given  were 
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offered  to  the  people  of  India  for  euteriiig 
the  Service  ?  As  to  tlie  question  of  com- 
petitive examination,  be  might  be  allowed 
to  say  that  hu  had  beeu  from  his  first 
entrauce  into  the  Public  Service  a  strong 
advocate  of  the  principle  of  unlimited 
competitiou.     He  had   the   honour  to 
belong  to  a  brauch  of  the  Service,  the 
Boyal  Engineers,  which  was,  he  believed, 
the  very  first  into  which  the  competitive 
system  was  introduced,  and  he  had  seen  the 
greatest  possible  advantage  resulting  to 
that  Service  from  its  introduction.  During 
the  last  10  years,  in  which  he  had  been 
employed  partly  under  the  Government  of 
India  and  partly  as  a  Member  of  that  Go- 
vernment, be  had  occupied  himself  very 
largely  iu  introducing  the  principle  of  com- 
petition into  all  the  clerical  Departments 
of  the  Indian  Public  Service.    He  might 
claim  the  merit  of  having  introduced  and 
carried  through  a  system  of  unlimited 
competition  in  all  the  clerical  offices 
under  the  Government  of  India.    As  re- 
garded the  higher  Civil  Service  in  India, 
to  his  mind  the  greatest  possible  benefit 
had  been  derived  from  the  application 
of  the  competitive  system  to  that  Service. 
He  might  be  allowed  to  allude  particu- 
larly to  the  case  of  the  members  of  the 
Civil  Service  who  came  from  Ireland. 
He  had  in  that  Service  many  personal 
friends,  to  some  of  whom  be  was  opposed 
in  politics,  but  to  whose  great  abilities  and 
capacity  for  administration  he  desired  to 
testify.   They  had  eutered  the  Service 
through  channels  which  iu  former  years 
were  closed  to  men  from  Irelaud,  and  he 
gladly  recognised  what  a  very  large  field 
in  the  future  India  offered  for  Irishmen 
of  ability.    Holding  this  opinion  as  to  the 
merits  of  the  competitive  system,  he,  never- 
theless, was  not  prepared  to  admit  that  for 
the  purpose  of  choosing  Indian  adminis- 
trators from  the  people  of  India  it  was 
neceesarily  the  best  or  even  a  suit- 
able  system.     In   this   country  the 
assumption  might  fairly  be  made  that 
while    any    number   of   young  men 
brought  up  in  the  same  way  might  be 
intellectually   different   physically  and 
morally  they  would  be  very  much  on  a 
par.    If,  therefore,  we  applied  the  com- 
petitive system  of  examination  to  them 
we  lost  nothing  of  the  physical  and 
moral  capacity,  but  we  gained  much  in 
the  superior  mental  capacity  which  was 
obtained  for  our  services.     But  that 
General  Sir  G.  Cketney 


notion,  as  applied  to  India,  would  be 
absolutely  delusory.    In  India  there  was 
no   similarity  betweeu    the  moral  and 
intellectual    conditions    such    as  was 
to   be  found   in   England.    In  India 
we  had,  on  the  one  hand,  a  class  who 
crowded  into  the  Government  Colleges, 
and  who  were  intellectually  very  acute, 
and  who  had  extraordinary  powers  of 
assimilation  of  book-work,  but  whose 
capacity  for  governing  their  fellow-men 
hsid  yet  to  be  proved.    The  great  Pro- 
vince   of    Bengal,   the    richest,  most 
populous,  and  most  important  Province 
in  India,  conUined  70,000,000  of  people, 
and  yet  amongst  them  he  believed  not 
one  single  soldier  was  to  be  found.  He 
did  not  wish  to  say  anything  against  his 
Bengalee  friends ;  but  he  thought  that 
when  it  was  found  that  in  a  great  country 
as  large  as  France,  and  more  densely 
populated,  there  was  not  to  be  found 
one  single  man  who  gave  any  evidence 
of  a  desire  for  a  military  career  the  pre- 
sumption was  that  the  people  were,  at 
any  rate,  wanting  in  some  of  the  peculiar 
attributes  which  had  made  the  English 
nation  what   it  was.     Ho  would  go 
further.    Amongst  those  70,000,000  of 
people  not  one  successful  administrator 
had   been   produced.     ["  Oh  I  "]  He 
made  the  statement  without  the  slightest 
hesitation.    We  had  a  great  number  of 
highly  respectable  officials,  mostly  in 
subordinate  positions;  but  if  ve  went 
back  to  the  history  of  India  before  the 
English  came  on  the  scene  we  did  not 
find  a  single  instance  of   a  Bengalee 
having  risen  to  any  position  of  eminence. 
The  men  who  conquered  and  governed 
India  before  we  came  there  were  men  of 
a  class  who  were  still  highly  respected 
by  the  people  of  India,  and  to  whom  the 
people  of  India  looked  upon  as  their 
natural  rulers,  but  who  would  not  have  a 
chance  in  a  competitive  examination. 
The  people  of  India,  as  a  whole,  would 
regaM  with  the  greatest  facnror  and  in- 
dignation a  system  by  which  they  would 
have  imposed  upon  them  administrators 
who  were  chosen  by  open  competition 
alone.    Some  people  talked  of  the  people 
of  India  as  if  they  were  a  nation.  They 
were  a  congeries  of  nations,  separated 
from   each   other   by  race,  by  blood, 
by  language,  by  physical  position,  iu 
some  cases  by  religion,  and,  more  than 
all,    by    political    feeling.  Nothing 
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would  be  more  distasteful  to  the  most 
important  of  these  peoples  than  to  have 
placed  OTer  them  administrators  belonging 
to  a  race  which  they  regarded  as  in- 
ferior to  their  own.  A  very  hostile 
feeling  between  them  still  existed  even 
at  this  moment,  although  kept  dowo 
by  the  Pax  Britannica.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  we  must  necesaarily 
accept  these  prejudices  and  act  upon 
them  entirely ;  bittiheaid  say  thatwe  must 
take  reasonable  precautions  that  the  men 
we  chose  to  govern  the  country  had  the 
moral  qualities  reqnired  in  rulers  of  men. 
One  of  the  very  first  of  these  qualities 
was  to  be  found  in  the  readiness  of  a 
man  to  give  np  his  caste  prejodioes  and 
to  take  a  Toyage  to  England.  This 
qtioion  was  shared  by  everybody  who 
ud  been  connected  with  the  Government 
of  India.  Too  great  a  value  could 
bardly  be  set  on  the  moral  aud  mental 
«dDcatioD  imparted  to  the  native  of  India 
▼bo  came  to  England  and  spent  three  or 
I<nr  years  at  one  of  our  Universities. 
He  had  had  the  pleasure  of  meeting  at 
Oxford  at  different  times  young  men  who 
haA  been  sent  there  from  India  for 
educational  purposes,  and  he  recognised 
that  they  had  gone  back  fit  to  take  a 
poaitton  in  the  Civil  Service  which  they 
hsd  not  been  fit  to  occupy  before.  The 
hoQ.  Member  had  said  that^  whilst  the 
candidates  ought  to  be  required  to  come 
to  England,  the  preliminary  examination 
should  take  place  in  India.  The  term 
*^  [tteliminary  examination  "  had  a  some- 
what delusive  aspect  in  this  connec- 
tion, because  it  was  applied  in  the 
case  of  the  Army  competitions  to 
what  wsA  really  not  an  examina- 
tion, but  only  a  small  eliminating  test. 
The  **  preliminary  examination  "  referred 
to  by  the  bon.  Member  opposite  was 
jvactically  the  final  examination,  and 
included  a  viva  voce  examination  to  which 
the  Government  of  India  attached  a  very 
high  value.  They  said  it  was  quite  im- 
possible to  hold  simultaneous  viv&  voce 
examinations  in  different  places  which 
thould  be  of  equal  value  as  tests.  He 
vnold  read  a  short  extract  from  an 
opinion  which  had  been  expressed  on  the 
point  by  the  Government  of  India.  He 
nught  observe  that  the  Grovemment  of 
lo^  which  was  responsible  for  the 
good  administration  of  the  country,  had, 
peihaps,  M  strong  an  interest  iu  the 


efficiency  of  the  Public  Service  as  any 
boo.  Member  of  the  House.  By  going 
to  India  a  man  did  not  lose  his 
sense  of  public  duty  or  his  sense  <rf 
patriotism.  He  gained  additional  know- 
ledge of  Uie  enormous  responsibility  at- 
taching to  the  Civil  Service,  and  it  was 
to  be  hoped  that  there  was  no  hon. 
Member  who  considered  that  experience 
aud  the  good  judgment  derived  from  it  were 
disqualifications  for  forming  an  opinion. 
Well,  what  was  said  by  the  Government  of 
India  on  the  point  to  which  he  had  just 
referred  ?  He  would  quote  from  the 
Despatch  sending  home  the  Report  of 
the  Public  Service  Commission  of  1**87 
— a  Commission  presided  over  by  a 
former  Governor  of  the  Punjaub,  Sir 
Charles  Aitchison — and  a  more  appro* 
priate  appointment  could  not  have 
been  made.  The  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site had  spokeu  of  the  Commission 
as  though  it  were  composed  of  Anglo- 
Indians,  but  such  was  not  the  case.  It  was 
composed  of  some  members  of  the  Public 
Service,  of  some  natives,  and  others.  As 
to  whether  the  examinations  should  be 
held  simultaneously  in  England  and  India 
or  only  in  England  the  Commission  re- 
ported— 

"  The  CommiMion  decides  that  it  is  inexpedient 
to  hold  an  examination  in  India  ainmltaneooal  j 
with  the  examination  in  London.  The  Com- 
miBsion  points  out  that  vbile  the  Covenanted 
Civil  Serrice  is  only  large  enouffh  to  man  76S 
appointmenta  all  told,  the  duties  which  the 
officers  compoeinj^  that  Service  are  called  on  to 
discharge  involve  wide  and  serious  responsi- 
bilities, snd  require  ver^  high  qQalifications 
and  special  training  in  the  agency  employed. 
It  reoc^iaes  that  aa  the  Corenanted  Civil  Ser- 
vice repreaento  the  only  permanent  English 
official  element  in  India,  the  importance  of  re- 
cruiting that  Service  with  reference  to  the 
maintenance  of  English  principles  and  methods 
of  government  cannot  be  over-rated.  Having 
regard  to  the  general  considerations  set  forth 
with  great  force  in  paragraph  60  of  the  Report, 
the  Commission  conclades  that  recruitment  iu 
India  for  the  Civil  Service  Is  undesirable." 

*Mr.  PAUL  :  Did  the  native  members 

of  the  Commission  concur  in  that  ? 

General  Sir  G.  CHESNE  Y  said,  the 
native  members  had  not  confirmed  it. 
The  Government  of  India  said — 

"  We  are  nnanimoaily  of  the  opinion  that  this 
conclusion  is  correct.  The  true  principle  on 
which  the  Commission  has  very  stroi^ly  in- 
sisted  is,  that  the  conditions  of  the  open  com- 
petitive examination  should  be  framed  with  the 
object  of  securing  candidates  trained  in  the 
highest  and  best  form  of  English  edncatiim. 
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If  under  such  conditions  native  candidates 
nicoeed,  they  wtH  th«n,  as  Lonl  Maeaulay  said, 
'  enter  the  Service  in  the  best  and  most  honour- 
able way.'  The  establishment  of  simaltaneous 
competitive  examinations  in  India  and  in 
England  would  sacritice  the  principle  we  have 
stated.  It  would  be  entirely  foreign  to  the 
intentions  of  the  framers  of  the  competitive 
■ystem,  and  be  open  to  grave  practical 
objections." 

But  the  GoTenimeDt  of  ludia^and  natur- 
ally, iu  their  position,  did  not  lay  stress  on 
the  gravest  objection,  which  was  that 
under  a  system  of  competitive  examina- 
tion held  iu  Calcutta  there  would  not  be 
a  fair  representation  of  the  people 
of  India.  They  would,  no  doubt,  have 
a  large  represeatatioa  of  the  educated 
people,  but  die  Goverament  of  India 
held  tiiat  it  wonid  be  iu  the  highest 
degree  undesirable  to  flood  India  with 
Bengalee  Civil  servants.  It  would  be 
resented  iu  the  strougest  manner  by  the 
people  of  India  themselves.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  they  were  not  legis- 
lating for  the  particular  benefit  of  the 
300  or  400  young  men  who  wanted 
employment,  but  for  the  peace,  pros- 
perity, and  good  govemment  of  the  whole 
of  the  people  of  India.  Sir  James 
Lyall,  Goveruor  of  the  Punjaub,  had  re- 
ported that  even  if  there  were  a 
system  of  open  competition  for  the 
Punjaubees  alone,  for  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice of  that  Province  alone,  the  re- 
sult would  be  to  pive  the  Government 
the  wrong  set  of  men.  Sir  James  Lyall 
said  that  it  was  the  governing  classes  iu 
India  whom  the  people  looked  up  to, 
njrho  were  just  those  who  could  not  pass 
competitive  examinations.  And  though 
no  one  held  a  higher  opiuion  of  the  value 
of  competitive  examinations  for  England 
thw  himself,  in  his  opinion  it  would  be 
madness  to  apply  a  system  of  com- 
petitive examination  for  selecting  Ad- 
ministrators in  India.  He  would  further 
point  out  that  administrative  change  bad 
just  been  eutered  upon  of  a  most  import- 
ant kind  in  the  Civil  Service.  It  was  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  of  India  that 
the  Covenanted  Civil  Service  in  that 
country  should  undergo  a  large  reduction, 
and  that  the  numbers  should  be  made  up 
by  (he  appointment  of  natives  who  had  | 
giren  eridence  of  their  qualification  by  i 
good  service  already  rendered  to  the : 
State,  but  who  bad  not  undei^one  com- 1 
petitire  examination.  He  and  oUier  - 
General  Sir  G.  Chesney 


members  of  the  Council  would  have 
gone  even  further  than  they  had  done 
already  in  this  respect,  but,  being  in 
a  minority  in  the  Council,  they  had 
been  over-ruled.  He  mentioned  that 
to  show  that,  though  he  was  opposing 
the  Resolution,  he  had  for  many  years 
ideutified  himself  very  closely  in  these 
reforms.  The  proposed  reduction  in  the 
Covenanted  Civil  Service  was  one-sixth, 
and  in  future  those  appointments  would 
tie  filled  up  by  natives  of  the  country  who 
were  already  iu  the  service  of  the  State. 
Everyone  who  was  acquainted  with  the 
condition  of  India  would,  he  believed, 
affirm  that  uo  better  mode  of  appoint- 
meut  could  be  made.  When  a  man  had 
been  10,  or  12,  or  15  years  in  the  Ser- 
vice iu  India  bis  character  was  known, 
and  public  opinion  approved  of  the 
appointment  of  such  men  to  important 
positious.  Moreover,  it  was  not  to  be 
supposed  that  the  Govemment  of  India 
were  under  the  impression  that  they  had 
reached  anything  like  finality  in  this 
matter ;  but  they  believed  that,  having 
reduced  tlie  Covenanted  Civil  Service  by 
one-sixth  under  the  present  circumstances 
of  India,  they  had  gone  as  far  m  they 
could  safely  go  at  the  present  time.  Any 
person  who  thought  otherwise,  and  voted 
for  an  opposite  view,  must  be  prepared  to 
take  great  responsibility  on  his  shoulders. 
The  question  was  not  whether  competi- 
tive examinations  should  take  place  here 
or  io  India,  but  whether  Englishmeu 
were  required  at  all  iu  the  Indian  Civil 
Service.  If  none  were  required  were  they 
going  to  have  a  Civil  Service  consisting 
entirely  of  natives ;  and  if  tbey  were,  were 
they  going  to  recall  the  70,000  British 
treops  P  That  was  the  question  they 
had  to  answer.  Disguise  the  matter  how 
they  might,  there  was  no  hiding  the 
fact  that  India  was  held  at  present  by 
the  sword,  and  he  did  not  believe  any- 
one iu  this  country  was  prepared  to  do 
away  with  the  English  Ageucy  iu  the 
government  of  India.  The  point  to  be 
considered,  therefore,  was  whether  the 
reduction  which  had  taken  place  iu  the 
Covenanted  Service  during  the  past  five 
years  was  not,  as  times  went,  a  reason- 
able one.  No  doubt,  if  the  belief  were 
generally  entertained  in  this  country  that 
the  Indian  Govemment  were  moving  too 
slowly  iu  the  matter,  hon.  Members  could 
vote  for  the  Motion,  the  rate  of  progress 
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voalil  ba  accelerated,  aad  in  a  short  time 
the  Euglish  element  would  have  dis- 
appeared from  the  InUau  Civil  Service. 
But  even  bo  they  w  inld  not  have  the 
Indian  people  properly  represented. 
They  would  have  a  few  of  the  educated 
natives  of  Bombay  in  the  Service,  but 
Uie  great  bulk  would  be  educated  Ben- 
galee, who  up  to  the  present  had  never 
taken  an  effective  part  in  the  government 
of  the  country. 

•The  under  SECRETARY  ok 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Mr.  George 
Russell,  North  Beds.) :  I  think  the 
time  has  arrived  when  I  ought  to  inter- 
veue  Id  this  Debate  on  the  part  of  Her 
liajesty^B  GrOTernment ;  but  in  view  of 
the  many  hoo.  Memf>er8  of  great  ex- 
perience in  relation  to  this  subject  who, 
1  presume,  are  desirous  of  speaking,  I 
promise  that  my  remarks  shall  be  kept 
within  reaaouable  limits.  Whatever  may 
tetbe  vievrs  of  hon.  Members  as  to  the 

merits  of  this  matter,  we  must  all  feel 
gratified  at  the  signs  we  see  around  us  of 
reviving  interest  in  Indian  affairs.  In 
days  gone  by  it  was  scarcely  less  than  a 
scaodat  that  the  Service  of  our  enormous 
Indian  Empire  excited  so  little  interest 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  But  to-night 
we  have  been  able  to  make  a  House  and 
keep  a  House,  and  that  is  a  great  achieve- 
meot.  Thus  there  are  signs  that  the 
present  House  of  Commons,  at  all  events, 
is  more  alive  than  its  predecessors 
to  its  responsibilities  to  the  matter. 
My  thanks  are  due  to  the  boa.  Member 
iar  South  Edinburgh  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury  for  the  courteous 
manner  in  which  they  have  brought  for- 
ward the  Motion.  Tlie  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  suggested,  I  think,  that  India 
is  adminiflt^ed  by  us  in  the  interests  of 
selfishness  alone ;  but  I  hope,  before  I 
hare  done,  I  shall  succeed  in  convincing 
him  that  whatever  our  errors  may  be  they 
are  not  founded  in  selftshuess.  The  hou. 
Member  for  South  Edinburgh  expressed 
regret  that  I  and  others  have  not  spent 
some  portion  of  our  lives  in  India.  I 
admit  that  this  is  to  Ire  regretted  ;  but, 
still,  I  most  say  I  consider  that  our  state 
is  more  gracious  than  that  of  those 
vho  hare  spent  three,  four,  or  five 
months   on  a   tour    through  India, 


who  are  hurried  from  one  ofliciat 
residence  to  another,  and  coma  back 
crammed  with  undigested  knowledge. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Kdiu- 
burgh  has  limited  his  Motion  more 
narrowly  than  I  thought  he  intended. 
He  proposes  that  those  who  pass  their 
first  examination  in  India  should  come 
to  England  to  pass  the  second.  If  his 
view  were  carried  into  effect  it  would 
limit  the  disabilities  under  which  the 
natives  of  India  labour,  and  would  very 
largely  increase  the  number  of  natives 
occupying  appointments  in  the  Cove- 
nanted Service.  The  hon.  Member  re- 
ferred to  the  Minute  of  1860.  References 
have  been  made  to  that  before,  and  I 
hare  had  occasion  before  now  to  say  that 
that  was  not  an  official  or  an  authorita- 
tive document.  It  was  merely  an  expres- 
sion of  opinion  on  the  part  of  three 
eminent  men  of  that  time,  and  was  never 
adopted  by  the  responsible  Government. 
But,  above  all,  it  is  now  absolutely  out  of 
date  owing  to  t  he  changes  which,  since  that 
time — 30  years  ago — have  taken  place, 
and  especially  to  the  institution  of  the 
Provincial  Service  in  India.  From  1860 
we  come  to  1868,  when  certain  in- 
habitants of  ludia  addressed  themselves 
to  the  English  Government  in  the  sense 
of  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend,  and 
although  Mr.  Fawcett  favoured  the  pro- 
position, it  was  strongly  opposed  by  Lord 
Lawrence,  whose  view  was  sustained  by 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote.  In  1887  there 
was  a  strongly-supported  proposal  which 
was  somewhat  germane  to  the  proposal 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  and  yet,  in  a  certain 
sense,  contrary  to  it.  I  think  he  said 
that  the  inhabitants  of  India  are  the  only 
persons  concerned  in  the  proposed  change. 
But  that  was  not  the  case  in  regard  to 
the  proposal  of  1887,  which  was  for 
simultaneous  examinations  to  be  held  in 
some  of  the  Australian  Colonies.  But 
if  this  was  carried  out,  why  should 
Canada  and  the  other  Colonies  be 
excluded  ?  and  if  they  had  been  in- 
cluded, the  result  would  not  have  been 
to  the  advantage  of  the  natives  of  India* 
In  1886-7  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion, which  was  referred  to  by  the  last 
speaker,  sat,  and,  although  three  native 
members  who  took  part  in  that  Commis- 
sion did  not  Bee  the  objections  to  the 
simultaneous  examinations  or  the  mis- 
chief that  were  likely  to  occur  which  the 
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others  saw,  yet  they  were  unanimous 
with  the  other  members  of  the  Commis- 
eiou  in  rejecting  the  proposal  and 
Approving  the  Provincial  system  which 
the  Commission  recommended.  The 
grounds  of  the  majority^  opposi- 
tion were,  firsts  that  it  was  necessary 
to  bring  up  the  natives  to  the  stan- 
dard of  modern  notions  of  government ; 
secondly,  that  Indian  education  was  no 
sufficient  preparation  ;  thirdly,  that  in- 
«qualities  would  be  created  between  race 
and  race  and  between  class  and  class,  in 
India,  which  would  be  fraught  with 
danger ;  fourthly,  that  such  an  alteration 
would  give  an  impetus  to  the  principle  of 
cramming ;  and,  fifthly,  that  the  altered 
ftrr&Dgement  would  be  incompatible  with 
the  vivA  voce  examination  to  which  the 
Oivil  Service  Commissioners  attach 
great  weight,  as  showing  the  moral 
•equipment  of  a  man  more  than  any 
paper  examination.  I  confess  that, 
In  my  vie^v,  these  objections  are  but 
as  dust  in  the  balance  when  compared 
with  the  great,  fundamental,  racial  diffi- 
culty. People  speak  glibly  of  India  as 
one  whole  entity.  If  we  approach  the 
subject  practically,  we  have  to  beu-  in 
mind  that  India  is  not  composed  of  one 
race  but  of  many,  and  that  we  there  rule 
over  a  community  of  men  composed  of 
difFereut  races,  holding  dlfTereut  religious 
"beliefs,  and  having  differences  and  diver- 
sities of  gifts.  To  a  certain  section  of 
the  inhabitants  of  India — the  Bengalese 
— there  has  been  conceded  in  a  most 
abundant  measure  that  valuable  quality 
which  is  essential  for  success  in  competi- 
tive examinations.  We  must  consider 
these  marked  diversities  of  gifts.  The 
gift  of  passing  competitive  examinations 
and  the  gift  of  governing  men  are  not 
always  committed  by  Providence  to  the 
flame  person.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  Sir, 
It  has  been  held  by  those  who  are  ex- 
perts in  this  business,  who  have  a  prac- 
tical knowledge,  and  sometimes  a  life- 
long knowledge  of  India  and  the  working 
of  laws  and  institutions  in  ludia,  that 
the  gift  of  rule  has  not  been  vouchsafed 
to  the  particular  class  of  the  population 
of  India  who  best  succeed  in  these  ex- 
aminations. It  is  held  by  those  best 
qualified  to  form  an  opinion  that  the 
fierce,  turbulent  races,  though  they  sub- 
mit contentedly  to  our  rule,  would 
resent,  and  very  strongly  resent,  any 
Mr,  George  Btusell 


attempt  on  the  part  of  the  Bengalese 
natives  to  exercise  administrative  control 
over  them.  Now,  Sir,  if  time  and  circum- 
stances werefavourable,Imightetilargeat 
some  length  upon  the  enormous  magnitude 
of  the  problem  involved  iu  the  Governmeut 
of  India.  In  that  Government  we  have 
to  deal  with  a  population  which,  all  told, 
is  not  much  less  than  300,000,000.  Of 
this  number  some  57,000,000  are  Mahom- 
medans,  2,000,000  Sikhs,  208,000,000 
Hindoos,  and  90,000  Parsees;  and  to 
rule  all  these,  in  the  sense  of 
the  Civil  Service  rule,  what  is 
oar  force  ?  We  have  1,000  men 
in  the  Covenanted  Service,  and  of  these 
1,00(^  20  are  natives.  Besides  these, 
there  are  in  the  Statutory  Sarrioe, 
iutroduced  a  few  years  ago  as  an 
experiment,  some  58  natives.  But 
now  I  come  to  what  is  more  important, 
the  new  Uncovenantcd  Provincial  Service 
created  as  the  result  of  the  Commission 
to  which  allusion  has  been  made.  The 
Provincial  Indian  Service  cannot  pro- 
perly be  regarded  as  a  subordinate 
Service,  for  the  members  of  this 
Provincial  Service  are  eligible  for 
the  very  highest  posts  under  the  Crown 
in  India.  iCheert.']  I  am  glad  to  be 
confirmed  in  that  by  the  cheers  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  There  are 
no  posts,  however  important  and  in- 
fluential, which  are  withheld  from  mem- 
bers of  that  Service.  It  consists  at  pre- 
sent of  some  3,000  men,  and  of  these  50  are 
Englishmen;  therefore,  if  we  compare  the 
Covenanted  Service  with  this  Service,  it 
would  not  seem  that  we  have  disre- 
garded the  claims  of  the  native  races. 
This  Service  we  regard,  as  I  hare  said, 
in  no  sense  subordinate  or  subject ;  we 
regard  it  as  being  a  complement  and  an 
extension  of  the  Covenanted  Service, 
carried  on  under  slightly  different  condi- 
tions, and  we  consider  it  as  the  proper 
and  natural  door  through  which  Uie 
native  population  of  India  should  pass 
into  the  Service  of  the  Crown.  But  I 
am  quite  aware  that  we  may  be  charged 
with  inconsistency,  and  that  it  may  be 
said — "  Is  it  not  almost  contradictorjr  in 
terms  to  say  that  the  large  mass  of  the 
native  population  are  not  well  qualified 
for  the  business  of  ruling  and  governing, 
and  yet  to  permit  them  to  conapete 
with  Englishmen  in  examinations  ia 
England  and  to  be  eligible  for  the 
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IVoTincial  Service  in  India  ?"  Both 
(rf  these  are  qnestiona  which  may  fairly 
be  pat ;  but  my  hon.  Friend,  in  moving 
his  Besolution,  did  us  the  credit  of 
Mjiog  that  he  did  not  attribute  to  the 
jDepartment  at  home  any  endeavour  to 
pat  forward    fallacious   or  misleading 
views  as  to  the  principle  on  which  these 
examinationi    are    conducted,    and  1 
will    try   to    deserve    his    praise  by 
meeting   this    point   fairly.      We  are 
not  iocoosistent  for  this  reason.     In  the 
first  place,  we  do  not  lay  down  an  absolute 
and  sll-indusive  law.  We  do  not  say  tliat 
these  native  races  are  altogether,  man  to  ' 
mBQ,  incapable  ;    we   only   generalise  | 
lod    say    that,   as   a  race,   they  are 
less   richly    endowed   with   the  gifts 
of  government   than  with  other  gifts. 
Bat  we  say,  when  a  young  Indian 
gentleman   is  willing  to  come  over  to 
Eogland,  whea  be  is  willing  to  make  this 
ehuige  in  bis  life  aod  habits,  when  he  is 
witling  to  leave  his  home,  his  friends,  j 
ud  the  society  of  bis  own  people,  when 
keia  willing  to  submit  himself  toinstnic-  ' 
tioa  in  this  country  and  take  his  chance  ; 
in  free  and  open  competition  with  £ng-  ! 
lifhmeQ,  he  gives  unmistakable  proof  j 
that  he  is  a  picked  and  marked  man — 
chat  be  has  qualifications  and  self-reliance  : 
vfaich  wilt  make  him  a  valuable  public  j 
serTaut — a  man  whose  admissioa  ioto  i 
the  Indian  Service  we  can  regard  with  I 
satisfaction  and  bope.     So  we  are  not ' 
inconsistent  la  saying  that  if  a  young  ! 
man  chooses  to  come  over  here  and  enter  | 
into  a  free  and  open  competition  under  | 
the  conditions  laid  down  he  ia  to  have 
«quat  chances  with  Englishmen.  Andwith 
regard  to  tbe  Frovincial  Serviceagain,  we 
hold  that  we  are  entirely  free  from  the 
charge  of  iacousistency,  because  there  the 
admissions  are  not  by  competitive  literary 
examination.    The  admission  iuto  this 
Service  is  by  selection,  and  selectiou  by 
tried  merit.    Here,  of  course,  there  is 
no  means  of  trying  merit  except  in  a 
literary   way ;   but  in   the  Provincial 
Service  it  is  not  so.    He  can  only  be 
appointed  by  selection  on  a  d*ial  of  merit, 
bj  having  shown  himself  a  man  capable  of 
folfilling  the  duties  of  the  position  he 
aspire  to  bold.    He  is  appointed  to  the 
local  service,  and  therefore  the  difficulty 
and  danger  of  placing   men  who  are 
incapable  of   ruling  over  warlike  and 
turl^lent  races  in  other  parts  of  India  is 
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avoided  in  the  Provincial  Service.  Now, 
Sir,  on  the  wbtJe,  and  in  the  main,  in 
the  spirit  of  tbe  explanation  I  have  made, 
tbe  Government  are  prepared  to  adhere 
to  the  great  principle  which  has  governed 
its  operations  from  the  first — that  the 
best  possible  education  which  a  man  can 
have,  be  he  a  native  of  India  or  not,  to 
fit  him  for  a  share  in  the  administration 
of  that  country  is  the  education  and 
training  conferred  by  the  schools  and 
colleges  of  England.  I  am  quite  aware 
that  some  hon.  Members  may  look  upon 
this  as  an  old-fashioned  system,  .  but 
they  are  thinking  of  the  days  when 
Universities  and  great  colleges  were, 
so  to  speak,  close  corporations ;  but 
one  of  the  most  satisfactory  and  whole- 
some features  of  the  present  day  is 
that  the  University  movement  has  ex- 
tended all  over  the  Empire,  and  that 
first-rate  colleges  and  schools  are  seen  in 
their  fullest  perfection  growing  up  on  all 
bands.  They  are  increasing  year  by  year,  I 
may  almost  say  quarter  by  quarter  ;  and 
we  shall  not  be  considered  exclusive  or 
pedantic  in  saying  that  we  consider,  on 
tbe  whole,  the  most  serviceable  and  hope- 
ful plan  that  those  who  are  to  carry  on 
the  Government  of  India  should,  as  a 
rule,  receive  their  training  under  English 
influences.  I  am  not  speaking  of  the 
mere  acquisition  of  knowledge.  I  draw 
a  distinction  between  that  aod  the  forma- 
tion of  character,  for  both  are  involved 
in  the  idea  of  education.  It  is,  perhaps, 
the  formation  of  character  more  th^n  the 
acquisition  of  accomplishment  that  we 
look  to  for  the  purpose  of  tbe  government 
of  India,  and  habits  which  we  believe 
that  English  education  is  pre-eminently 
qualified  to  instil,  and  which  we  hold  to 
be  pre-eminently  valuable  in  tbe  case  of 
the  natives  of  India,  self-control,  self- 
reliance,  and  the  remembrance  of  tbe 
obligations  of  espHt  de  corps.  These 
are  the  qualifications  which  we  believe 
English  education  imparts,  and  which  we 
think  should  be  possened  by  those  who 
are  to  carry  on  the  government  of  India. 
It  may  be  said  that  we  are  inconsistent 
in  that  we  only  examine  them,  and  do 
not  of  necessity  submit  them  to  a 
thorough  training.  Perfectly  true  ;  but 
when  It  was  decided  that  the  ex- 
amioatious  should  be  in  England  a 
sum  of  money  was  offered  to  those 
Indian  candidates  who  choose  to  reside 
F 
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in  the  interrenii^  period  at  one  of  the  i 
Universities,  thus  providing  a  strong 
inducement  Uiat  thej  should  do  so.  That 
was  not  required  in  so  many  words,  but 
teur  plan  muet  conduce  in  the  loug  run 
to  bringing  a  large  number  of  young  men 
in  India  under  the  influences  of  public 
school  and  University  discipline  who 
would  not  otherwise  be  subject  to  their 
training.  I  am  so  anxious  to  hear  a  few 
words  from  other  speakers  that  I  will 
not  further  labour  my  point.  I  hope  I 
have  said  enough  to  make  it  perfectly 
clear  that  the  sole  ground  on  which  we 
resist  the  proposition  of  my  hon.  Friend 
is  that  it  seems  to  us  to  invite  disaster  in 
India.  The  Indian  racea  which  are 
most  likely  to  fill  the  Civil  Service, 
though  they  have  many  gifts  and  accom- 
plishments, are  yet  deficient  in  those 
particular  gifts  which  excite  the  admira- 
tion and  respect  of  the  warlike  tribes. 
The  Government  of  India  is  a  vast,  a 
sacredf  and,  in  gome  respects,  a  perilous 
charge.  In  administering  it  we  must  be 
eqniUly  on  oiu*  guard  against  allowing 
ourselves  to  be  carried  away  by  theories, 
however  specious  ;  by  appeals  to  senti- 
ment, however  just;  or  even  by  the  mis- 
taken application  of  principle  in  them- 
selves sound.  The  one  supreme  subject 
which,  in  dealing  with  India,  every 
Government,  to  whichever  political 
Party  it  belongs,  must  set  before 
itself,  is  the  maintenance  there  of  a 
firm,  harmonious,  and  progressive  rule. 
The  one  supreme  danger  which  we  must' 
•void,  as  we  avoid  the  worst  possible 
perils  to  our  own  conntry,  is  any  de-  ^ 
parture  in  policy  which  may  kindle  in 
India  jealousies,  hostilities,  and  rivalries 
between  race  and  race  and  between  creed 
and  creed.  It  is  because  we  fear  if  my 
hon.  Friend's  proposition  were  carried  out 
that  these  jealousies,  rivalries,  and  hostili- 
ties between  race  and  race  and  be- 
tween creed  and  creed  would  be 
kindled  that  we  oppose  the 
Motion,  and  only  on  that  ground ;  and 
I  hope  the  House  of  Commons  will 
hesitate  befwe,  by  a  rash  and  incon- 
siderate vote,  it  dislocates  and  destroys  a 
system  of  Grovemment  which  has  been 
built  np  by  so  much  anxious  care  and 
thought,  so  much  long  and  varied  ex- 
perience, and  under  which  the  Indian 
Empire  has  enjoyed  so  large  a  measure  of 
•rder  and  peaceful  progress. 
Mr.  George  Rtusell 


•Sib  W.  WEDDERBURN  (Banffshire) 

said,  he  should  like  to  say  a  few  words 
in  support  of  the  Amendment.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbuiy  had  spoken  with 
unrivalled  knowledge  of  the  subject,  hut 
it  might  be  said  that  he  belonged  to  a 
class  interested  in  this  question.  Being 
himself  an  Indian,  and  not  belonging  to 
the  official  class,  he  might,  therefore,  be 
said  to  have  an  interest  in  the  matter. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  might 

himself  be  permitted  to  express  an 
opinion  as  belonging  to  a  class  which 
might  be  said  to  be  interested  in  the 
matter  as  British  officials,  and  therefore 
opposed  to  the  interests  of  his  hon. 
Friend.  He  had  no  hesitation  iu  saying 
that  he  entirety  concurred  iu  the  view 
bie  hon.  Friend  had  taken,  and  he  con- 
sidered that  the  refusal  to  hold  simnl- 
taneouB  examinations  and  so  put  the 
Indian  and  the  Englishman  upon  an  equal 
footing  was  a  breach  of  faith  ;  it  was 
also  disobedience  of  the  clear  instruc- 
tion of  that  House,  and  a  policy  tending 
to  inefficiency  and  want  of  economy. 
He  listened  with  much  interest  to  what 
was  said  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India. 
He  spoke  somewhat  slightingly  of 
those  independent  Members  who  had 
visited  India  in  order  to  obtain  an  un- 
prejudiced view  of  Indian  questions.  Well, 
for  himself,  he  would  say  he  was  veiy 
grateful  to  those  gentlemen  who,  even 
in  the  short  period  of  a  few  months  in 
India,  often  gained  a  better  knowledge 
and  more  unprejudiced  understanding  of 
Indian  questions  than  men  who  had  passed 
many  years  in  that  conntry  if  they  had 
professional  interests  to  serve.  He 
agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  that  the  in- 
dependent Member  was  a  very  good 
jndge  of  Indian  questions,  and  he  asked 
for  no  better  judge  ;  but  he  would  rather 
that  that  judge  had  not  lived  in  the 
atmosphere  of  the  India  Office,  as  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  was  I 
obliged  to  do.  Frcmi  what  he  had 
said  he  appeared  to  come  before  the 
House  saturated  with  the  official 
opinions  of  the  India  Office,  Now, 
the  views  that  he  had  placed  before 
the  House— the  objections  he  had  taken 
— were  twofold.  He  stated  a  few  days 
ago,  in  answer  to  his  hon.  Friend  the 
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Maober  fbr  Fioshniy,  that  there  were 
tro  principal  objections  to  simultaneous 
examinationa.  The  iirst  was  that  they 
would  sacrifice  the  principle  of  obtaining 
the  best  anti  highest  form  of  English 
edncatioD.  On  behalf  of  his  Scotch  and 
Irish  friends,  he  would  say  he  thought 
thev  might  object  to  English  education 
only  being  referred  to ;  but,  apart  from 
that,  he  held  it  quite  unworthy  of  the 
Government  to  call  such  a  mere  detail  a 
matter  of  principle.  The  real  principle 
that  was  being  sacrificed  now  was  the 
principle  of  absolute  impartiality  among 
all  Her  Majesty's  subjects.  That  was  a 
principle  worthy  of  preservation.  The 
other  reaaou  bis  bon.  Friend  had  given 
was  that  by  recent  arrangements  ample 
]HX>vision  had  been  made  for  the  employ- 
ment of  the  natives  of  India  in  the  higher 
offices.  He  offered  to  that  allegation  a 
most  absolute  and  complete  denial.  Now, 
diis  question  might  be  thought  to  be  only 
one  of  employment  in  the  Public  Ser- 
m,  and  that  it  was  not  a  very  extensive 
Me;  but  hon.  Members  would  remember 
thit  in  India  a  despotic  Government 
aieorbed  all  the  independent  professions, 
and  atimission  to  the  Public  Service  was 
really  admission  to  the  liberal  professions 
in  lodia.  Upon  oiu*  giving  the  natives  a 
bir  share  of  tbe  higher  offices  depended 
the  composition  of  the  Governing  Body 
— ^whether  the  people  were  to  be  under 
an  antocracy  alien  in  race,  language,  aud 
sentiment,  or  whether  they  were  to 
be  at  least  not  worse  off  than  the 
Boflsuui  people,  who  if  they  are  op- 
preeeed,  are  only  oppressed  by  their 
own  countrymen.  This  was  a  most  im- 
portant question,  for  it  constituted  an 
example  of  the  habitual  disobedience  by 
the  Anglo-Indian  Government  of  the 
principles  laid  down  by  Parliament  and 
the  Crown.  The  Under  Secretary  bad 
said  there  might  be  circumstances  under 
which  the  principle  of  absolute  impar- 
tiality could  not  be  carried  out.  Was  he  pre- 
pared to  repeal  the  Act  of  1 833,  and  to  issue 
a  new  Queen*s  Froolamation  stating  that 
impartiality  should  be  carried  out  only 
vhen  it  fruited  the  purposes  of  the 
Indian  bureaucracy  ?  Lord  Kimberley 
had  admitted  not  long  ago  that,  by  the 
present  arrangement  as  to  examinations 
in  London,  the  Covenanted  Service 
was  barred  to  natives.  It  was  true  that 
in  1870  an  Act  was  passed  to  enable  the 


Govmunent  of  India  to  appoint  natives 
to  any  office  whatever ;  bnt  unfortunately 
the  Act  was  permissive.  It  placed  the 
power  of  msJcing  rules  for  Uie  admis- 
sion of  natives  in  the  hands  of 
those  who  were  the  rivals  of  the 
educated  natives,  and  that  made  the  Act 
no  concession  at  all,  for  it  only  gave 
tbe  Simla  clique  additional  means  of 
putting  their  friends  into  good  appoint- 
ments. It  was  like  giving  to  Dublin 
Castle  the  power  to  appoint  Nationalists. 
The  Indian  bureaucracy  waited  nine 
years  before  making  any  Rules  at  all, 
and  then  they  made  Rules  which  per* 
verted  the  purposes  of  tbe  Act,  and  which 
enabled  them  to  give  away  to  their  fa- 
vourites and  proteges  the  good  things  of 
the  Covenanted  Service.  It  was  the 
re-establishment  of  jobbery  ;  he  had 
seen  it  with  his  own  eyes.  He  was 
not  speaking  against  individuals,  but 
^  against  the  system.  It  was  the  interest 
of  the  men  to  behave  in  ttiia  way,  ukt  to 
reward  their  own  supporters,  their  own 
favourites,  by  giving  them  these  appoint- 
ments. It  used  to  be  said  that  appointments 
in  tbe  Civil  Service  were  worth  £10,000 
in  the  old  days,  and  the  posts  were  con- 
ferred on  the  sons  and  relatives  of  the 
bureaucracy.  The  system  was  also  used 
for  corrupting  and  undermining  the  in- 
dependence of  the  native  community,  and, 
besides,  it  had  the  bad  effect  of  discredit- 
ing the  natives  of  India,  becanse  the 
Government  put  in  incapalde  friends  of 
their  own,  and  then  Uiey  pointed  to  their 
failure  as  evidence  of  t^e  incapacity  of 
Indians  for  higher  office.  As  time 
went  on,  some  further  steps  were 
found  to  be  necessary.  The  best 
and  wisest  of  all  our  Viceroys,  the 
Marquess  of  Ripon,  appointed  a  Public 
Service  Commission,  having  for  its 
object,  not  to  restrict,  but  to  increase, 
the  advantages  of  the  natives.  The 
object  of  the  Commission  wag— 

"  To  do  f  nil  justice  to  the  claims  of  the  natives 
of  India  to  higher  and  more  extensive  employ- 
ment in  the  Public  Service."* 

What  was  the  result  ?  This  Provincial 
Service  to  which  reference  had  been 
made  was  established  ;  but,  instead  of 
extending  or  elevating  the  position  of 
the  natives,  it  was  restricted  and 
depressed.  Under  the  Statutory  Ser- 
vice, as  it  was  called,  the  natives  of 
India  had  access  to  220  higher  appoint- 
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ments.  Bj  this  Provincii^  Seorioe  the 
natives  were  restricted  to  about  180,  ex- 
cluding the  highest.  Thej  claimed  that 
the  IndiaDB  should  have  a  fair  equal 
chance  of  entering  the  service  of  their 
country  by  the  main  entrance,  that  is,  by 
open  competition.  The  Statutory  Service 
opened  a  sort  of  mean  backdoor  to  let  a 
few  natives  into  a  share  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  their  country  ;  but  the  Provincial 
Service  closed  even  that  door.  Anyone, 
therefore,  who  considered  those  points 
would  be  aware  tbat  the  principle  laid 
down  by  Parliament  and  the  Crown  had 
not  been  carried  out  with  impartiality, 
and  that  the  recent  arrangemeut,  instead 
of  giving  ample  facilities,  had,  ia  point 
of  fact,  reduced  eveu  the  petty  advan- 
tages which  the  natives  had  before  in 
the  share  of  the  Government  of  their 
own  country.  It  had  been  said  that  a 
c«*tain  number  of  Europeans — English- 
men, Irishmen,  and  Scotchmen — were 
neceasary  in  the  Government  of  India. 
No  one  denied  it,  but  the  natives  said — 
"  Do  not  exclude  the  people  of  the 
country  entirely.^*  If  a  certain  number 
were  required  let  arrangements  be  made 
accordingly.  Perhaps  it  would  be  a 
good  arrangement  if  a  maximum 
annual  grant  for  European  agency 
were  fixed,  and  that  alt  otber 
salaries  should  be  given  to  natives. 
He  appealed  to  the  House  and  the  Go- 
vernment to  enforce  these  great  principles 
which  bad  been  laid  down  distinctly  in 
Acts  of  Parliament  and  declarations  of 
tke  Crown,  and  not  to  trust  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  India,  which  was  really  a 
elique  of  officials  whose  interests  were 
directly  adverse  to  the  interests  of  the 
Indians  who  claimed  to  be  admitted  fairly 
and  impartially  to  the  service  of  their 
country.  He  objected  to  permissive  legis- 
lation in  regard  to  such  matters  in 
India.  The  Government  of  India  said 
to  the  Imperial  Parliaments"  Do  not 
order  us  to  cary  out  anything,  but  leave 
it  permissive  with  us.**  The  great 
object  of  the  bureaucracy  of  India  was  not 
to  cvryoattheordersof  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament. At  present  theofficialB  in  India 
were  practically  uncontrolled.  After 
being  in  the  ofBcial  clique  at  Simla,  the 
heads  of  that  great  bureaucracy  came  to 
Westminster  and  formed  an  Indian 
Council,  which  gave  the  whole  tone  and 
colour  to  the  politics  of  the  Indian  Office. 
Sir  ff-,  fFedderbum 


Those,  therafore,  who  ought  to  oontool 
the  Government  of  India  became  merely 
the  mouthpieces  of  the  official  classes  and 
of  official  interests. 

•MR.EGERTON  ALLEN  (Pembroke) 
said,  that  as  he  had  rwided  some  years 
in  India,  had  a  knowledge  of  the  natives, 
and  bad  had  confltda*able  experience 
of  examinations  of  natives,  he  desired 
to  say  a  few  words  on  the  subject  of  the 
Motion.    Two  opinions  had  been  quoted 
in  the  course  of  ^e  Debate.    First  there 
was  the  opinion  of  some  gentlemen  of 
large  experience  in  India,  given  in  1860, 
and  which  had  been  described  as  the 
Report  of  a  Conunittee  presented  to  Par- 
liament.   He  had  the  authority  of  the 
Under  Sei^retary  for  India  in  saying  that 
that  opinion  given  in   1860  was  not 
a  Report  presented  to  Parliament ;  that  it 
was  not  an  opinion  to  be  considered  and 
debated  in  Parliament,  but  was  a  mere 
confidential  document  presented  to  the. 
India  Office,  and  devoid  of  any  atithority 
whatever.      ["No,  no!"]      Tiie  hon. 
Member  for  Fiusbury  said,  "  No."  The 
Under  Secretary  for  India  had  clearly 
stated,  in  answer  to  a  question  in  the 
House,  that  the  document  was  never 
recorded  or  discussed  officially ;  it  was 
merely  an  expression  of  opinion  upon  a 
state  of  things  which  existed  33  years 
ago,   hut   had   since  been  materially 
changed  in  accordance  with  subsequent 
legislation.  But  the  opinion  of  the  Public 
SOTvioe  Commission  of  1886-7  was  of 
a    totally    different    character.  The 
Commission  consisted  of  a  large  body  of 
gentlemen  appointed  to  investigate  the 
question  as  to  the  desirability  of  having 
simultaneous  examinations  in  India  and 
England,   and   they   reported  directly 
agamst  the  setting-up  of  such  examina^ 
tions.    The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the   Member  for  Oxford   quoted  that 
opinion,  and  the  hon.  Member  who 
moved  the  Motion  asked— ^*  Did  the 
Indian  Membersagree?*'  and  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  replied  that  they  dis- 
agreed.   As  a  matter  of  fact  there  were 
six  Indians  on  the  Commission — ^three 
Hindoos  and  three  Mahommedans  ;  the 
three  Hindoos  disagreed  with  the  appre- 
hension expressed  in  a  part  of  the 
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Ileport ;  but  the  three  Mahommedaiu 
did    not     disagree.     The  Autho- 
rities were  eDtirely  against  the  Motion 
before  the   Committee,   and  the  only 
ailment  left  was  what  was  called  "  the 
justice  of   the   case."     That   was  an 
important  point,  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  give  it   its   consideration .  The 
faoD.   Gentleman  who  had  last  spoken 
said  that  those  who  opposed  the  Motion 
were  sacrificing  the  principle  of  im- 
partialitj  between  Her  Majestj^s  sub- 
jects.  The  burden  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  also  was  that 
in  uot  allowing  these  competitive  exami- 
nations to  take  place  in  India  they  were 
doing   au  injustice   to  the   natives  of 
India.     He  would  ask  one  question — 
Who  were  the  natives  of  India  ?  Who, 
he  would  add,  were  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects ?    Why,  the  natiTCS  of  India  were 
as  diverse  as  the  natives  of  Europe. 
They  must  consider  them  from  the  north 
to  the  south  and  from  the  east  to  the 
west,  and  they  would  find  that  if  they 
nre  to  test  the  natives  of  India  by  this 
nnpetitive  examination,  they  would  let 
IB  a  small  section  of  them  and  exclude 
tbe  majority.  In  fact,  that  supposed  test 
of  impartiality  would  really  be  most  cruelly 
partial  against  the  majority  of  the  natives 
of  India.    Those  who  would  pass  the 
examination  would  be  almost  all  Hindoos, 
and  beyond  the  Hindoos,  Parsees  ;  and 
these  were  just  the  class  in  which  it 
would  be  most  unfair  to  tbe  rest  of  the 
racea  of  India  that  the  power  ot  adminis- 
tration   in    the    country  should  lie. 
The  whole  question  of  justice  and  im- 
partiality would  take  a  diiFerent  com- 
plexion if  they  considered  that  the  natives 
of  India  were  not  homogeneous  but  ex- 
tremely heterogeneous.     It  was  not  a 
ease  of  native  and  European ;  it  was  a 
question  of  raco  amongst  tbe  natives 
themselves.  Let  them  consider  the  nations 
of  Europe,  aud  see  how  the  iutoltectnat 
test  would  tell.    The  successful  races 
wonld   be   the    more    southeru,  tbe 
Maltese,  Neapolitans,  and  Levantines  for 
instance,  and  were  those  tbe  races  they 
would  put  in  power  ruling  over  the 
Northerns,  such  as  the  Norwegians  and 
Prussians  ?      He    was    leaving  these 
islands  out  of  the  question  altogether. 
Would     they     select    the  eifeminate 
»othcm  or  the  stronger  fighting  races  of 
the  North  of  India  ?    If  the  HouAe  con- 
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sidered  that  tiie  principles  of  justim 
would  be  violated  by  allowing  tbe  in- 
tellectual natives  to  carry  off  all  the 
prizes,  the  effect  of  the  arguments  of  the 
supporters  of  the  Motion  would  be 
nullified.  They  were  not  doing  au  in- 
justice to  the  natives  of  India  as  a 
whole  by  preventing  some  of  them  from 
getting  the  prises  of  the  Indian  Civil  Ser- 
vice. They  were  not  sacrificing  the 
principle  of  impartiality  by  ordering  that 
candidates  for  the  Civil  Service  should 
be  exammed  in  England,  because  the 
examination  in  England  did  a  great  deal 
to  retain  the  standard  of  real  efficiency  in 
the  Civil  Service  of  India.  He 
begged  the  House  to  believe  that  he 
had  the  strongest  sympathy  with  the 
native  races.  He  did  not  believe  there 
was  a  Member  of  the  House  who  had  as 
many  friends  amongst  the  natives  of 
India  as  himself.  He  had  not  met  them 
in  any  high  official  position.  He  had 
met  them  on  the  ground  of  his  profession, 
and  they  had  beaten  him  more  often 
than  he  had  beaten  them.  No  one  had  a 
higher  admiration  for  the  good  qualities 
of  the  native  races  of  India  than  he  had, 
but  they  were  not  qualities  which  fitted 
them  to  rule  their  fellow-men. 

•Mr.  CUBZON  (Lancashire,  South- 
port)  said,  that  hon.  Members  on  his 
side  of  the  House  had  listened  with 
much  satisfaction  to  the  statement  of  the 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
which  was  characterised  by  the  great 
ability  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
always  displayed  on  every  subject  on 
which  he  addressed  the  House.  He 
took  a  great  interest  in  this  question, 
owing  to  the  fact  that  during  the  short 
term  he  bad  held  Office  he  had  served 
under  a  Secretary  of  State  for  India  who 
was  responsible  for  the  reorganisation  of 
the  Indian  Civil  Service,  which  was 
now  being  carried  into  effect.  He  wished 
to  say  that  it  was  undoubtedly  the 
object  of  Lord  Cross  to  throw  open  as 
wide  as  possible  the  doors  of  official 
employment  to  natives  iu  India,  and  to 
restrict  to  Europeans  those  offices  only 
which  must  be  filled  by  men  of  wide 
culture  and  experience.  It  might  be  in- 
ferred, from  the  speeches  of  iion.  MemWrtt 
opposite,  that  there  was  a  sinister  design  to 
G 
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keep  out  the  natives  of  India  from 
public  employment.  But  he  thought 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman behind  him  showed  conclusiTely 
that  the  bulk  of  Civil  and  administrative 
posts  were  filled  by  natives.  The 
Motion  before  the  House  only  affected 
950  posts.  Who  were  the  men  who 
filled  those  950  posts  ?  They  were  the 
fineflowerof  the  Administration  of  India ; 
men  of  ability,  training,  and  knowledge  ; 
men  who  were  the  guardians  of  British 
interests  in  India  ;  men  who  were  every 
day — he  might  almost  say  every  hour — 
confronted  with  serious  and  grave  re- 
sponsibilities. They  were  not  English- 
men alone.  It  was  perfectly  competent 
for  any  Indian  of  the  requisite  training 
and  ability  to  join  liieu-  ranks,  and,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  there  were  sevoal  Indians 
amongst  them  ;  but  it  was  obvious  that 
the  work  performed  by  the  men  who 
filled  those  posts  must  be  work  based 
upon  a  knowledge  of  English 
institutions,  of  English  history,  and 
English  principles  of  Government. 
It  was  not  men  of  educational  aptitudes 
alone  that  they  wanted  in  India.  They 
wanted  persons  of  high  moral  cha- 
racter ;  men  with  a  knowledge  of  the 
world  ;  men  with  self-reliance,  and  able 
to  grapple  with  emei^ncies  when  they 
arose  ;  and  experience  had  shown  that 
this  ruling  type  of  man  was  more  likely 
to  be  obtained  by  having  the  examina- 
tions conducted  in  England  than  in 
India.  Another  point  was  that  at  the 
present  moment  there  was  ample  oppor- 
tunity for  auy  nativeof  India  to  obtain  any 
post,  however  distinguished,  seeing  that 
Under  the  Act  of  1 870  it  was  competent 
to  the  Government  of  India  to  appoint 
any  native  to  any  post,  however  exalted, 
in  the  Indian  Service. 

Mr.  NAOROJI:  That  is  a  dead 
letter.   It  is  not  acted  on. 

Mr.  CURZON  said,  that  might  be 
true  of  the  past,  but  there  was  no  reason 
to  believe  that  it  would  not  be  carried 
out  in  the  future.  The  result  of  holding 
the  examinations  in  England  was  that  we 
were  able  to  rule  India  successfully,  and 
he  therefore  intended  to  oppose  any 
change  in  the  present  system. 
Mr.  CurzoH 


Question  put. 

The  HouSiB  divided  :  —  Ayes  76  j 
Noes  84.— (Division  List,  No.  111.) 

Mr.  PAUL :  I  claim  to  move  that 
the  substantive  Question  be  now  put. 

Several  Members  t  I  object. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  It  is  consequential 
that  the  words  be  there  added. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

RasdlTed,  That  all  open  competitive  Examina- 
tions heretofore  held  in  England  alone  for 
appointments  to  the  Ctvil  Serrtces  of  India 
■hall  henceforth  be  held  simultaneouBly  both  in 
India  and  England,  such  Examinations  in  both 
Coantries  being  identical  in  their  nature,  and 
all  who  compete  being  finally  claasified  in  one 
Hat  according  to  merit. 

Supply — Committee  upon  Monday 
next. 

CIVIL  SERVICES,  1893-4  CSUPBRANNUA- 
TION  AND  RETIRED  ALLOWANCBS). 
Copy  presented, — of  Appendix  to  the 
Estimate  for  Civil  Services,  Class  VI,, 
Vote  1,  containing  a  List  of  Superannaa- 
tion  and  Retu«d  Allowances  pavable  on 
31st  March  1893  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION  (PRO- 
CEEDINOS). 

Copy  presented, — of  Return  of  Pro- 
ceedings during  the  month  of  April  ltf93 
[by  CommandJ  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

ELHOTRIC  liaHTlNQ  PR0VI8IO1TAL 

ORDER  (No.  7)  BILL. 
Copy  presented, — of  Memorandum 
stating  the  nature  of  the  Proposals  con- 
tained in  the  Provisional  Order  included 
in  the  Bill  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 
Copies  presented, — of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports  on  Trade  and  Finance, 
Nos.  1216  (Foochow).  1217  (Wuhu). 
1218  (Vera  Cruz),  1219  (San  Jos^), 
1220  (Antwerp),  and  1221  (Mogador) 
[by  Command];  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

House  adjourned  at  a  qnutw  aftn 
'        Twelve.o'clock  to  Mtmday  next. 
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HOUSE     OF  LORDS, 
Monday,  Sth  June  1S98, 


Several  Lords — Took  the  Oath. 

COnXTT  MAGISTRATES. 

RESOLCTION*. 

•The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  moved 
to  resolve — 

"That  it  has  been  a  long-esttiblished  custom 
that  tbe  Jiiatices  of  the  Peace  flbould  be  ap< 
poiated  in  coanties  on  the  recommendation  of 
the  Lords  Lieoteoant  ;  and  that,  in  the  opinion 
of  House,  it  is  highly  inexpedient  to  disturb 
this  usage  in  a,uj  coanty  for  the  purpose  (rf 
placiag  on  the  Bench  Jnutices  whose  {KiUtical 
opnions  are  id  consonance  with  those  of  the 
Govern  men  t  of  the  day," 

He  5aid  he  bad  been  iuducod  tbo  more 
readily  to  briug  forward  this  Motiou  in 
arasequence  of  the   deputation  'which 
nited  ou  tbe  Lord  Chauccllor  a  short 
time  ago,  bringing  under  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord's  consideration  the  mode  in 
which  for  handreds  of  years  Magistrates 
had  been    appointed   in   this  country. 
,  Personally,  be  had  not  a  word  to  say 
against  the  Lord  Chancellor.   The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  on  all  occasions 
treated  him  with  extreme  coiirtesy,  and 
he  only  regretted  that  a  strong  sense  of 
pnblic  duty  should  have  induced  him  to 
inrite  the  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  pass  a  Resolution  setting 
aside  a  custom  which  he  did  not  think 
anyone  believed  had  been  employed  pre- 
jndicially  to  the  carrying  on  of  tbe  busi- 
ness  of    tbe   country  with   regard  to 
Magistrates.    If  he  properly  understood 
the  Resolution  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
it  appeared  that  in  future  the  Magistrates 
would  not  be  appointed  in  consequence  of 
the  necessity  for  them,  but  nuiinly  owing 
to  the  political  views  they  might  enter- 
tain.   He  did  not  think  that  there  was 
anything  which  could  be  so  subversive  of 
the  good  management  of  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  in  this  country  tlian  that 
the  Magistrates  should  in  future  be  ap- 
pointed in  consequence  of  their  political 
views  in  place  of  a  recommendation  by 
ibe  Lord  Lieutenant  to  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor owtug  to  the  necessities  of  the  dis- 
tricts to  which  Magistrates  were  to  be 
appointed  and  their  fitnesB  for  the  post. 

VOL.  XIII.   [foubth  series.] 


Xor  could  he  understand  how,  under  the 
new  state  of  tbiugs,  the  Lord  Chancellor 
was  to  find  out  the  political  opioioas  of 
the  gentlemen  whom  he  was  asked  to 
appoint ;  nor  did  he  think  that  anyone  in 
the  county  was  more  competent  to  advise 
the  Lord  Chancellor  in  this  matter  than 
the  Lord  Lieutenant.   In  his  view  the 
appointment  of  Magistrates  and  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  had  nothing  to  do 
with  politics.    Speaking  for  himself,  he 
said  that  on  one  occasion,  when  he  had 
first  th^  honour  to  be  appointed  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenancy  of  Banff,  the  names  of 
several  gentlemen  were  suggested  to  him 
as  proper  persons  to  be  recommended  to 
tbe  Lord  Chancellor.    He  inquired  what 
tbe  peculiar  qualifications  of  t'he  gentle- 
men were,  where  they  resided,  and  what 
need  there  was  for  them,  and  was  in- 
formed that  these  suggested  Magistrates 
had  beeu  very  active  in  promoting  the 
Cousorvative  cause.    His  answer  was 
that  he  was  very  glad  indeed  to  hear  that 
those  gentlemen  had  beeu  active  in  the 
Conservative  cause,  that  he  trusted  they 
would  continue  their  good  work  with  as 
much  success,  but  that  it  did  not  appear 
to  him  that  that  was  any  reason  for 
placing  their  names  on  the  Commission  of 
the  Peace.  He  had  acted  on  that  principle 
up  to  the  present  time.    The  last  batch  of 
Magistrates  he  had  been  instmmeatal  in 
appointing  included    Unionists,  Glad- 
stoniaus,'  Conservatives,  members  of  the 
Established  Church,  of  the  Free  Church, 
Episcopalians,  and,  ho  believed,  in  one 
case  a  Roman   Catholic.    The  Magis- 
trates were  appointed  for  the  administia- 
tiou  of  justice,  in  order  to  see  that  the 
laws  were  properly  and  fairly  carried 
ont.      He    found,   however,   that  the 
gentlemen  who  waited  on  the  Lord 
Chancellor  appeared  to  lose  sight  alto- 
gether of  the  fact  that  the  Magistrates 
were  appointed  for  the  administration  of 
justice.    Since  the  passing  of  the  Local 
Grovernmeut  Act  there  was  very  little 
else  for  the  Magistrates  to  do.    At  the 
dcputatiou   Mr.  Stansfcld   stated  that 
there  was  discontent  and  a  want  of  con- 
fidence in  the  present  system;  that  the 
appointments  were  at  present  practically 
political  appointments,  confined  in  the 
vast  majority  of  cases  to  persons  of  one 
political  Party.    Among  whom  was  the 
discontent  ?     Surely   not  among  the 
prisoners  and  the  defendants  who  came 
before  the  Magistrates  ?   According  to 
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l^e  right  hoD.  GentlemaD,  it  seemed  that 
ibe  Magistrates  ought  to  be  appoiuted  in 
order  to  gratify  the  vanity  of  certain 
ipembers  of  the  Liberal  Parly  who 
wished  to  write  J.P.  after  their  names. 

could  not  conceive  anything  more  nn- 
tenable  than  an  argimient  of  this  kind. 
,^as  there  any  want  of  confidence  among 
t)ie  persons  brought  before  the  Magis- 
trates ?  If  such  persons  thought  they 
had  not  had  a  fair  trial  and  that  the 
Magistrates  were  partial,  there  might  be 
some  ground  for  the  statemeut ;  but  he 
appealed  to  any  noble  Lord  who  was  iu 
the  habit  of  attendiug  Petty  Sessions 
whether  or  not  it  was  the  case  that 
where  the  prisoners  had  the  optiou  of 
^electing  trial  by  the  Magistrates  or  of 
being  sent  for  trial  by  jury,  they  did  not 
invariably  select  trial  l>y  the  Magistrates 
then  and  there  ?  This  was  a  political 
move  on  the  part  of  Members  of  the 
IIouso  of  Commons  who  desired  to  bring 
the  matter  before  the  Lord  Chancellor,  so 
that  a  great  number  of  Liberal  Magis- 
trates might  be  appoiuted.  There  was  no 
desire  on  their  part,  and  could  be  none, 
to  improve  the  administration  of  justice, 
because  they  could  not  do  it.  He  be- 
lieved the  aidmiuistratiou  of  justice  was 
as  perfect  as  it  could  well  be.  He 
thought  they  ought  to  liave  had  some 
statement  made  showing  how  disastrous 
the  state  of  things  was  at  the  present 
moment,  some  charge  against  the  Magis- 
trates, some  iudictmeiit  showing  tbat ; 
they  bad  not  done  their  duty,  and  de- 
claring that  on  that  account,  therefore,  it 
was  full  time  that  a  state  of  things  which 
had  existed  for  hundreds  of  years  should 
be  put  a  stop  to.  He  repeated,  that  the 
administration  of  justice  was  as  good  as 
aoytliing  human  was  likely  to  be,  and  he 
hiul  a  very  good  witness  on  that  point. 
He  would  quote  to  their  Lordships  in 
jastificatioQ  of  that  statement  what  the 
Home  Secretary  had  said.  Mr.  Asquith 
said — 

"  He  dill  not  make  any  charge  against  the 
Mag^tnteB.  He  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
a  eooil  deal  of  their  declsionfl,  and  though  mis- 
takes were  made,  as  they  must  be  ander  the  best 
constituted  systcniH,  there  was  no  ground  what- 
ever for  suRpecting  the  great  majority  of  either 
partiality  or  incompetence." 

The  statement  made  as  to  the  number  of 
Magistrates  belonging  to  a  particular 
political  Party  on  the  County  Benches 
was  not  always  quite  correct.  In  the 
County  of  Denbigh  it  was  said  tliat  there  ' 
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were  only  seven  Nonconformists  on  the 
Bench.  He  had  it  from  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  that  county  that  he  had 
gone  carefully  over  the  list,  and  he  found 
there  were  22.  That  was  a  considerable 
difference.  But  he  held  that  there  should 
be  no  question  of  politics  whatever  in 
connection  widi  the  appointment  of  Magis- 
trates. In  Sussex,  with  which  he  was 
iutimate,  there  was  no  such  thing  as 
politics  in  the  matter.  Sussex  was  a 
Conservative  county,  and  they  had  for 
30  years  two  Liberal  Lords  Lieu- 
teiiaut.  First  they  had  Lord  Chichester, 
who  was  succeeded  by  Lord  Hampden, 
and  neither  was  influenced  by  any 
political  considerations.  They  appointed 
those  persons  whom  they  thought  pro- 
perly qualiiied.  If  the  new  system  were 
adopted,  persons  would  be  appointed  not 
because  they  were  qualified,  but  because 
they  were  atlvanced  Liberals  or  advanced 
Conservatives.  Each  Party  would  try 
to  do  the  best  for  its  own  men  ;  and 
Magistrates  would  simply  be  appointed 
according  to  the  political  exigencies  of 
the  time.  Ho  could  not  imagine  any- 
thing more  detrimental  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  than  the  iDtroductiou  of 
politics.  No  failure  had  been  even 
hinted  at  iu  the  present  system,  which 
had  worked  well  for  generations.  He 
begged  to  move  his  Resolution. 
Sloved  to  resolve — 

"  That  it  has  been  a  long-establisbed 
custom  that  the  Juatfces  of  the  Peace 
should  be  apjiointed  in  counties  on  the  re- 
commenilation  of  the  Lords  Lieutenant  ;  and 
tbat,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  highly 
inexijedient  to  disturb  this  unageia  any  county 
for  the  purjiose  of  placing  on  the  Bench  Justices 
whose  political  opinions  are  in  eonsonant^  with 
those  of  the  Government  of  the  day." — (77^** 
J)uhe  ttf  Itiekatoitd.') 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (The  Marquess  of 
RiPON')  :  My  Lords,  my  noble  Friend 
has  moved  his  Resolution  in  a  speecK 
which  is  marked  by  all  the  fairness  and 
moderation  which  we  all  know  distin- 
guish him  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  X 
think  the  Resolution  of  the  noble  Duke 
is  based  on  a  misconception  of  the  true 
state  of  affairs,  and  certainly  of  the  in- 
tentions of  Her  Majesty^s  Government. 
There  is  no  desire  to  lay  down  the  prin- 
ciple tbat  for  the  future  Justices  of  the 
Peace  are  to  be  appopited  according  as 
they  agree  or  differ  from  the  opiuions  of 
the  Government  of  the  day.  If  the  noblo 
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Dake  looks  at  the  Resolution  passed  in  ' 
die  other  Honse  he  will  see  that  It  lavs  [ 
down  no  sach  principle.    What  the 
Resolution  of   the  other  House  affirms  | 
ie  that  there  exists  at  the  present  time  a  . 
feeling  of  dissatisfaction  at  the  fact  that 
there  is  in  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  [ 
generally  throughout  the  country  a  very 
small  proportion  of  men  holding  particular 
opinions,    lu  allowing  the  existence  of 
that  feeling  it  is  not  my  intention,  nor  is  it 
necessary,  that  I  should  bring  any  charge 
in  regard  to  the  course  which  has  been 
pursued  by  Lords  Lieutenant  generally. 
I  have  no  doubt  tbey  have  been  actuated 
by  the  same  feeling  which  actuates  my 
noble  Friend  opposite  and  myself — tbey 
desired  to  perform  their  duties  faithfully 
to  the  public.    But,  my  Lords,  quite 
spart  from   the  conduct  of  particular 
Lords  Lieutenant,  there  have  been  reasons 
vhich  have  always  tended  to  bring  about 
the  state  of  things  complained  of.  There 
was  io  former  years,  and  it  still  exists  to 
a  certain  extent^  a  feeling  that  Connty 
Higistratea  ought  to  be  taken  from 
peraoDS  of  a  particular  class  or  of  a  par- 
dealar  social  position.    In  one  respect 
the  appointment  of  County  Magistrates 
differs  from  that  of  Borough  Magistrates, 
because  in  the  case  of  County  Magistrates 
there  still  exists  the  property  qualifica- 
tion, which  I  hope  to  see  abolished — a 
hope  which,  I  believe,  is  shared  by  noble 
Lords  below  the  Gangway  on  this  side 
of  the  House.    The  effect  of  the  exist- 
ence of  that  qualification  ia  to  exclude 
from  the  Bench  some  whom  it  would 
be  dmirable  to  place  there.    In  one  part 
of  the  North  Riding  of  Yorkshire,  for 
instance,  there  is  a  large  mining  popula- 
tion, and  representations  were  made  to  me 
some  time  ago  that  the  miners  were  anxious 
to  have  one  of  their  own  class  put  on  the 
Bench.    I  was  obliged  to  tell  them  iu 
reply  that,  unless  they  could  produce  a 
person  possessing  the  necessary  property 
qualification,  I  could  not  comply  with 
their  wishes  ;  and  no  sucb  person  has  ever 
been  named  to  me.  The  feeling,  of  which 
tlus  incident  is  an  evidence,  is  quite  inde- 
pendent of  the  action  of  this  or  that  Lord 
Liratenant.    This  state  of  things  has 
produced  afeelingof  dissatisfaction,  which 
is  yet  on  the  increase,  in  the  minds  of  a 
large  portion  of  the  community.    It  is 
not  necessary  to  enter  into  any  con- 
troversy as  to  whether  the  Liberal  Party 
is  or  is  not  a  majority  of  the  popniatiou ; 


it  will  at  least  be  admitted  that  the 
Liberals  are  a  large  and  important  por- 
tion of  the  population  ;  and,  at  all  events, 
whatever  men's  opinions  may  be,  the 
holding  of  those  opinions  ought  not  to 
have  the  effect  of  keeping  them  off  the 
Bench.    If  it  does,  then  the  result  will 
be  to  shake  the  confidence  generally  re- 
posctl  in  the  Magistrates.    Among  the 
classes   from   whom   Justices    of  the 
Peace  have  generally  been  drawn  in 
tlie  past  there  has  recently  been  a 
large  transference  of  support  from  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Leafier  of  the  Opposition. 
In  my  own  connty  one-half  the  Magis- 
trates   formerly    identified    with  the 
Liberal  Party  have  changed  their  views, 
and  it  is  that  which  makes  the  exclu- 
sion   from  the  Bench  more  felt  than  it 
has  been  before.    It  is  iu  these  circum- 
stances  that  great  dissatisfaction  has 
been  expressed  ;  that  strong  representa- 
tions have  been  made  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, and  that  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament has  passed  a  Resolution  in  favour 
of  redressing  the  grievance.    The  noble 
Duke  asked  who  are  the  persons  who 
show  a  want  of  confidence  in  the  Magis- 
trates.   It  is  not  a  question  of  the  confi- 
dence of  prisoners ;  I  have  no  charge  to 
make  in  regard  to  the  administration  of 
justice  against  the  Magistrates  in  general ; 
I  quite  agree  with  what  has  been  said  on 
this  point  by  Mr.  Asquith.     There  is  a 
question    beyond    the   confidence  of 
prisoners  on  whom  sentences  may  be 
passed,  and  that  is  the  confidence  of  the 
general  public,  in  the  proper  discharge  of 
the  great  and  responsible  duties  of  the 
County  Benches.     There  is  proof  of  a 
large  amount  of  dissatisfaction  with  the 
constitution  of  the  Benches,  and  that,  I 
think,  furnishes  a  sufficient  ground  for 
the  consideration  of  the  matter  by  the 
Government.      I     quite    agree  that 
appointments  ought  not  to  be  made  ex- 
clusively from  the  supporters  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day.    Ko  such  thought 
has  entered  into  the  minds  of  Members 
of  the  Government ;  and  I  am  glad 
to    see    that   noble   Lords  opposite 
appear  to  agree  that  neither  political 
nor     religious     opinions,    nor  social 
position  in  itself,   ought  to  be  made 
causes   of  exclusion   from   the  ranks 
of  Magistrates.    There  is  a  strong  feel- 
ing among  a  large  proportion  of  the 
public  at  present  diat  partipijlar  opinions 
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and  classes  are  not  adequately  represented 
on  the  Beach.  That  feeling  ought  to  be 
got  rid  of ;  and  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
GoTerament  to  take  steps  to  remore 
that  sense  of  grierauce.  As  to  the 
latter  part  of  the  Motion,  I  quite  agree 
with  it;  Magistrates  ought  not  to  be 
appointed  because  their  political  opinions 
are  in  consonance  with  those  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  ;  but  when  there  is 
an  inequality  such  as  is  complained  of, 
then  there  is  a  balance  to  be  redressed, 
and  X  do  say  that  that  balance 
ought  to  be  redressed.  As  to 
the  first  part  of  the  Resolution,  I 
cannot  admit  that  it  is  a  conclusive  argu- 
ment that  a  custom  ought  to  be  adhered 
to  because  it  has  existed  for  a  long  time. 
That  argument  can  scarcely  be  used  by 
the  Opposition,  because  my  noble  Friends 
opposite,  in  1888,  in  creating  County 
Coimcils,  deprived  Magistrates  of  some 
of  their  duties  without  making  any 
allegation  against  them  that  those  dntics 
had  been  inefficiently  perfoimed.  There 
was  no  charge,  there  was  no  indict- 
ment. The  iate  Goverumeut  distiuctly 
declared  that  the  Justices  had  adminis- 
tered the  County  Finances  well.  A  change 
was  then  made  simply  because  it  was 
demanded  by  public  opinion.  And  now 
we  are  dealing  not  with  the  attributes  of 
Magistrates,  but  with  the  manner  of 
their  appointment  ;  and,  after  the  great 
political  and  social  changes  which  have 
taken  place  during  the  last  20  or  30 
years,  it  is,  I  think,  only  natural  that  the 
method  of  appointing  Magistrates  should 
be  found  capable  of  improvement. 
Theoretically,  as  we  know,  the  responsi- 
bility for  the  appointment  of  Magistrates 
rests  with  the  Lord  Chancellor,  but 
up  to  the  present  time  tlie  Lord 
Chancellor  has,  in  accordance  witU 
ancient  custom,  been  accustomed  to  look 
exclusively  to  the  recommeudatious  of 
the  Lords  Lieutenant.  It  is  not  sur- 
prising, in  days  like  these,  with  a 
democratic  House  of  Commons,  that  a 
demand  should  be  made  that  a  more 
direct  and  tangible  responsibility  should 
'  be  thrown  on  the  Minister  of  the  Crown 
in  regard  to  these  appointments.  I  am 
quite  sure  the  Lords  Lieutenant  feel  their 
i-eaponsibility  to  the  public  in  the  matter, 
and  I  am  equally  sure  the  Lord 
Chancellor  will  do  his  utmost  to  work 
with  them  in  future.  All  that  is  implied 
in  the  Resolution,  which  has  been 
accepted  by  the  Govemraent,  is  that  in 
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future  the  Lord  Chancellor  will  examine 
more  closely  into  the  recommendations 
made,  and  will  notrefuse  to  receive  recom- 
mendations from  other  peraons  than  the 
Lords  Lieutenant  in  regard  to  the  appoint- 
ments of  Justices  of  the  Peace.  Beyond 
that  the  Goverument  have  not  the  slightest 
intention  of  going,  and  they  have  not  the 
slightest  desire  or  intention  to  make  the 
appointments  political,  and,  therefore,  if 
the  Motion  were  pressed  I  should  not 
vote  agaiust  it.  But  the  Government 
believe  it  to  be  in  the  highest  degree 
desirable  that  the  existing  public  discon- 
tent should  be  removed,  and  they  believe 
that  the  result  of  their  action  will  be  not 
to  impair  the  position  of  the  Lords 
Lieutenant  or  of  the  Magistrates,  but 
to  sustaiu  their  authority  and  place  it  on 
a  firmer  foundation. 

•Earl  COWPER  supported  the  Motion 
of  the  uoble  Duke,  and  must  begin  by 
acknowledging  the  fair  and  courteous 
manner  in  which  the  Lord  Chancellor 
had  acted  in  regard  to  the  appointments 
made  in  the  county  with  which  ho  him- 
self was  officially  connected.  Everyone 
admitted  that  the  County  Magistrates 
had  discharged  their  duties  well.  Com- 
plaints, no  doubt,  were  made  of  the 
Magisterial  Benches  in  these  days  as  of 
other  institutions,  and  a  so-called  society 
journal  had  made  it  a  point  to  publish, 
weekly  accounts  showing  the  diversity 
of  sentences  passed  by  the  Magistrates 
at  different  Sessions.  This,  however, 
would  apply  to  the  Judges  and  Sti- 
pendiaries as  well  as  to  the  Unpaid 
Magistracy.  That  fact  was  in  no  way- 
whatever  a  reflection  on  the  Magisterial 
Bench;  for  the  sentence  of  a  prisoner  of  tea 
depended  on  a  variety  of  circumstances, 
and  not  alone  on  the  respectivecriminality 
of  Uie  offences.  If  there  were  time  to 
do  so,  ho  could  give  instances  of  very 
unequal  sentences  passed  by  the  highest 
Judges  of  the  land  for  the  commission  of 
exactly  similar  offences.  It  had  beeu 
remarked  that  it  was  very  desirable  the 
public  should  have  confidence  in  the 
Magistracy.  He  coucurred  with  this, 
and  conteuded  that  the  Bench  already 
enjoyed  the  full  confidence  of  the  country. 
It  had  been  complained  by  those  who 
desired  to  interfere  with  the  present 
system  that  a  large  majority  of  the 
Magistrates  were  on  one  side  in  politics. 
That  was  so,  no  doubt ;  but  it  was  due 
not  to  Party  political  action,  but  to  the 
fact  that  the  gE^le^'^jOfe^teM" 
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men  of  leisure  aod  edacation,  who  were 
most  qualified  and  available  for  Magis- 
trates, happened  to  be  on  the  Uuionist 
side.    As  to  the  alteruative  proposal  of 
appointing  the  Magistrates  on  therecom- 
meodation  of  the  County  Councils,  would 
that  be  satisfactory  ?    Look  at  the  way 
in  which  the  County  Councils  had  exer- 
cised their  powers.     In  the  London 
County   Council  the  Aldermen  were 
all  chosen   from  the    Radicals.  No 
doubt,  in  some  other  County  Coun- 
cils   the    Aldermen    were   chosen  in 
quite  a  different  way.  A  Committee  was 
formed  representing  both  sides,  and  the 
result  was  that  half  were  chosen  from 
each  side  ;  but  they  were  the  most  pro- 
minent men,  and  those  who  had  taken  the 
most  active  part  in  elections,  so  that  the 
appointmeuts  were  made  from  extreme 
^idicals  and  extreme  Conservatives,  and 
the  Moderate  men  were  left  out.  He  did 
not  think  that  this  mode  of  appointment 
would  be  at  all  satisfactory.   But  bad 
as  it  wu  it  would  be  better  than,  what 
he  was   afraid    would    happen,  their 
selection  by  the  member  or  the  defeated 
candidate  for  the  constituency.  The  Go- 
Temmeut  at  this  moment  were  appointing 
Magistrates   under   pressure  from  the 
other   House.    They  had  only  a  small 
majority  on  a  most  important  measure 
which  they  were  bringing  for.vard,  and 
they  could  not  afford  to  ofTend  anybody 
lest  they  might  lose  their  votes  on  that 
and  other  questions.    The  Kesolutiou 
which  was  adopted  by  the  House  of 
Commous  was  passed  after  only  three 
hours'  discussion,  and  it  was  inconceiv- 
»ble  that  a  Resolntion  so  passed  should 
be  considered   enough   to   cimuge  the 
whole  practice  which  had  been  going  on 
for  centuries,   although,   as  far  as  he 
could  make  out,  it  was  contrary  to  the 
deliberate  opinion  of  the  noble  and  learne^l 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  the  very  man  who 
TBS  to  put  it  into  practice. 
•ViscocxT  CROSS:    My  Lords,  I 
think  one  thing  is  quite  clear  from  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Marquess  opposite, 
and  that  is  that  this  matter  has  been 
brought  to  the  front  because  a  number 
of  gentlemen,  who  have  done  their  work 
very  well,  have  not  followed  the  Prime 
Minister  in  the  change  of  frout  he  has 
made  oo  the  Irish  Question,  and  the 
resnlt  has  been  that  the  Magistrates  who 
now  follow   him   are  a  much  smaller 
number    than    before.     However  the 
Doble  Marquess  may  vote  upon  this 


matter,  and  however  he  may  by  words 

deprecate  the  introduction  of  politics  in 
the  appoiutmont  of  Magistrates,  the 
whole  object  of  the  action  of  the 
Government  may  be  fairly  described  in 
the  words  of  the  noble  Dako.    It  is — 

"For  the  jiurpoie  of  placinir  on  the  Bench 
JuBticcH  whose  political  opiiiions  are  iti  con- 
sonance with  those  of  the  (rovemmeut  of  the 
•lay." 

I  do  not  think  I  should  have  interfered 
in  this  DelMite  if  I  had  not  had  the 
honour  to  be,  for  a  long  time,  connected 
with  the  administration  of  justice  in  the 
County  of  Lancaster ;  and  perhaps  noble 
Lords  would  like  to  understand  wliat  has 
taken  place  in  that  county,  because  I 
think  it  will  show  that  that  has  been  the 
whole  object  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy,  without  any  justification.  Noble 
Lords  will  see  as  plainly  as  they  can  see 
anything  that  the  sole  object  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  was — 

"  To  place  on  the  Bench  Justices  whose 
political  opinionB  are  in  consonance  with  those 
of  the  Govcniraent  of  the  day." 

The  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack,  if  he  accepts  this  power  in 
consequence  of  the  vote  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  will,  I  think,  find  the  pressure 
put  upon  him  extremely  unpleasant.  I 
have  here  a  Report  of  the  number  of 
Magistrates  appointed  since  1850  to 
to  1870,  and,  before  quoting  from  it,  I 
will  mention  that  the  "waste,"  so  to 
speak,  on  the  Magisterial  Bench  in  the 
County  of  Lancaster  is,  on  an  average, 
25  or  26  annually.  In  1852  a  change 
Ijegan  to  take  phu^e.  In  any  observations 
I  am  about  to  make  I  will  not  impute 
l)laine  to  one  Party  more  than  the  other. 
The  Party  with  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  be  connected  has  been  just  as  much  to 
blame  as  the  other.  In  the  year  1852, 
wlien  Lord  Derby  came  into  power,  the 
number  of  appointments  to  the  Magis- 
tracy was  raised  at  once  to  36.  When 
Lord  Aberdeen  came  into  power  in 
December,  1852,  the  number  of  appoint- 
ments was  31.  But  later  on  this  practice 
of  increasing  the  number  of  appointmeuts 
grew  very  much,  especially  after  Elec- 
tions. There  was  a  change  of  Govern- 
ment in  1858,  when  Lord  Derby  came  in 
a  second  time,  and  the  number  of 
appointments  rose  to  65  immediately. 
There  was  a  change  of  Government 
also  in  1859,  when  Lord  Palmerston 
succeeded  to  Office,  and  then4he  number 
of  appointments  wa8i*^*i»weris)©^teld 
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have  been  ample  at  that  time.  So  matters 
went  on,  with  au  average  of  from  20  to  22 
appointments,  for  the  next  six  years,  until 
again  there  was  a  change  of  Government. 
Lord  Derby  came  into  power  in  1866, 
when  54  Magistrates  were  appointed, 
and  the  next  year  66  more  were  nomi- 
nated. At  the  end  of  1868  there  was 
another  Election ;  the  present  Prime 
Minister  came  into  Office  ;  and  in  1869 
the  number  of  appointments  of.  Magis- 
trates, instead  of  being  about  22,  at  once 
rose  to  107. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fok 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (The  Earl  of 
ROSEBERV)  :  Were  those  the  figures  for 
1868  or  for  1869  ? 

Viscount  CROSS :  Those  figures 
were  for  1869,  the  Elections  having  taken 
place  in  the  November  of  the  year  before. 
The  matter  seemed  to  be  so  serious  at 
that  time  that  the  late  Lord  Derby, 
who  was  then  Chairman  of  Quarter 
Sessions  at  one  end  of  the  county,  with 
Colonel  Wilson  Fatten  and  myself  as 
Chairman  at  the  other  end,  went  to  the 
Ghancellor  of  the  Duchy  (Lord  Dufierin) 
and  pointed  out  to  him  the  state  of 
affairs.  We  found  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  perfectly  alive  to  the  evils  of  the 
appointment  of  Magistrates  under  the 
pressure  of  political  Parties.  The  result 
was  the  Memorandum  of  1870,  by  which 
it  was  directed  that  in  future  the  Magis- 
trates for  the  County  Palatine  of  Lan- 
caster should  be  appointed  by  the  Chau- 
cellor  of  the  Duchy  ou  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  County  i 
Palatine  as  was  done  in  other  counties. 
That  Memorandum  was  approved  by  the 
Government  of  the  day,  Mr.  Gladstone, 
of  course,  being  privy  to  the  whole 
matter.  The  result  has  l>eeu  that  the 
average  number  of  Magistrates  ap|)ointed 
from  1870  to  1892  was  about  26  every 
year.  At  the  first  great  Election  after- 
wards Id  1874,  at  a  time  when  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  would  no  doubt  have 
been  pressed  to  make  an  enormous 
number  of  political  appointments — under 
the  old  system,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  made 
27  appointments,  which  was  about  the 
average.  In  the  year  1880,  which  I  have 
every  reason  to  remember,  because  I  had 
to  contest  the  South-West  Division  of 
Lancashire  when  the  present  Lord  Lieu- 
tenaut  of  the  county  and  the  iate  Lord 
Derby  used  all  their  legitimate  political 
influence  against  me — the  year  Mr.  Glad- 
J^teount  Crogg  I 


stone  came  into  Office.  But  that  did 
not  make  the  smallest  difference  in  the 
number  of  Magistrates  appointed.  The 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county  only  re- 
commended, or  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  only  appointed,  20  Magistrates  in 
1880  aud  25  in  1881,  and  there  was  no 
great  increase  in  the  appointments 
either  in  1885  or  in  1886.  I  think 
1  have  proved  that  before  1870  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  had  under 
political  pressure  appointed  more  Magis- 
trates than  were  wanted,  and  that  those 
Magistrates  were  selected  from  his 
political  friends,  and  that  from  1870  to 
the  present  time  the  Lord  Lieutenant  has 
never  allowed  Party  considerations  to 
influence  his  appointments,  aud  I  have 
never  heard  up  to  the  preseut  moment  a 
single  complaint  made  against  those  ap- 
pointments. Now  I  come  to  what 
started  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  upon 
the  extraordinary  course  of  procedure 
that  he  has  taken.  A  Memorial  was 
sent  to  the  preseut  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy,  signed  by  a  number  of  gentlemen, 
in  which  they  called  attention  to  the 
political  and  social  disability  under  which 
the  Liberals  of  the  Connty  of  Lancaster 
suffered  in  respect  of  the  appointment  of 
Couuty  Magistrates.  AU  of  these  geutle- 
men  wereextreme  Liberals  and  supporters 
of  the  present  Government,  and  wore  con- 
nected with  the  great  towns,  aud  not  with 
the  county  districts.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  then  communicated  with  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county,  and 
I  pointed  out  to  him  that  the  great  pre- 
I  ponderance  among  the  Magistrates  of 
gentlemen  belonging  to  one  political 
Party — that  which  supported  ^e  late 
Government — was  compUined  of  in  some 
quarters,  and  that  strong  dissatisfaction 
was  expressed  with  that  preponderance. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  that  com- 
munication, went  on  to  say — 

We  must  all  unite  in  desiring  that  politics 
should  \\axe  as  little  as  possible  to  do  with 
apiKiinlmcuts  to  the  Bench ;  but  when  a  glariof; 
(lisparitj  exists,  and  has  long  exiHted,  it  is 
natural  that  those  excluded  should  feel  a^- 
jyfrieved  and  suspicious ;  nor  are  they  consoled 
b.r  bein^  reminded  that  the  fact  is  probably 
(lu^,  in  many  or  most  instances,  to  the  tendency 
of  the  existing  Maf^strates  in  each  locality  to 
recommend  for  ajipoiutment  their  own  personal 
and  political  friends." 

That  was  a  very  serious  charge  to  bring 

against  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  especially 
when  it  was  within  th§  knowledge  of 
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the  Chaocellor  of  the  Duchy  himself, 
because  he  goes  into  the  figures,  that 
for  the  first  15  years  of  the  Lord 
Identenaney  of  Lord  Sefton  the  per- 
centage of  Liberals  to  Conservatives 
varied  from  45  to  55  per  cent.  What 
more  could  be  required  ?  It  really  poiata 
only  to  the  fact  that  the  majority  of  the 
Liberal  Uagistrates  had  ceased  to  follow 
Mr.  GladstoDe  in  his  present  policy. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  then  points 
out  that  there  were  now  on  the  County 
Bench  142  Liberals  as  against  522 
members  of  the  opposite  Party  ;  but  as 
I  have  said,  the  reason  is  that  the  vast 
majority  of  the  Liberal  Magistrates  had 
ceased  to  follow  the  Prime  Minister. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also  says  this 
proportion  is  very  Trong,  because  in 
many  eases,  as  appears  from  the  repre- 
sentation in  Parliament,  more  than  half 
die  population  is  of  one  political  opinion, 
while  the  Magistrates  are  almost  ex- 
dnsiTcly  of  another,  and  be  concludes 
his  letter  as  follows  : — 

1  therefore  append  the  names  of  39  gen- 
Uenen  distribntea  noder  lU  Petty  ScHnional 
IN  visions,  and  hava  that  yoar  Lordship  msj 
see  fit,  if  satisfied  as  to  their  competence,  to 
Ncommend  them  to  me  for  appointment 
according-  to  the  eastern  followed  of  late  years." 

That  is  an  attempt  practically  to  swamp 
the  Bench  with  the  supporters  of  the 
Government.  It  was  not  likely  that  the 
lA>rd  Lieutenant  would  agree  to  that 
eoorae,  and  I  think  bis  answer  was  a 
Tery  dignified  and  proper  one,  and  ex- 
presaed  in  suitable  language.    He  says — 

"  Before  1871  the  appointments  had  been 
made  for  many  years  almost  entirely  on  poli- 
tical gTOQods,  and  as  rewards  for  Party  BeiTices, 
and  ^  the  change  became  almost  absolute]}' 
neccFsary.  I  have  always  looked  upon  the 
nomination  of  the  Justices  as  a  trust  conferred 
upon  me  by  all  political  Parties,  and  I  hare 
never  abused  that  trust  daring  the  last  22 
jears  by  noniinatiiig  a  single  Magistrate  on 
political  grounds.  When  additional  Justices 
Bare  been  required  I  have  always  ecdeaTonred 
to  find  the  most  suitable  candidates  in  the 
different  districts  without  inquiring  to  what 
political  Party  they  belonged.  At  the  present 
time  there  is  no  demand  for  any  Bubstantlal 
ad^tion  to  tlie  Magisterial  Bench ;  and  1 
UMteistaad  that  your  request  that  I  should  at, 
Mice  nominate  40  Magistrates  is  not  based  upon 
any  such  demand,  but  solely  and  alone  be- 
cause you  desire  that  40  gentlemen  who  are 
supporters  ofiMr.  Gladstone  should  be  nomi- 
by  me.'' 

The  last  sentence  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant^s  letter  is  one  which,  in  my 
opinioii,  desCTvea  a  very  different  answer 
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to  what  was  given  to  it.  He  goes  on  to 
say — 

"  I  flesire  to  add  that,  if  any  representation  be 
made  to  me  that  additional  Justices  are  required 
in  any  district,  I  will  glailly  consider  the  com- 
peteucy  and  claims  of  the  gentlemen  whose 
names  you  have  submitted  to  me,  without  the 
slightest  reference  to  their  political  opinions." 

The  answer  the  Lord  Lieutenant  got  was 
one  which,  I  think,  ought  not  to  have 
been  written  by  any  gentleman  in  the 
positiou  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy. 
The  right  boo.  Gentleman  says — 

"  While  receiving  with  pleasure  Tour  Lord* 

ship's  assurance  that  you  hare  not  desired  to 
allow  Party  consitlemtions  to  influence  your 
choice  of  nominees  for  the  County  Bench,  I 
must  nevertheless  observe  that  the  disparity 
mentioned  in  my  former  letter  cannot,  in  such 
a  county  as  Lancashire,  where,  in  both  Parties, 
there  are  plenty  of  fit  men  possessed  (>f  the 
requisite  qualification,  be  reganlal  as  acciden- 
tal. It  must,  therefore,  apparently  be  ascribed 
to  the  action  of  tha  local  Benches,  the  Tory 
majorities  in  which  seem  (with  one  or  two  ex- 
ceptions) to  have  been  in  the  habit  of  recom- 
mending to  your  Lordship  their  own  political 
friends  and  associates,  prolonging  and  increasing 
by  this  method  of  co-optation  the  disparity 
referred  to.  Thus  thq  appointments,  whatever 
the  cause,  have,  in  i>oint  of  fact,  had  a  strong 
political  colour ;  and  1  regret  to  notice  that 
your  Lordship  does  not  appear  to  recc^se  the 
injury  to  the  Bench  which  that  colour  cannot 
but  involve." 

The  Lonl  Lieutenant  bad  stated  over 
and  over  again  that  he  had  never  made 
political  appointmenti.  I  sat  on  the 
Bench  for  many  years,  and  the  question 
which  the  Lord  Lieutenant  always  asked 
before  making  appointments  was,  "  Are 
the  Magistrates  wanted  ? "  I  would 
ask,  Who  are  more  likely  to  know  whe- 
ther they  are  wanted  or  not  than  those 
who  perform  the  actual  work  of  the  day  ? 
Tho  Lord  Lieutenant  does  not  take  the 
names  that  are  sent  by  the  local  Bench 
without  making  strict  inquiry  in  order  to 
see  whether,  in  his  judgment,  the  gentle- 
men suggested  are  tit  for  the  Bench  or 
uot.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  had 
no  right  to  pen  such  a  letter  to  the  Lord 
Lientenant,  and  I  hope  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  action  in  the  case  of 
Lancashire  may  be  reversed,  because  the 
present  system  has  tended  not  only  to 
the  excellent  manner  in  which  the  duties 
of  the  Bench  have  been  performed,  but 
to  the  exclusion  of  political  feeling  from 
the  body  of  Magistrates  themselves.  I 
think  I  have  shown  yonr  Lordships  what 
the  effect  of  introducing  political  opinions 
has  been  In  the  old  time  in^4he  County 
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of  Lancaster,  and  I  take  that  as  an 
example  of  what  must  happen  if  the 
Lord  Chancellor  should  follow  the  prac- 
tice he  has  suggested — that  is  to  say,  that 
memorial  after  memorial  will  come  to 
Kim  from  political  Parties,  and  he  will 
find  himself  in  the  greatest  difficulty 
when  he  comes  to  make  appointments 
not  recommended  to  him  by  the  Lords 
Lieutenant. 

•The  Earl  of  SEFTON  said,  the 
fact  that  he  was  to  be  hauded  down  to 
posterity  by  Mr.  Brycc  as  the  black 
sheep  of  Loi-ds  Lieutenant  only  concerned 
himself  and  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  he  would  not  occupy  time  by 
referring  to  any  personal  grievance  ;  but 
the  step  which  has  been  taken  by  the 
CbanceUor  of  the  Duchy  was  a  most 
serious  matter  for,  Lancashire  ;  it  was 
far  too  serious  a  matter  over  to  have 
been  dealt  with  as  a  Departmental  ques- 
tion at  the  Duchy  Office  by  a  Minister  of 
a  few  months'  standing.  It  ought  to 
have  been  fully  considered,  and  every 
Member  of  the  Cabinet  made  responsible 
for  80  great  a  change.  The  Memo- 
randum of  1870  transferreti  the  power 
of  uominating  Lancashire  County  Jus- 
tices from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  This  traus- 
ference  was  approved  and  sanctioned  by 
the  Prime  Minister,  Mr.  Gladstone  ;  it 
was  backed  by  Lancashire's  great  leader 
and  statesman,  Lord  Derby,  who  then 
led  the  Opposition  in  this  House  ;  it  was 
originated  by  Lord  Winraarleigh,  far 
better  known  as  Colonel  Wilson  Patten, 
who  for  upwards  of  50  years  was  con- 
nected with  everything  that  concerned 
the  interests  and  weii-l>eingof  I/ancaahire, 
and  who  was  most  justly  respected  by 
all  classes,  and  by  men  of  all  political 
parties  ;  it  was  also  approved  by  the 
noble  Earl  who  for  so  many  years  led  the 
Liberal  Party  in  your  Lordships*  House. 
It  is  hardly  right  for  Mr.  Bryce  to  say 
that  this  Memorandum  rests  only  upon  a 
voluntary  concession  of  one  of  hia 
predecessors,  and  it  was  intended  to 
place  Lancashire  permanently  on  the 
same  footiug  as  other  districts  with  re- 
ference to  the  appointment  of  Magis- 
trates. The  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
would  have  acted  more  wisely  and  far 
more  fairly  to  Lancashire  if  he  had 
^aited  and  followed  the  Lord  Chancellor 
in  any  changes  which  it  might  be  thought 
desirable  to  make.     There  wore  other 
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portions  of  the  country  where  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Government  were  in  a 
minority  on  the  County  Bench.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  asked  him  to 
nominate  39  County  Justices,  uot  because 
additional  Justices  were  needed  in  any 
division  of  the  county,  not  because  there 
had  been  any  irregularity  in  the  attend- 
ance of  the  existing  Justices,  not  because 
there  had  been  maladministration  of  jus- 
tice, but  simply  because  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  informed  that 
among  the  Lancashire  Justices  there 
were  few  supporters  of  the  Government. 
In  the  Memorial  an  accusation  was  made 
that  he  was  abusing  a  great  trust.  A 
more  false,  a  more  indefensible  statement 
could  not  well  be  mode.  During  the  35 
years  of  his  Lord  Lieutenancy  he  had 
never  made  a  single  appoiutmeut  on 
political  grounds,  and  sluce  1870  he  had 
never  nominated  or  refused  to  nominate 
a  County  Justice  on  political  grounds. 
He  did  uot  think  any  uoble  Lord  would 
say  that  if  he  had  occupied  a  similar 
position  he  would  have  complied  with 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy's  request, 
and  he  doubted  very  much  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  ever 
imagined  for  one  moment  that  he 
would  lend  himself  to  such  a  transaction. 
Mr.  Bryce's  letter  was  a  courteously 
worded,  but  formal  notice  to  qait.  It 
might  be  possible  to  find  or  create 
some  better  authority  than  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  for  the  appointment 
of  Magistrates ;  it  might  be  desirable 
to  do  away  entirely  with  the  *'  great  un- 
paid "  and  to  appoint  Stipendiary  Magis- 
trates in  every  Petty  Sessional  Division  ; 
but  surely  it  was  undesirable  that  the 
appointments  to  the  Lau<mshire  County 
Bench  should  again  be  used  for  political 
purposes  as  imdoubtedly  they  were  before 
1 870.  Many  appointments  were  at  that 
time  mode  on  the  recommendation  of 
Political  Agents  and  of  the  Whips  of  the 
Party  in  power.  A  seat  on  tlie  County 
Bench,  or,  rather,  the  right  to  place  the 
letters  "  J.P."  after  the  name,  was  given 
away  right  and  left  as  the  reward  for  past 
services  or  the  promises  of  future  support. 
A  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  in  one  of  Lord 
Derby's  Administrations  was  stated  to 
have  created  as  many  County  Magistrates 
OS  he  had  been  days  iu  Office ;  his 
successor  lost  no  time  in  liberally 
qualifying  those  appointments.  It  was 
said  there  were  as  many  County  Mogis- 
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tmtes  as  coantj  police.    Was  it  desirable 

that  these  appoiutments  should  be  used 
for  political  purposes  ?  The  power  of 
nomiuatioD  was  granted  to  him  by  Mr. 
Gladstone  in  1870  virtually  ou  the  coedi- 
tioQ  that  it  was  uot  to  be  used  for 
political  purposes.  That  power  had  now 
been  taken  away  iu  1893  by  the  same 
Prime  Minister,  because  he  bad  refused  to 
make  these  39  political  appoiutments. 
He  admitted  wiUiogly  that  three  months 
ago  Mr.  Gladstone  knew  nothing  of  Mr. 
Biyce's  proceedings,  but  since  then  the 
question  had  been  raised  in  the  other 
House.  Mr.  Gladstone  was  present  ;  he 
took  DO  part  in  the  discussion  ;  silence 
gare  consent.  Ho  missed  that  evcuing 
theassistance — and  Lancashire  will  miss 
the  advocacy — of  the  noble  Earl  who 
so  lately  led  the  Liberal  Unionist 
Party  iu  their  Lordships*  House. 
Lord  Derby  had  been  Chairman  of  Quarter 
Sessions  in  Lancashire  for  maur  years. 
That  noble  Lord  knew  Lancashire  well, 
ind  noble  Lords  on  both  sides  would 
admit  that  no  better  opioiou  and 
kigber  authority  could  be  quoted 
on  a  subject  of  this  kind.  In  Lord 
Derby's  last  letter  to  him —  probably 
the  last  letter  the  noble  Earl  ever  wrote, 
or,  rather,  dictated  on  any  county  or 
public  question — he  condemned  the  course 
taken  by  Mr.  Bryce.  All  who  had 
appointments  in  their  gift,  all  who 
Bad  responsibilities  so  often  und  so 
erroneously  called  "  patronage  "  occasion- 
ally made  mistakes  which  unfortunately 
It  vas  not  in  their  power  to  correct.  He 
datmed  no  exemption  to  that  rule.  Mr, 
Bryce  had  made  a  very  grave  mistake 
in  this  matter,  of  which  by  this  time  he 
must  be  perfectly  well  aware  ;  Imt  was 
it  too  late  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
io  admit  and  correct  that  mistake  ?  He 
appealed  to  his  uohle  Friend  the  Leader 
of  the  House — he  appealeil  to  the  noble 
Lords  who  sat  beside  him — to  use  their 
influence  with  their  Colleague  to  induce 
him  to  replace  the  Memorandum  of  1870  , 
on  the  t:tble  of  the  Duchy  Office, 
and  90  prevent  a  very  great  wrong  being 
done  to  a  great  connty. 
•The  Earl  op  SELBORNE  :  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  wish  to  detain  your 
Lordships  for  more  than  a  very  few 
minutes  ;  but  having  for  some  years  had 
the  honour  of  filling  the  position  now  so 
worthily  occupied  by  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack,  I  should 


like  to  speak  of  my  experience  on  this 
subject.  The  noble  Marquess  (Lord 
Ripon)  rightly  said  that  the  praetice  as  to 
the  appointment  of  Borough  Magistrates 
is  different  from  that  in  regard  to  County 
Magistrates;  audi  venture  to  say  that  there 
was  no  more  difficult  or  unsatisfactory 
part  of  the  duty  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
iu  my  time  "than  that  which  related  to 
the  appointment  of  Borough  Magistrates* 
There  was  constant  pressure  to  obtain 
appointments  for  every  reason  except 
the  fitness  of  the  persons  recommended 
for  the  performance  of  judicial  duties, 
and  most  especially  for  political  reasons. 
One  manifest  evil  is  the  constant  ten- 
dency  to  an  undue  increase  in  the  number 
of  Magistrates.  I  found,  in  ccmsultlng 
the  Borough  Bench  and  the  Municipal 
Authorities,  as  I  was  iu  the  habit  of 
doing,  no  indisposition  to  give  informa- 
tion as  to  objections  to  particular  names 
when  not  recommended  by  themselves, 
but  at  the  same  time  to  suggest  a' 
long  list  of  their  own,  which  had  to  be 
sifted  in  the  same  way ;  and  it  was  my 
experience  that  if  there  was  a  man 
objected  to  on  substautial  grounds  of 
unfitness,  that  was  the  man  for  whose 
appointment  the  greatest  pressure  was 
generally  used  by  the  parties  who 
brought  him  forward.  In  the  counties, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor was  saved  from  all  those  diffi' 
culties  by  the  practice  of  receiving  the 
recommendations  of  the  Lords  Lieu- 
tenant. Only  twice  during  the  time 
when  I  held  the  office  was  any  com- 
plaint made  of  exclusion  by  any  Lords 
Lieutenant  either  of  classes  or  of  per- 
sons in  any  county.  One  of  those  com- 
plaints was  made  immediately  after  a 
General  Election  by  a  defeated  Liberal 
candidate;  but  no  facts  were  brought 
forward  to  justify  the  complaint ;  and 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  assured  me  that 
he  never  excluded  any  man  or  recom- 
mended any  man  for  sectarian  or  poli- 
tical reasons.  I  quite  agree  that  no 
man  should  be  appointed  to  such  an 
office  except  with  the  view  to  the 
proper  administration  of  justice,  and 
certainly  no  man  otherwise  fitted  by 
character  and  education  should  be  ex- 
cluded for  sectarian  or  political  reasons. 
If  any  Lord  Chancellor  had  reason  to 
believe  that  there  was  ground  for  inquiry 
he  would  make  it,  and  would  certainly 
not  be  content  to  follow  th^  judgment 
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of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  if,  upon  making 
that  inquiry,  he  fonnd  tliat  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  had  acted  upon  any  wrong 
principle  of  exclusion.  The  only  other 
complaint  made  to  me  was  as  to  a 
particular  individual,  to  whom,  as  far 
as  I  know,  there  was  no  objection,  except 
that,  in  seeking  the  honour  which  he 
desired,  be  had  not  conducted  himself 
with  perfect  discretion.  I  inquired  into 
that  case ;  but  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
satisfied  me  that  there  were  grounds 
which  warranted  him  in  not  recom- 
mending that  gentleman.  Those  were 
the  only  instancen  of  complaints  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  Lords  Lieutenant 
did  their  duty  matle  in  my  time.  I  quite 
agree  with  the  noble  Marquess  that  the 
fact  of  thiw  being  a  long-existing  practice 
would  be  no  reason  for  its  continuance,  if 
justice  would  be  likely  to  be  better  ad- 
ministere*!  by  a  departure  from  it ;  but  I 
am  thoroughy  convinced  that  the  contrary 
ii  the  case,  and  that  there  will  be  pressure 
brought  to  bear,  which  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor will  find  it  most  difficult,  if  not 
impossible,  to  resist,  on  Party  grounds, 
for  making  appointments  which  are  not 
necessary  to  be  made  for  the  proper 
administration  of  justice,  and  which,  when 
made,  will  not  be  conducive  to  the  ad- 
minifltratiou  of  justice.  There  are  many 
bad  ways  of  appointing  Judges  and 
Magistrates  ;  election  is  one  of  them  ; 
but  Partv  nomination  is  worse. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  AND  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (The  Earl  of 
Kimherlet)  :  My  Lords,  my  noble 
Friend  who  spoke  last  but  one  (the  Earl 
of  Sefton)  made  an  appeal  to  me,  and  I 
gather  from  what  he  said  that  lie  was 
under  the  impression  that  Mr.  Gladstone 
and  his  Colleagues  were  not  responsible 
for  the  course  taken  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster.  Now,  I  beg  to 
assure  him,  whether  right  or  wrong,  the 
Prime  Minister  and  the  rest  of  hia 
Colleagues  are  entirely  responsible,  with 
Mr.  Bryce,  for  the  course  he  has  taken. 
The  matter  was  considered  before  Mr. 
Bryce  proceeded  in  it,  and  thecoursc  taken 
was  approved  of  by  his  Colleagues. 
Having  said  that,  before  I  proceed  any 
further  I  wish  to  express  my  sense  of 
the  extremely  temperate  and  fair  manner 
in  which  my  noble  Friend  made  his 
statement.  He  might  naturally  feel  per- 
sonal irritation  with  the  course  taken 
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with  regard  to  the  county  of  which  he  is 
Lord  Lieutenant;  but  while  he  expressed 
cl€»rly  and  strongly  his  view  of  the 
situation,  he  showed  that  be  could  rise 
superior  to  all  personal  considerations  and 
that  he  based  the  matter  entirely  on 
broad  public  grounds.  In  his  letter  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  on  the  18th  January, 
in  reference  to  Lancaster,  Mr.  Bryce,  after 
describing  the  state  of  things  with  regard 
to  the  local  Bench  as  deplorable  and 
prejudicial  to  the  confidence  of  the 
people  in  the  administration  of  justice— 
the  people  being  about  equally  divided 
between  the  two  Parties,  and  the  Magis- 
trates being  drawn,  to  a  large  extent,  from 
one  Party — added — 

"  Your  Lonlahip  will,  I  trust,  agree  with-  me 
that  this  is  a  real  evil  which  it  is  desirable  to 

remedy." 

Now,  unfortunately,  my  noble  Friend 
did  not  agree  with  Mr.  Bryce,  and  I  am 
myself  rather  surprised  that  he  did  not 
agree  with  him.  If  he  had,  no  doubt  he 
would  have  taken  steps  to  remedy  this 
undoubted  evil.  It  is  all  very  well  to  say 
that  they  must  appoint  fit  men  ;  no  one 
will  dispute  that :  but  if  you  shake  the 
confidence  of  the  people  in  an  institution, 
that  institution  will  inevitably  he  doomed ; 
and  I  warn  noble  Lords  that  it  is  my 
opinion  if  that  confidence  is  forfeited 
the  whole  institution  of  Unpaid  Magis- 
trates will  be  seriously  endangered. 
That  being  the  case,  we  must  look  a 
little  further,  and  see  that  the  authority 
of  the  Bench  iw  not  disparaged  hj 
appointing  Magistrates  at  variance  iu 
political  opinions  with  large  masses  of 
the  population.  It  is  uo  use  your 
saying  that  the  i>eople  ought  not  to 
be  dissatisfied — that  may  or  may 
not  be  the  case.  It  may  be  that 
there  ought  to  be  i>erfect  confidence  in 
the  Magistrates.  I  Iiave  the  honour  to 
be  a  Justice  of  the  Peace,  and  I  believe 
the  Justices  of  the  Peace  do  their  duty 
honourably  and  fairly.  I  never  agree 
with  those  disparaging  comparisons  whtcli 
are  made  Iwtween  the  Unpaid  Magis- 
trates aud  the  Stipendiary  Magistrates 
in  this  country.  Except  upon  the  point 
of  legal  knowledge,  the  conduct  of  the 
great  majority  of  Unpaid  Magistrates 
compares  perfectly  well  with  that  of  the 
Stipendiaries  ;  but  as  I  said  before,  they 
must  command  the  general  confidence  of 
the  population.  I  say  that  the  existing 
state  of  things  is  8uch^kt^^d|^nce  is 
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impaired.   I  regret  it  not  merely  because 
there  happens  to  be  this  disparity  in 
regard  to  political  opinion,  but  because  I 
thizik  it  nofortunate  that  there  should  be 
a  change  in  the  system  of  appointing  the 
Magistrates.    It  was  far  better  that  the 
thing  should  hare  gone  on  as  before,  the 
Lords  Lieutenant  making  recommenda- 
tions and  the  Lord  Chaneellor,  if  he 
thought  proper,  adopting  them.  There 
is,  I  think,  great  danger  if  any  Repre- 
sentative of  the  Government  of  the  day, 
hovever  njuight  or  impartial  be  may  be, 
is  to  interfere  in  this  matter.    It  seems  to 
me  that  there  may  be  possibly  appoint- 
ments made  with  too  much  regard  to 
political  opioioDS  ;  and  that,  even  if  that 
is  not  the  case,  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
the  day  may  be  accused  of  haviug  taken 
that  course.    On  the  other  hand,  it  is 
evident  that  there  is  an  evil  to  be  re- 
dressed, and  I  do  not  know  of  any  way 
in  which  it  can  be  redressed  except  that 
vhich  has  been  adopted.   It  has  been 
adnutted  by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
Lord  Selborae,  that  interference  might 
be  jostifiable,  because   it   appears  he 
thoagbt  it  his  duty,  when  representa- 
tions were  made  to  bim,  as  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, that  there  had  been  an  exclusion 
<^  certain  persons  from  the  Bench  on  the 
ground  of  political  opinions,  to  make  a 
representation  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
and  to  investigate  the  case,  and,  if  there 
bad  been  truth  in  the  allegations  made, 
he,  as  Lord  Chancellor,  would  no  doubt 
have  interfered  to  redress  what  he  con- 
sidered to  be  an  evil.    That  shows  that, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  noble  and  learued 
Lord,  there  might  be  cases  in  which  the 
Lord  Chancellor  would  be  called  upon  to 
interfere.    Kow  we  have  a  case  upon  a 
large  scale — it  is  a  question  not  of  a  few 
only,  but  of  a  very  large  number.  In 
my  own  County  of  Norfolk  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  was  a  Liberal  and  is  now  a 
Liberal  Unionist,  and  a  fairer  man  thau 
Lord  Leicester  I  am  sure  does  not  exist. 
There  are  over  200  Magistrates  in  tlie 
CDODty,  and  I  am  informed  that  only 
15  belong  to  the  same  Party  as  my- 
self.   I  perfectly  admit  you  could  not 
make  a  complete  balance  in  a  county 
like     Norfolk ;     but     in  Lancashire 
it  is  different.    I  admit  that  iu  my  own 
county,  with  so  large  a  disparity,  it  is  not 
possible  to  restore  the  balance  completely. 
There  are  not  in  Norfolk,  as  there  are  in 
Lancashire  a  large  number  of  men  well 


qualified  to  be  Magistrates  who  hold  the 
same  opinions  as  the  present  Government* 
The  dispai^ty  arises  in  most  cases  from 
the  custom  of  Lords  Lieutenant  to  take 
what  appears  to  be  a  fair  course  by  eon* 
suiting  the  Magistrates  of  Petty  Sessional 
Divisions.  Those  Magistrates  are  already 
a  majority  of  one  section ;  it  is  only 
natural  that  they,  when  they  are  asked 
to  nominate,  should  recommend  their  own 
friends.  Id  that  way  it  has  happened 
that  a  Lord  Lieutenant  may  not  really 
have  exercised  his  own  judgment  and 
discretion,  but  has  accepted  the  names 
which  have  been  sent  to  him.  That  is, 
no  doubt,  why  you  find  such  great  dis- 
parities in  some  counties  ;  and  where 
they  exist  it  is  wise  and  politic  on  the 
part  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  deliberately 
to  take  into  account  the  state  of  political 
opinion  in  the  county  and  to  endeavour 
to  find  fit  and  proper  persons  to  strengthen 
the  minority  on  the  Bench.  It  is,  I 
maintain,  the  duty  of  Lords  Lieutenant 
to  select  fit  and  proper  persons,  having 
due  regard  to  the  state  of  opinion  in  the 
county  and  the  representation  of  that 
opiuiou  on  the  Bench.  I  think  it  will 
be  admitted  that  iu  doing  that  they  would 
be  doing  what  was  fair,  wise,  and  desir- 
able ;  and  that  is  all  that  the  noble  Lord 
on  the  Woolsack  desires  to  do.  The  only 
principle  to  be  laid  down  is  that  you 
should,  as  far  m  possible,  maintain  a  fair 
balance.  If  there  is  not  a  sufficient 
number  of  Conservatives  on  any  Bench 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  would,  I  am 
sure,  regard  it  just  as  much  bis  duty  to 
suggest  that  Conservatives  i^hould  be 
added  as  he  does  now  to  suggest  that 
Liberals  should  be  added  to  the  County 
Benches.  That  is  the  reason  why  the 
Government  could  not  vote  against  the 
Resolution,  because  they  deny  altogether 
that  they  have  disturbed  the  existing 
usage  for  the  purpose  of  placing  on  the 
Bench  Magistrates  of  their  own  political 
opinions.  Since  the  disruption  of  the 
Liberal  Party  in  1886  I  am  informed 
that,  of  the  new  Magistrates  in  Lancap 
shire,  80  per  cent,  support  the  present 
Opposition  and  20  per  cent,  the  present 
Government.  If  that  is  correct  the  dis- 
proportion to  the  state  of  political  Parties 
is  so  marked  that  it  is  not  at  all  surprising 
it  provokes  criticism.  I  sincerely  trust 
that  this  will  not  be  made  a  question  of 
Parly  politics.  The  only  way  in 
which  you  can  keep  it  out  of-fhe  resuon 
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of  Party  politics  is  by  the  Justices,  who 
dkre  in  a  majority  as  regards  their  politics, 
takiDg  care  that  in  their  recommendatioDS 
to  the  Lords  Lieutenant  there  stiall  be  no 
exclusion  from  the  Bench  of  any  one  on 
accouct  of  political  opinion  or  social 
posittOD.  If  you  will  take  care  that  there 
is  a  fair  distribution  of  appointments  you 
may  bring  about,  I  do  not  say  a  perfect 
balance — I  do  not  believe  that  to  be  pos- 
sible— but  a  redress  of  existing  disparities. 
If  you  show  a  willingness  to  make  a  fair 
use  of  the  advantageous  position  you 
hold  and  allow  a  sufficient  number  of 
Liberals  to  be  on  the  Bench,  you  will 
not  find  this  matter  becoming  one  of 
Party  politics ;  bnt  if  you  do  not  do  this, 
it  will  become  a  question  of  Party  politice 
whether  you  like  it  or  not,  and  it  may 
be  dealt  with  in  a  way  that  will  be 
extremely  distasteful  to  you  and  dts- 
atlrantageons  to  the  whole  institution. 

The  Duke  of  DEVONSHIRE:  My 
Lords,  I  should  like  to  say  a  few  words 
on  the  remarks  just  made  by  the  Leader 
of  the  House.  He  appeared  to  rest  bis 
justification  of  the  action  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  upon 
the  assertion  contained  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  letter  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
that  the  composition  of  the  Bench  in 
Lancashire  impairs  public  confidence  in 
the  administration  of  justice.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  Chancellor  of  tlio  Duchy 
made  the  statement  repeated  by  the  noble 
Earl ;  but  I  want  to  know  upon  what 
foundation  the  statement  rests  ?  I  can 
only  say  that,  if  that  want  of  confidence 
in  the  administration  of  justice  does 
exist,  its  existence  is  only  of  very  recent 
growth.  For  a  very  long  period,  with 
certain  intervals,  I  had  the  honoui*  of 
being  one  of  the  Liberal  Representatives 
of  Lancashire.  I  can  safely  say  that, 
during  the  whole  of  my  experience  in 
that  capacity,  I  never  heard  a  word 
suggesting  want  of  confidence  iu  the 
impartiality  of  the  Lancashire  Bench  on 
the  ground  that  has  been  taken  by  my 
noble  Friend.  I  have,  as  a  Lancashire 
Representative,  been  exposed  from  time 
to  time  to  rather  pressing  solicitations 
from  some  of  my  friends  to  urge  the 
claims  of  certain  gentlemen  for  appoint- 
ment to  the  Lancashire  Bench ;  but  the 
pressure  was  applied  to  roe  solely  and 
avowedly  on  political  grounds.  The 
appointment  of  such-and-such  an  indi- 
vidual to  the  Bench  has  been  pressed 

The  Earl  of  KimherUy 


upon  me  simply  as  a  reward  for  political 
services.  It  has  never  been  suggested 
to  me  that  there  existed  in  the  county 
any  sort  of  want  of  confidence  in  the 
administration  of  justice  on  account  of 
the  political  one-sidedness  of  the  Bench. 
Perhaps  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
relies  for  support  of  his  assertion  upon 
the  Memorials  which  have  been  pre- 
sented to  him.  We  have  a  specimen  of 
one  of  these  Memorials,  which  is  actuated 
evidently  by  nothing  whatever  except 
strong  Party  feeling.  If  this  action  is 
justified,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy,  on  the  ground  that  want 
of  confidence  exists  in  the  administration 
of  justice  in  Lancashire  in .  present  cir- 
cumstances, he  has  entirely  failed  to 
point  out  how  that  confidence  is  going  to 
be  created,  or  how  any  confidence  is 
going  to  be  maintained,  if  we  are  to 
revert  to  the  system  of  appointing 
Magistrates  which  has  been  described  in 
80  much  detail  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
this  evening.  Does  the  noble  Earl  really 
imagine  that  more  confidence  will  be  felt 
in  the  administration  of  justice  by 
Magistrates  who  are  appointed  in 
batches,  b^ore  or  after  each  General 
Election,  avowedly'  as  a  reward  for 
political  services,  than  is  felt  in  the 
administration  of  justice  by  a  Bench 
composed  as  it  now  is  ?  I  think  it  is 
very  fortunate  that  we  should  have  had 
placed  before  us  so  clearly  and  distinctly 
as  has  been  done  in  the  course  of  this 
discussion  what  will  be  the  probable 
results  of  a  general  change  in  the  system 
of  appointment  to  the  County  Bench  as 
exemplified  so  clearly  to  us  by  what  has 
taken  place  in  Lancashire.  I  am  glad 
die  House  and  the  country  have  had  this 
opportunity  of  seeing  an  example  of  what 
is  in  store  for  every  other  county  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  I  understand  it  is  not 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  divide  the  House  upon  this 
Motion.  The  noble  Marquess  who  spoke 
first  left  that  point  in  doubt  ;  but  I 
understaud  from  what  has  fallen  from 
the  noble  Earl  it  is  not  hia  iuteotion  to 
divide.  But  I  hope  that  this  Debate  will 
not  close  before  we  have  an  opportunity 
of  hearing  from  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack  what  is  the  action 
which  he  intends  to  take  in  consequence 
of  the  Resolution  passed  by  the  other 
House  on  his  own  invitation.  I  do  not 
deny  that  this  is  not  only  an  important, 
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bat  a  very  difficult  problem.  I  do  not 
■swrt  that  the  compositioa  of  the  Bench 
ifl  iniUl  cases  satiafoctorj  ;  but  I  do  not 
think  the  speeches  which  have  been  made 
from  the  Ministerial  Bench  altogether 
show  that  the  difficulties  of  the  situation 
are  adequately  appreciated  hy  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers.  Much  has  been 
said  about  the  preponderance  of  certain 
political  opinions  on  the  Bench.  I  doubt 
Teiy  much  whether  that  is  a  very  serious 
eTiL  Up  to  the  present  time  I  have 
nerer  come  across  anyone  who  felt  a 
want  of  confidence  in  the  administration 
of  joetice  at  Petty  Sessions  by  the 
Magistrates  on  account  of  their  political 
opinions.  Bnt  if  it  be  an  evil,  it  cannot 
be  remedied  by  changing  the  system  of 
appoiDtment  so  long  as  the  practice  is 
maintained  of  selecting  as  Magistrates 
gentlemen  of  a  certain  social  position. 
So  long  as  that  practice  is  maintained,  it 
is  absolutely  impossible  to  redress  the 
disparity  which  no  doubt  exists  under 
pceseut  <»rciimstances  in  regard  to 
piditical  opinions  upon  that  Bench.  For 
myself,  I  would — and  I  think  a  great 
many  other  Lords  Lieutenant  of  counties 
would — regard  with  a  perfectly  impartial 
and  open  mind  any  proposal  for  a  change 
of  system  in  looking  for  Magistrates  from 
classes  somewhat  different  from  those 
from  whom  they  have  hitherto  been 
selected.  But  I  do  object  to  recommend 
persons  as  Magistrates  because  they 
happen  to  be  Libcral^i,  when  I  sbouUl 
not  feel  justified  in  selecting  them  if  they 
were  Conservatives  or  Liberal  Unionists. 
I  am  not  at  all  convinced  that  it  may  not 
be  possible  to  find  many  persons  outside 
the  ranks  of  county  gentlemen  or 
soccessful  manufacturers  who  would  with 
perfect  fairness  and  intelligence  discharge 
the  dnties  of  County  Magistrates.  The 
only  difficulty  would  be  to  get  persous  who 
would  have  the  necessary  qualifications. 
It  is  not  always  possible  to  find  men  with 
the  necessary  qualifications  in  the  social 
position  from  which  Magistrates  are  now 
chosen,  and,  of  course,  the  difficulty 
wonid  be  immensely  aggravated  if  the 
inquiry  had  to  be  made  among  men  who 
were  less  conspicuously  before  the  public 
eye.  I  confess,  myself,  if  I  were  to  look 
to  the  appointment  of  persons  from  other 
classes,  I  think  the  difficulty  which  I 
should  encounter  in  obtaining  the  neces- 
sary information  would  be  considerable, 
*stA  I  cannot  conceive  how  the  Lord 


Chancellor  or  any  other  authority  could 
obtain  more  accurate  information.  Th« 
difficulty  is  to  abolish  the  property  quali- 
fication, and  certainly,  if  it  Is  the  opinion 
of  Parliament — and  Parliament  has  the 
means  of  expressing  its  opinion  on  the 
subject — that  the  property  qualification 
should  be  abolished,  I  should  be  pre- 
pared to  (to  my  best  to  meet  that  ex- 
pression of  opinion  so  legitimately  made. 
But  I  should  decline,  under  any  circoni" 
stances,  to  act  upon  a  Memorial  ema- 
nating from  political  friends^  or  promoted 
solely  by  political  Parties,  and  to  take 
on  trust  qualifications  which  I  had  no 
means  of  satisfyiug  myself  were 
possessed  by  the  persons  so  recommended. 
In  the  coarse  of  the  Debate  we  have  not 
yet  succeeded  in  obtaining  a  clear  and 
distinct  intimation  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  imi- 
tate the  action  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy,  and  whether  he  intends  to  aui)cr- 
sede  the  Lords  Lieutenant  in  the  dis- 
charge of  their  duties,  and  undertake  to 
remedy  the  existing  disparity  by  a  series 
of  appointments  made  upon  political 
grounds  only.  My  noble  Friend,  Earl 
Cowper,  expressed  his  opinion  that  the 
Lords  Lieutenant  ought,  whatever  action 
may  be  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, to  give  their  best  assistance  in  the 
selection  of  County  Magistrates. 

Earl  COWPER  :  I  did  not  mean  to 
say  whatever  action  might  be  taken.  I 
only  meant  under  certain  circumstances. 
I  do  honestly  believe  the  present  Lord 
ChnncoUor  would  endeavour,  as  far  as 
he  could,  to  stem  political  jobbery. 

The  Ddkeop  DEVONSHIRE:  I 
do  not  wish  to  express  any  final  or  con- 
clusive opinion  as  to  what  the  action  of 
Lords  Lieutenant  ought  to  be  in  such  a 
case.  But  I  doubt  very  much  whether 
it  would  be  to  the  public  advantage  that 
we  should  coutiuue  to  share  the  duties 
and  responsibilities  of  making  these 
selections  between  ourselves  and  the 
Government.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
power  of  recommending  to  the  Bench  as 
now  proposed  is  one  that  will  be  agree- 
able to  the  country.  As  far  as  my  ex- 
perience goes,  the  power  of  appointment 
is  one  which  involves  a  great  deal  of 
trouble,  and  it  is  in  some  cases  an 
invidious  one.  I  am  willing,  so  long  as 
the  present  mode  of  appointment  pre- 
vails, to  do  my  best  to  make  suitable 
selections  ;  but  if  it  be  the  opinion  of 
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Her  Majesty's  Goverament  and  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack 
that  the  present  system  is  not  conducive 
to  the  public  advanti^,  and  does  not 
secure  general  confidence  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice,  it  is  absolutely  within 
their  own  power  to  put  an  end  to  it,  and 
to  undertake  the  duty  and  also  the 
responsibility  of  making  the  selections. 
I  doubt  very  much  whether  we  should 
interfere  with  that  responsibility,  and  I 
am  very  much  inclined  to  say — though 
I  do  so  without  consultation  with  auy 
one  of  my  friends — that,  if  the  Govern- 
ment should  think  it  necessary  on  their 
own  responsibility  to  remedy  the  political 
disparity  which  they  think  so  great  an 
evil,  we  should  not  continue  to  exercise 
any  power  of  selection  or  to  incur  any 
responsibility  whatever  in  tbe  matter. 

•The  Dcke  of  WESTMINSTER, 
speaking  as  a  sort  of  double-barrelle<l 
Lord  Lieutenant,  eaid  his  own  practice 
had  been  to  make  the  necessary  inquiries 
into  the  fitness  of  candidates  for  the  post 
of  County  Magistrate,  and,  having  done 
so,  had  deferred  to  the  opinion  of  the 
local  Benches.  He  ventured  to  think 
that  80  long  as  the  present  mode  of 
selection  continued,  where  there  was  a 
large  preponderance  of  one  political  side 
upon  the  Benches,  politics  must  uncou- 
sciousty  have  a  great  etfect  on  those 
appointments.  He  felt  convinced  that 
there  was  a  considerable  body  of  the 
public  who  were  not  satisfied,  and  he  was 
not  satisfied  himself,  with  the  large  and 
preponderating  representation  of  the  Con- 
servative Party  in  politics  on  the 
Bench.  He  believed  that  character 
and  i  d  telligenee  were  not  confined 
to  one  Party  in  the  State.  He  thought 
it  very  desirable  that  the  House 
and  the  country  should  know  what  the 
Government  proposed  to  do  in  the  matter, 
and  whether  the  Lord  Chancellor  intended 
To  fidhere  to  the  declarations  he  had  made, 
especially  to  the  statement  he  made  on 
April  21,  in  answer  to  the  Duke  of  St. 
Albans  in  that  House,  that  nothing 
would  induce  him  to  refrain  from  con- 
sulting the  Lords  Lieutenant  on  these 
appointments. 

Thk  lord  chancellor  :  My 
Lords,  I  doubt  vhotfier  the  discussion 
which  has  taken  place  to-night  will  tend 
altogether  to  allay  that  dissatisfoction 
which,  in  spite  of  all  that  has  been  said, 
I  am  satisfied  does  exist  among  a  con- 

Tke  Duke  of  Devonthire 


siderable  class  of  the  community  in  many 
parts  of  the  country  with  the  praent 
system       appointing  Magistrates  and 
with  the  appointaients  that  have  been 
made.    SevOTal  Lords  Lieutenant  have 
spoken  of  the  knowledge  which  they 
have  in  their  own  particular  coonties, 
but  I  think  your  Lordships  must  admit 
that  one  who  fills  my  position,  and  who 
for  several  months  has  been  forced  to 
make  careful  inquiries  into  the  matter,  is 
likely  to  have  a  more  extended  knowledge 
of  tbe  state  of  things  in  the  counties  of 
England,  Scotland,  and  Wales  than  any 
of  tbe  noble  Lords  who  have  addressed 
yon.    When  it  is  said  that  no  dis- 
satisfaction exists,  all  I  can  say  is  that  I 
am  constantly  receiving  expressions  of 
dissatisfaction,  and  not  from  persons  who 
expect   appointment   themselves — inde- 
pendent complaints  of  the  present  state 
of  things  in  many  counties  which  I  think, 
in  the  existing  circumstances,  are  only 
natural.    I  have  said  that  I  donbt 
whether  this  discussion  will  allay  that 
dissatisfaction,  because  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  noble  Lords  who  have  spoken 
appear  to  regard  it  as  a  matter  of  not  the 
slightest  moment  or  importance  that  the 
great  majority  of  the  Magistrates  should 
be  on  one  side  in  politics,  while  the  great 
majority  of  the  people  among  whom  they 
officiate  are  of  the  opposite  opinion.  The 
noble  Duke  who  has  just  spoken  has  not 
indicated  that  he  shares  that  view ;  I 
refer  to  most  of  the  other  noble  Lords 
who  have  addressed  you.    The  majority 
of  the  Magistrates  share  the  political 
views  of  those  noble  Lords,  but  I  feel 
sure  those  noble  Lords  would  not  dream 
of  being  satisfied  with  a  system  in  which 
the  majority  of  the  Magistrates  held 
political  views  contrary  to  their  own. 
It  is  easy  enough  for  those  whose  politi- 
c»l  views  are  shared  by  the  vast  majority 
of  the  Magistrates  in  the  country  to  be 
perfectly  satisfied  with  the  existing  sys- 
tem, and  it  may  be  natural  that  they 
should  complain  of  the  action  of  those 
who  are  not  satisfied.    But,  in  my 
opinion,  tbe  dissatisfaction  which  prevails 
is  perfectly  natural  and  reasonable,  and 
I  maintain  that  so  long  as  the  Bench  is 
largely  filled  by  men  of  one  political 
Party  that  dissatisfaction  will  continue. 
It  is  not  necessary  or  desirable  for  the 
administration  of  justice  that  such  a  state 
of  things  should  exist.    The  question  is 
not  whether  the  prisoners  tried  by  the 

Digitized  by  Google 


169  Onmty 


{5  June  1893}  MagUtraU:  170 


Bench  are  satiafied  or  not ;  all  prisonerB, 
if  ooDTicted,  would  probably  be  diasatis- 
fied  trith  the  Bench,  whoever  tried  theiu  ; 
bnt  what  is  desirable  Is  that  the  general 
mau  of  the  people  should  believe  that 
jostice  is  fairly  and  equitably  adminis- 
tered. I  hare  received  communications 
which  have  satisfied  me  that  that  is  not 
DOW  the  case  in  some  parts  of  the  country. 
I  maintain,  therefore,  that  a  fair  distri- 
bution and  representation  of  Party  politics 
on  the  Bench  is  desirable  in  the  interests 
of  the  administration  of  justice.  Any 
action  of  mine  in  appointiugto  the  Bench 
men  who  may  happen  to  share  my  own 
political  opinions  will  not  be  taken 
becaase  they  hold  the  same  views  as 
myself,  but  because  I  think  that  a  fair 
and  proper  representation  of  political 
opinion  Is  expedient,  and  if  the  same 
state  of  things  in  any  county  were  to 
exist  with  regard  to  the  Conservatives  as 
DOW  exists  with  regard  to  the  Liberals, 
I  should  appoint  Conservatives  for  the 
sime  reason.  I  should  deal  equally  with 
both  Parties.  It  has  been  suggested  that 
the  difficulty  has  only  arisen  on  account 
of  the  split  in  the  Liberal  Party  six  years 
ago.  I  do  not  doubt  that  the  complaints 
l^ve  become  greater  aud  the  feeling 
stronger  than  they  were  before;  but  I 
attribute  that  largely  to  the  action  of 
Local  GoTemment  in  the  counties  and  the 
large  number  of  persons  who  have  been 
brought  into  public  life  who  never  took 
part  In  it  before  ;  and  there  has  beeu  a 
strong  opinion  expressed  that  many  men 
who  have  shown  theraselves  to  be  efficient 
public  servants  in  the  County  Councils 
woold  render  equally  good  service  on  the 
Bench.  Koble  Lords  are  mistaken  if 
they  imagine  for  a  moment  that  this 
feeling  is  confined  to  Liberals.  I  have 
had  communications  from  Conservatives 
on  the  subject,  and  they  have  represented 
to  me  that  excellent  men  of  the  descrip- 
tion I  have  mentioned  have  been  kept 
off  the  Bench  by  the  Lords  Lieutenant. 
I  will  call  attention  to  a  few  figures  wlth- 
ODt  mentioning  the  names  of  the  couuties. 
In  one  county  there  are  on  the  Bench 
140  Conservatives,  20  Liberal  Unionists, 
and  23  Liberals. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
Would  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  iu- 
fwm  us  hom  what  source  he  obtains  his 
infonnaUon  ? 

The  lord  CHAXCELLOR  :  I 
have  tried  to  get  it  as  accurately  as  I 


I  can,  aud  I  believe  it  to  be  as  nearly 
,  correct  as  cau  be.  I  do  not,  of  course, 
give  it  as  absolutely  accurate.  But  I 
may  say  that  I  have  thoroughly  verified 
at  least  some  of  these  figures,  and  I  am 
satisfied  they  may  be  relied  upon.  In 
another  county  there  are  213  Conserva- 
tives, 21  Liberal  Unionists,  and  12 
Liberals;  in  a  third  county  203  Con- 
servatives, eight  Liberal  Unionists,  and 
seven  Liberals ;  and  in  a  fourth  120 
Conservatives,  21  Lilieral  Unionists,  and 
three  Liberals,  and  this  last  county  is 
one  in  which  the  majority  of  the  electors 
voted  for  Liberal  candidates  at  the  last 
General  Election.  It  is  not  only  natural 
but  inevitable  that  dissatisfaction  should 
prevail  under  such  circumstances.  I  do 
not  believe,  from  information  that  has 
come  to  my  knowledge,  that  there  would 
be  any  departure  from  the  usage — 
which,  it  is  said,  prevailed  for  centuries 
— if  the  Lonl  Chancellor,  after  com- 
municating with  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
suggest  Bame»,  and  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
cannot  give  any  sufficient  reason  for 
refusing  to  put  men  on  the  Bench,  should 
put  them  on  himself.  It  is  somewhat 
difficult  to  find  out  what  has  been  done 
by  my  predecessors,  for  there  are  no 
records  in  the  office.  But  I  have  lately 
seen  a  correspondence  which  passed  in 
1835  between  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and 
Lord  Planket,  who  was  then  Lord 
Chancellor  of  IreUnd,  and  I  wish  to  call 
your  Lordships'  attention  to  the  follow- 
ing passage,  because  it  refers  to  what 
was  the  practice  in  this  country  as  well 
as  in  Ireland  : — 

"  I  think  it  necessary  to  (wld,"  Loni  Planket 
said, "  that  where  after  comraunication  haB  been 
mailconthe  subject  the  Lonl  Lieutenantof  a 
county  rehiaes  to  give  sanction  to  an  appoint- 
ment of  a  Magistrate  recommended  to  the  Lonl 
Chancellor,  I  consider  it  the  right  and  daty  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  if  he  is  of  opinion  that 
there  is  no  sufficient  reason  for  withholding  such 
opi)ointment,  to  make  the  appointment  on  his 
own  responsibility,  and  that  such  has  been  the 
avoweii  opinion  and  practice  of  the  persons 
holding  the  Great  Seal  both  in  England  and 
this  country." 

It  is  evident  from  that  that  it  has  been 
the  practice  for  the  Lord  Chancellor  to 
suggest  names  for  Magistrates  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant ;  and  if  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  gave  no  sufficient  reason,  tfaeu 
for  the  Lord  Chaacellor  to  appoint  them^ 
notwithstanding  that  the  Lord  Lientemtnt 
refused  to  sanction  the  appointment. 
Therefore,  eo  far  from  departing  from 
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the  ancient  usage  in  this  matter^  it 
appears  to  me  that  I  am  really  asked  to 
return  to  the  ancient  usage.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  habit  of  leaving  the 
matter  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is  a 
modem  usage,  and  I  am  very  strongly 
confirmed  in  that  opinion  by  the  state- 
ment to  which  I  have  just  called  your 
Lordships'  atteution.  The  noble  Duke 
who  moved  this  Resolution  aud  others 
have  asked  what  course  I  propose  to 
pursue,  and  upon  that  point  I  should 
like  to  call  your  Lordships'  attention 
to  one  or  two  matters  which  have 
occurred  in  the  course  of  the  Debate.  I 
thiuk  it  was  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Cowper)  who  deprecated  the  introduction 
of  politics  into  the  appointment  of 
Magistrates.  I  believe  it  to  be  an 
absolute  delusion  to  suppose  that  politics 
have  been  excluded  from  these  appoint- 
meuts.  I  am  satisfied  that  politics  have 
played  a  very  considerable  part  in  the 
appointment  of  Magistrates  in  many 
parts  of  the  country.  In  saying  this  I 
sm  not  necessarily  in  the  slightest  degree 
attacking  any  particular  Loi^  Lieutenant, 
even  when  I  refer  to  a  couuty  where  they 
may  have  taken  place.  I  say  it  for  this 
reason.  OnwhatdoesaLordLieuteuantact 
in  making  his  representation  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  ?  Of  course,  he  does  not  in 
every  case — and  in  a  large  district  it 
would  bo  impossible  for  him  to  do  so — 
personally  come  into  contact  with  every- 
body who  is  fit  to  be  upon  the  Bench. 
Well,  he  gets  his  information  from  some- 
body. He  largely  gets  it  from  the 
diifereut  Couuty  Benches.  The  occnpants 
of  the  seats  on  a  Bench  do  not  cease  to 
be  politicians  when  they  get  there,  and 
some  of  them  are  very  active  politicians. 
The  truth  is,  tliat  you  cannot  keep 
politics  from  being  introduced ;  and 
unless  you  open  your  eyes  to  the  question 
of  politics,  and  if  you  tako  your  advice 
and  your  information  from  those  of  your 
own  political  views,  unless  you  make 
inquiry  into  the  matter,  you  will  iuevit- 
ably  and  assuredly  introduce  politics 
into  the  Bench  from  the  very  fact  of 
shutting  your  dyes  to  any  such  question. 
I  have  information  before  me  which 
satisfies  me  that  politics  have  frequently 
been  introduced  into  these  appoint- 
ments. I  think  your  Lordships  will 
understand  that  politics  have  been  intro- 
duced when  you  find  that  a  gentleman 
who  has  been  recognised  as  one  who 

Tke  Lord  Chancellor 


ought  to  have  been  on  the  Bench,  and 
yet,  nevertheless,  had  not  found  his  way 
there — when  you  find  one  who  for  maay 
years  has  occupied  precisely  the  same 
position,  but  whose  political  views  are 
not  what  they  were  a  few  years  ago,  and 
who,  immediately  after  his  change  of 
political  views,  gets  on  to  the  Bench 
without  auy  other  changes  in  his  circum- 
stances— it  is  very  hard  to  resist  the 
conviction  that  the  two  circumstances 
had  something  to  do  with  each  other. 
Again,  local  Benches  may  sometimes  say 
that  no  addition  is  wanted  to  their 
numbers,  and  the  Lord  Lieutenant  acts 
upon  that  view.  It  is  easy  for  a  local 
Bench,  when  an  appointment  is  likely 
not  to  be  politically  acceptable,  to  say 
that  no  appointment  is  necessary.  If 
that  is  to  stay  the  Lord  Lieutenants 
hands,  it  is  a  very  strong  political  engine 
to  use,  because  I  have  had  brought  home 
to  my  satisfaction  frequently  ca^es  in 
which  the  local  Bench  has  said  there  was 
DO  need  of  any  need  of  any  new  Magis- 
trates when  there  was  a  very  consider- 
able need  of  them,  and  when  very  grave 
complaints  had  been  made  quite  apart 
from  politics,  from  both  sides,  that  there 
were  not  sufficient  Magistrates.  There- 
fore, Lords  Lieutenant  would  often 
merely  be  playing  into  the  hands  of 
political  partisans  if  they  accepted  abso- 
lutely the  opinion  of  those  who  are 
sitting  on  the  Benches  for  particular 
places  that  uo  more  Magistrates  are 
wauted.  All  I  say  is  that  the  effect  of 
the  existing  system  has  been  to  produce 
this  great  political  preponderance,  and  I 
believe  in  many  cases  in  which  that  has 
happened  it  has  not  been  intended  by  the 
Lords  Lieutenant,  but  has  resulted  in  the 
mannei*  I  have  suggested,  and  it  is  very 
natural  that  it  should  so  result.  The 
Lord  Lieutenant  should  take  into  account 
somewhat,  in  considering  what  might  or 
might  not  be  the  effctt  of  his  appoint- 
ment, the  political  opinion  of  the  county 
with  which  he  is  dealing  and  the  state 
of  the  Beuch  there.  I  do  not  say  that 
there  should  be  an  exact  reproduction  of 
the  proportion  between  tlie  political 
opinions  of  the  population  in  any  county ; 
but  that  is  a  very  different  thing  from 
saying  that  it  is  in  the  interests  of  justice 
to  make  or  to  maintain  that  preponder- 
ance of  opinion  on  the  Bench  which  now 
exists.  A  great  deal  has  been  said 
about  political  pressure  and  about  the 
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vast  number  of  Magistrates  that  the 
Lord  ChaDcellor  will  be  pressed  to 
ai^iot.  X  am  thankful  to  say  that  I 
have  Dot  experienced  that  pressure,  and 
that  down  to  the  present  time  the 
D amber  suggested  to  me  has  beeu  most 
reasoDable.  I  am,  however,  satisfied  that 
in  most  counties  a  very  moderate  addi- 
tional appointment  would  allay  the 
popalar  discoutent.  I  have  endeavoured 
to  malce  this  moderate  addition,  and  have 
been  taken  to  task  for  doing  what  I 
believe  to  be  no  more  than  my  duty.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
being  responsible  for  these  appointments, 
is  responsible  for  the  effect  of  these  ap- 
pointments upon  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice in  these  particular  localities,  and 
that  he  cannot  get  rid  of  that  responsi- 
hility  by  sheltering  himself  behind  the 
Lord  Lieutenant.  I  have  not  imder- 
takea  this  duty  with  any  sense  of  satis- 
ftction,  or  of  the  pleasure  whicli  it  would 
give  me  to  perform  it.  It  would  have 
fared  me  a  vast  amount  of  trouble, 
re$poDsibility,  aud  annoyance  if  I  had 
DDt  to  perform  this  duty  ;  but  if  I  had 


me  that  it  M-ill  be  my  duty  to  act.  It 
has  been  said  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
ought  only  to  act  if  he  is  satisfied  that 
a  Lord  Lieutenant  excludes  from  the 
County  Bench  either  on  sectarian  or 
political  grounds.  There  is  uothiug  more 
difficult  to  prove  than  a  case  of  that 
kind.  I  am  satisfied  that  there  are  cases 
in  which  sectarian  considerations  have 
prevailed,  and  that  those  who  ought  to 
have  been  on  the  Bench,  and  would, 
otherwise  have  been  on  the  Bench,  have 
not  found  their  way  there  on  that 
account.  I  shall  certainly  act  with  a 
sense  of  the  enormous  difilculty  aud 
responsibility  that  has  been  laid  upon  me  in 
carrying  out  the  Resolution  which  lias  been 
passed;  butT  think  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Cowper)  is  mistaken  in  saying  that  in  the 
speech  which  I  made  in  answer  to  the 
deputation  I  expressed  satisfaction  w^ith 
the  present  state  of  affairs.  I  had  hoped 
to  find  more  readiness  among  Lords 
Lieutenant  to  act  in  concert  with  me 
without  any  Resolution  or  any  ex- 
traordinary action  at  all.  If  all  Lords 
Lieutenant  had  been  as  ready  to  take 


not  done  it  I  should  have  been  shirking  '  the  same  course  in  all  cases  as  I  have 


the  obligation  laid  upon  me.  As  I  have 
said,  it  was  my  duty  to  communicate  with 


found  some  were  willing  and  ready  to 
take  —  many   of    them    my  political 


certain  Lords  Lieutenant  on  the  subject, '  opponents — I  believe  it  might  uot  have 


and  there  are  some  of  them  who  have 
not  had  the  courtesy  to  acknowledge  my  i 
eommunications.    I  put  it  to  your  Lord-  ! 
ships  whether  it  is  altogether  a  satis- 
factory state  of  tilings  that  wheu  one  who 
is  responsible  for  the  administration  of 
justice    in  the  counties  communicates 
with  gentlemen  in,  I  hope,  a  perfectly 
eonrteons  manner  he  should  not  even  get 
a  civil  acknowledgment  that  his  commu- 
nication has  been  received  ?    I  have  been 
asked    how    I    propose    to  proceed. 
Wherever  it  is  possible  to  do  so  ;  wherever 
I  tiiink  that  what  is  fairly  necessary  can 
be  done  in  that  way,  I  desire  to  proceed 
in  concert  with  the  Lords  Lieutenant  by 
asking  them  to  consider  the  recommenda- 
tions that  are  made  to  me,  and  to  give  me 
such  information  as  they  can  upon  the 
subject,  and  to  endeavour,  in  concert  with 
me,  to  allay  the  dissatisfaction  that  pre- 
vails.    Where  that  does  not  succeed  ; 
where  I  think  that,  notwithstanding  my 
eommnnication  to  a  Lord  Lieutenant,  and 
notwithstanding  his  communication  to 
me,  it  is  impossible  to  bring  about  a 
state  of  things  which  does  not  justly  give 
eaose  tor  complaint,  then  it  appears  to 

VOL.  XUL   [fovbth  sribs.] 


been  necessary  to  make  any  change  in 
the  state  of  things  that  prevails.  But  I 
have  uot  found  this  to  be  the  case.  Lords 
Lieutenant  can,  of  course,  act  as  they 
think  right  ;  but  I  regret  what  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Devonshire)  said  that 
as  a  Lord  Lieutenant  he  should  think  it 
right  to  fill  that  office,  and  yet  withhold 
from  the  Lord  Chancellor,  who  ie 
responsible,  such  information  and  assist- 
ance as  he  could  give  by  answering 
inquiries  made  to  him  as  to  the  qualifica- 
tion and  fitness  of  the  persons  recom- 
mended. I  hope  the  noble  Duke  will 
reconsider  his  determination. 

The  Duke  OF  DEVONSHIRE:  The 
noble  and  learned  L<u*d  has  misunder- 
stood what  I  said.  The  opinion  I 
expressed  was,  I  said,  not  a  final  and  con- 
clusive one ;  but  that  if  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  after  communication  with  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county,  should 
think  fit  to  make  the  appointment  which 
he  declined  to  recommend  it  is  very 
doubtful  to  me  whether  it  would  be  wise 
or  to  the  public  advautage  for  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  whose  advice  had  beeu  dis- 
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regarded,  to  contiDue  to  exercise  a  divided 
reapoDsibilitj. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  After 
what  I  have  read,  showiog  tliat  it  is 
certainly  in  accordance  vitli  the  practice 
of  the  office  which  I  hold  to  communicate 
with  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and  if  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  did  not  sauction  the  re- 
commendation made  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  or  should  give  no  sufficient 
reason,  and  the  Lord  Chancellor  should 
afterwards  appoint  the  person  nominated 
to  the  Magistracy,  it  seems  to  me  that  it 
would  be  a  serious  question  for  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  consider  whether,  if  be 
declined  tberei^ter  to  take  any  part  in 
tiie  appointment  of  Magistrates,  it  would 
not  be  hie  duty  to  resign  bis  office  as 
Lord  Lieutenant.  I  can  assure  any  Lords 
Lieutenant  who  maybe  willing  to  render 
assistance  in  considering  or  commuuica- 
ting  with  me  with  reference  to  thciuames 
of  candidates  that  I  shall,  of  course,  bare 
every  desire  to  accede  to  the  views  wbieb 
they  may  suggest  as  to  the  unfitness  or 
otherwise  of  any  person  recommended. 
Nothing  would  be  more  undesirable  than 
that  a  Lord  Chancellor  should  add  to  the 
Magistracy  those  i^ainst  whom  a  strong 
opinion  was  entertained ;  but,  on  the 
other  band,  I  wish  to  say  that  in  no  case 
would  I  take  that  course  unless  I  believed 
there  were  some  Lords  Lieutenant  who 
most  unreasonably  objected  to  make 
additions  to  the  Bench  which  would 
make  its  constitution  more  fair  than  at 
present.  Social  inSueuces  I  have  no 
doubt  may  to  a  certain  extent  prevail ; 
and  although  the  present  qualification 
does  something  in  the  direction  of 
limiting  the  area  within  which 
Magistrates  may  be  chosen,  there  are 
many  who  might  be  placed  ou  the 
Bench  who  possess  tbe  necessary 
qualifications  and  whose  names  have  been 
suggested  to  me.  I  am  not  speaking  of 
the  unqualified,  but  of  the  qualified,  who 
are  in  many  cases  not  ou  the  Bencii,  but 
who,  from  my  own  knowledge,  I  think  it 
is  desirable  should  be  there.  I  am 
conscious  of  the  enormous  difficulty  of 
dealing  with  the  question.  I  admit  at 
once  that  the  transfer  from  tbe  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  the  liOrd  Chancellor  of 
the  entire  responsibility  of  manning  the 
Bench  would  not  be  satisfactory.  I  am 
aware  that  the  difficulty  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  a  particular  county  is  great 
in  ascertaining  whether  the  names  pre- 

TAe  Duke  of  Devonshire 


sented  are  those  of  fit  persons  or  not ;  but 
the  difficulty  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  in 
dealing  with  all  the  counties  of  Eugland, 
Scotland,  and  Wales  is  infinitely  greater. 
If,  however,  he  has  the  assistance  of 
those  who  know  the  county  thoroughly 
in  such  a  matter  there  would  be  less 
liability  of  making  mistakes ;  and  the 
Lord  Chancellor  would  be  perfectly  mad 
if  he  relied  entirely  on  wirepullers  and 
political  agents.  li  I  were  to  man  the 
Bench  solely  on  the  recommendations  of 
the  politicians  in  counties,  I  should 
make  bluuder  after  blunder.  Whatever 
course  may  be  taken  by  others,  that  is 
not  the  course  I  intend  to  take.  I  will 
consider  the  names  submitted  to  me  by 
political  agents,  but  in  the  boroughs  one 
does  not  take  nominations  from  the  poli- 
tical agents  only.  My  predecessors  have 
not  done  so,  and  I  do  not  intend  to  do  so. 
Communications  are  received  from  a 
great  many  i>erson3,  but  inquiries  are 
made  about  them  and  the  appointments 
are  sanctioned  after  the  inquiries.  lu 
the  couuties  the  difficulties  are  greater. 
In  a  borough  tbe  person  recommended  is 
probably  pretty  well '  known  to  most 
people  ;  but  in  a  county  the  same  state  of 
things  does  not  exists  and  therefore  the 
difficulty  is  increased.  I  shall  proceed 
with  great  caution  in  this  matter.  I  am 
afraid  that  there  is  not  a  little  anger  on 
the  part  of  those  who  would  wish  me  to 
proceed  more  rapidly  than  I  think  I  can 
proceed  with  safety.  I  shall  do  all  I  can 
in  this  matter  in  concert  with  the  Lords 
Lieutenant^  and  if  I  think  it  necessary 
to  make  appointments  without  their 
recommendations  it  shall  be  done  only 
after  the  most  rigid  inquiry  I  can  make  ; 
and  I  shall  do  my  best  to  place  no  ooe 
ou  the  Bench,  whatever  his  political 
opinions,  who  is  not  shown  to  be  fit  for 
the  position. 

Lord  HALSBURY,  in  supporting 
the  Motion,  hoped  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack  would  under- 
stand that  if  be  deprecated  very  much 
the  course  it  was  intended  to  pursue,  he 
did  not  do  so  from  any  inisirust  of  the 
exercise  by  him  of  the  duty  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  bad  taken  upon  him- 
self. He  believed  that  the  change  which 
had  been  introduced  was  a  serious  one. 
However  impartial  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  might  be  he  must  necessarily  be 
utterly  incapable  of  adequately  dis- 
charging the  duty  without  being  misled 
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to  a  degree  which  it  was  not  easj  for 
their  Ltndshipe  to  appreciate.  He  con- 
demned  the  interference  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchjr  and  he  thought  that 
great  credit  was  due  to  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Seftou)  for  the  temperate 
manner  in  which  he  had  referred  to  Mr. 
Brrce's  letter.  There  was  nothing  more 
difficult  than  to  get  people  iu  these 
matters  to  tell  the  truth  about  them. 
He  had  been  subjected  to  much  animad- 
Tsrsion  because  he  had  appointed  some 
Tories,  and  he  found  on  inquuy  that  one 
oi  the  so-called  Tories  was  Chairman  of 
the  local  Liberal  Association.  He  had  no 
doubt  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  would 
be  denounced  in  a  similar  manner,  what- 
ever he  might  do  in  the  matter.  On  ouc 
occasion  it  was  brought  to  his  know- 
ledge that  serious  injury  was  being 
caused  in  the  administration  of  justice 
because  the  Lord  Lieutenant  would  not 
recooamend  anybody,  and  after  many 
eommuoicatioQS  aud  after  waiting  a  year 
he  himself  appointed  a  whole  batch  of 
Magistrates.  There  was  undoubtedly 
power  in  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  do  it. 
That  was  a  case  where  politics  were  not 
inrolr^  at  all ;  it  was  a  case  where  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  manifestly  neglected  to 
do  his  duty.  What  vras  now  suggested 
was  that  the  Lords  Lieutenant  should  go 
through  lists  of  persons  who  professed 
poUtical  opinions  on  one  side  or  the 
other,  and  then  see  whether  there  was  a 
majority  on  either  side.  That  was  a 
state  of  thiugs  which  every  one  of  their 
Lordships  in  that  Debate  had  deprecated. 
Beference  had  been  made  to  the  County 
of  Sussex,  where  th&e  was  a  consider- 
able preponderance  of  Conservative 
Magistrates,  but  the  two  Lords  Lieu- 
tenant of  Sussex  for  31  years  had  been 
Liberals,  and  the  preponderance  of  Cou- 
servatives  in  the  couuty  pointed  to  the 
^t  that  the  class  amongst  which 
Magistrates  were  to  be  found,  and  had 
by  law  to  be  found,  were  Conservative 
in  opinion.  If  that  was  so  in  other 
eonnties,  as  appeared  to  be  the  case, 
what  was  the  reason  for  this  change  ? 
The  Lord  Lieutenant  was  a  permanent 
officer  as  etutos  rotulorunif  and  it  was 
in  that  character  that  his  particular 
jarisdiction  existed  in  the  county,  but  it 
Tss  now  proposed  to  make  '  these 
appointments  by  the  political  officer  of 
the  Government.  The  Lord  Lieutenant's 
office  was  not  changed  with  the  Ministry. 
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He  had  no  necessary  connection  with 
politics.     Noble  Lords  talked  of  the 

necessity  of  consulting  public  opinion  in 
these  matters.  No  doubt  one  of  the 
most  important  thiugs  was  the  respect  in 
which  the  adminietratiou  of  justice  was 
held  by  the  public.  Did  they  think  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  would  escape  criticism 
and  denunciation  if  he  acted  in  any  way 
wrongly  ?  It  was  perfectly  idle  to 
suppose  that  the  result  would  not  be  that 
every  one  would  say  that  the  appoint- 
ments were  simply  the  political  rewards 
for  political  services.  He  felt  this  very 
much,  because  the  door  was  being  opened 
to  place  the  Lord  Chancellor  uuder 
political  pressure,  which,  however  firm 
he  might  be,  he  could  not  altogether 
resist.  He  was  surrounded  by  his  political 
friends,  aud  he  could  uot  get  his  political 
opponents  to  come  to  him.  It  would 
come  to  this,  then,  that  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor was  to  rely  upon  such  information 
as  he  could  get  from  political  agents, 
aided,  if  they  consented  to  aid,  by  the 
Lords  Lieutenant.  He  doubted  whether 
any  Lord  Lieutenant,  with  due  reapect  to 
himself,  would  think  it  part  of  his  duty 
to  communicate  with  a  Lord  Chancellor 
who  might  accept  his  opinion  or  not. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  it  was  a  very 
serious  aud  even  fatal  step  that  was  being 
taken,  and  it  left  but  oue  alternative— 
the  abolition  of  the  unpaid  Magistracy, 
aud  tbo  appointment  of  Stipendiary 
Magistrates  for  the  purpose  of  adminis- 
tering justice  all  over  the  country.  The 
unpaid  Magistrates  exercised  aneoormous 
amount  of  good  in  their  several  neigh- 
bourhoods, and  if  the  changes  were  made 
which  were  suggested  we  should  soon 
have  the  admiuistration  of  justice  in  this 
country  regarded  with  as  little  respect  as, 
uufortuuatcly,  it  was  elsewhere. 

The  lord  CHAJS'CELLOR  :  I  did 
not  like  to  iuternipt  my  noble  and  learned 
Frieud,  but  if  he  had  made  a  full 
quotation  from  the  letter  of  theChancellor 
of  the  Duchy  to  the  liOrd  Lieutenant  be 
would  have  seen  that  it  was  carefully 
worded  so  as  so  avoid  making  any  im- 
putation on  the  conduct  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  remarked  that  the  disparity  was 
probably  due  to  the  tendency  of  the 
existing  Magistrates  in  each  locality  to 
recommend  for  appointment  their  own 
personal  and  poUtical  friends.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  distinctly  refrained  from 
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casting  anj  imputations  on  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  If  the  state  of  things  de- 
scribed by  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Ricfamood)  as  existiugiu  the  county  with 
which  he  is  connected,  Sussex,  wore 
general  throughout  Euglaod  and  Scot- 
land, I,  for  one,  should  be  very  much 
pleased. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  Mabqdess  of  SALISBURY  : 
iVemine  contradieente. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR :  Cer- 
tainly. 

BTATUTB  LAW  REVISION  (No.  1.)  BILL 
[H.L.]— (No.9.) 
Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed  to. 

METBOPOLITAN      COMMONS  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER    (BANSTBAD)  BILL. 
(No.  61.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  order),  with  the 
Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned 
to  the  Commons. 

BLKOTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  1)  BILL.— (No.  105.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order :  Bill  reported  without  amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived  ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  3)  BILL.— (No.  106.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order) :  Bill  reported  without  amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  T(^morrow. 

COMMONS  REGULATION  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER   (WBST     TILBURY)  BILL. 
(No.  104.) 

Read  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  2.)  BILL. 
Read  2*  (according  to  order)  :  Com- 
mittee negatived  :  Then  Standing  Order 
No.  XXXIX.  considered  (according  tx> 
order)  and  dispensed  with  :  Bill  read  8% 
and  passed. 

The  Lord  Chancellor 


TREASURY  CHEST  FUND  BILL. 
(No.  HI.) 

Read  2*  (according  to  order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whok 
House  To-morrow. 

ELECTRIC    LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1* ; 
to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers.   (No.  124.) 

HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 
(EDINBURGH)  PROVISIONAL  OHDEB 
BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1^ ; 
to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers.   (Ko.  125.) 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  4)  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  \* ; 
to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers.   (No,  126.) 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  6)  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1' ; 
to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers.   (No.  127.) 

PIBE    AND    HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
0BDER8  (No.  3)  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*  ; 
to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers.   (No.  128.) 

PIER    AND    HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  4.)  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1' ; 
to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers.   (No.  129.) 

RAILWAY  RATES  AND  CHARGES  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (CRANBROOE  AND 

PADDOCK  WOOD  RAILWAY,  &C.)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1'  ; 
to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers.   (No.  130.) 

Houae  adjourned  at  fire  minutes  past 
Eight  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 
a  wi«rteT  past  Ten  o'clock. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Monday^  Sth  June  1898, 


Q  UESTIONS. 

KATE  PAYMENTS  BY  LANDLOEDS. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON 
(Shropshire,  Osw^estry)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Local  Goverumeut 
Board  whether  he  can  inform  the  House 
if  the  Act  autborisiug  Local  Authorities 
to  compound  with  the  landlords  for  the 
pajTment  of  the  rates  in  respect  of  their 
cottage  property  is  universally  adopted  ; 
▼hether  he  can  say  what  is  the  average 
abatement  in  the  rates  made  by  the 
Local  Authorities  in  favour  of  the  land' 
Inda  in  such  cases ;  and  what  is  the 
number  of  electors  for  Local  Authorities 
who  by  the  operation  of  the  compounding 
Acts  pay  no  rates  directly  ? 
•The  president  ok  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler,  Wolverhampton,  E.)  :  The 
[«t>vi8ions  of  the  Poor  Rate  Assessment 
and  Collection  Act,  1869,  wiUi  respect  to 
the  payment  of  rates  by  the  owners 
instead  of  the  occupiers  in  the  case  of 
small  tenements  have  been  largely,  but 
not  universally,  adopted.  The  maximum 
abatement  which  can  be  allowed  to  the 
owners  in  these  cases  is  prescribed  by  the 
Act,  but  I  am  unable  to  say  what  is  the 
average  abatement  allowed.  Neither  cau 
I  state  the  number  of  electors  for  Local 
Authorities  whose  rates  are  paid  directly 
by  the  owners. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  us  an  ap- 
proximate idea  of  the  number  of  electors 
who  do  not  pay  the  rates  directly  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  I  will  see  if 
it  can  be  obtained,  but  that  is  a  very 
tronblesome  and,  I  fear,  almost  impossible 
Return. 

THE  ZULU  EXILES. 
Bakox  HENRY  de  WORMS  (Liver- 
pool, East  Toxteth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  he  is  able  to  confirm  or  other- 
wise the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Fox 
Bourne,  the  Secretary  of  the  Aborigines* 


Protection  Society,  at  the  annual  meeting 

of  that  Society  on  the  I7tb  instant,  that 
he  (the  Secretary)  had  had  an  interview 
with  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  and  that  the  wishes  of  the 
Society  with  regard  to  the  Zulu  exiles 
would  be  substantially  gratified  within 
the  next  few  months ;  whether  these 
words  are  to  be  accepted  as  implying 
that  the  Zulu  Chiefs  now  at  St.  Helena 
are  to  be  released  and  allowed  to  return 
to  Zalulaud  ;  and  whether  the  Governor 
and  authorities  of  Zulnland  have  been 
consulted  as  to  the  expediency  of  this 
step  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  S, 

BcxTON,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  The 
statement  attributed  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Aborigines*  Protection  Society  is  not 
correct,  and  I  understand  that  he  denies 
having  made  it.  The  only  statement  I 
have  made  in  regard  to  the  matter  is  that 
Mr.  Osborn  (now  Sir  Molmoth  Osborn) 
is  retiring  ou  pension,  and  that,  until 
after  his  successor  takes  up  his  appoint- 
ment, uo  change  will  be  made  in  the 
present  position  of  affairs.  His  successor 
will  be  Mr.  Marshall  Clarke,  who  for  so 
many  years  has  been  administering 
Basutolaud  with  marked  ability. 

ADMIBALTT  ORUISBE  SUBVENTIONS. 

Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty when  he  hopes  to  be  in  a 
position  to  anuouoce  the  decision  of  the 
Admiralty  in  the  matter  of  the  applica- 
tion for  the  subvention  to  the  steamers 
engaged  on  the  new  service  between 
Australia  and  Canada  via  Honolulu  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle- 
woKTH,  Lancashire,  Clitlieroe)  :  The 
Admiralty  are  unable  at  present  to  add 
to  the  list  of  steamships  which  receive  a 
subvention  as  armed  mercantile  cruisers. 

Mr.  HOGAN  :  When  the  right  bon> 
Gentleman  says  the  Admiralty  are  not 

prepared  to  recommend  a  subventiou,  am 
I  to  understand  that,  when  this  service 
has  passed  through  the  experimental 
stage,  and  proved  itself  to  be  a  per- 
manent link  of  eommnuication  between 
Australia  and  Canada,  its  claims  to 
Imperial  recognition  will  be  re-con- 
sidered ?  \ 
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Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
I  have  no  doubt  that  any  future  appli- 
cation will  be  considered  with  the  same 
care  as  the  present  one. 

DIPLOMATIC  EXPENDITURE  IN  THE 
BAST. 

Sir  ANDREW  SCOBLE  (Hackney, 
Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of '  State  for  India  what  is  tbe 
amount  of  the  contribution  paid  by  the 
Government  of  India  towards  the  cost  of 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Establishments 
in  China,  Persia,  Turkey,  Siam,  East 
Africa,  and  elsewhere  ;  and  whether  he 
is  able  to  state  what  proportion  such 
contribution  bears  to  the  total  cost  of 
such  Ebtablishments  respectively  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Mr.  George 
Russell,  North  Beds.):  The  Secre- 
tuj  of  State  is  unable  to  state  the  cost 
of  the  Diplomatie  and  Consular  Estabtish- 
ments  maintained  under  the  control  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs.  The  following  statement  shows 
the  present  contributions  towards  such 
Establishments  paid  by  the  Indian 
Government,  as  well  as  the  cost  of 
similar  establishments  maintained  and 
paid  for  under  the  control  of  the  Indian 
Government : — China  :  a  fixed  contribu- 
tion of  £12,5{X)  per  annum  paid  by  Irdia 
towards  the  cost  of  tbe  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Services.  Persia  :  (1)  a  fixed 
contribution  of  £7,000  per  annum  to- 
wards the  cost  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty^s 
Legation  at  Teheran  ;  (2)  the  salary  and 
establishment  charges  of  a  special  officer 
(Consul  General)  on  Khorassan  frontier 
(about  Rx.  15,000),  paid  wholly  by 
India  ;  (3)  the  salaries  and  establishment 
charges  of  Bushire  Residency,  including 
salaries  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty's 
Consul  General  for  Ears,  &c.,  and  Vice 
Consul  at  Bushire  (about  Rx.10,000) 
are  paid  by  India ;  the  salary  of 
the  Vice  Consul  at  Mohammerah  is 
not  paid  by  India.  Turkey :  (1) 
the  cost  of  the  Political  Residency  in 
Turkish  Arabia,  including  the  salaries  of 
Consul  General  for  Bagdad  and  Consul 
at  Buseorah  (about  Rx.9,000)  is  paid 
wholly  by  India  ;  (2)  half  the  cost  of  the 
Consulate  at  Jeddah  for  the  Eastern 
Coast  of  the  Retl  Sea — Indian  share 
being  calculated  at  £458 — is  paid  by 
India ;  (3)  the  expenses  of  the  Vice 
Consulate  at  Hodeidah  (Consul's  salary 


amounting  to  £360,  and  other  expenses 
£160)  are  met  from  Indian  Revenues, 
but  towards  this  cost  the  Imperial  Go- 
vernment pays  £200.  Siam :  Th» 
Chiengmai  Vice  Consulate  charges 
(about  Rx.ljOCO)  are  paid  wholly  by 
India.  Somali  Coast :  Tbe  Political 
Assistant  is  also  Her  Britanuic  Majesty's 
Consul ;  his  salary  (Rx. 1,756)  and  ex- 
penses are  paid  by  India.  Muskat  : 
The  salary  (Rx.3,120)  and  expenses  of 
the  Political  Agent  and  Her  Britannic 
Majesty's  Consul  are  paid  wholly  by 
India.  French  Colonies  :  India  paye 
£650,  not  towards  Consuls'  salaries  or 
cost  of  establishment,  but  for  travelling- 
expenses  and  interpreters,  £500  to  the 
Consul  at  Reunion,  and  £150  to  the 
Consul  for  Cayenne  and  Surinam,  on 
special  grounds  in  the  interests  of  Indian 
coolie  emigrants.  Goa  and  Pondicherri  r 
Her  Britajinic  Majesty's  Consul  at 
Goa  and  the  Consular  Agent  for  Pondi- 
cherri and  Karikal  are  paid  by  India. 

FABSEXGEB  TRAFFIC  IN  TEX  ENGLISH 
CHANNEL. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  the 
foreign  vessels  carrying  passengers 
across  the  English  Channel  are  frequently 
inspected  by  the  Board  of  Trade  as  to 
their  seaworUiiaesB  and  suitability  for 
passenger  service ;  and  in  such  case,  if 
he  can  say  when  the  steamships  France 
and  Prince^  paying  between  Dover  and 
Calais,  wore  built,  and  last  overhauled  by 
a  British  surveyor  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  The  Board  of  Trade  have 
no  power  to  inspect  foreign  vessels  as  to 
their  unseaworthiness  or  suitability  for 
passenger  service,  unless  they  carry 
passengers  between  places  in  the  United 
Kingdom — or  come  under  the  Passenger 
Acts.  These  French  cross  channel 
steamers  do  not  carry  passengers  between 
places  in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  thej 
do  not  come  under  the  Passenger  Acts. 
They  are  subject  to  French  Regulations, 
as  British  ships  engaged  in  the  same 
traffic  are  subject  to  British  Regula- 
tions. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  r 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  any 
information  as  to  the  steamshipa 
named  ?  \ 
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Hb.  MUNDELLA  :  I  cannot  give 
anj  iaformation  as  to  ships  not  inspected 
bj  the  Board  of  Trade. 

COUNSEL'S  FEES  AT  THE  BBHRING 
SEA  ARBITRATION. 
Mb.  POWELL  WILLLA.MS  (Bir- 
mingham, S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  what  amount,  in 
addition  to  salary,  is  payable  to  the 
Attorney  General  on  hia  brief  in  the 
case  of  the  Behring  Sea  Arbitration 
now  proceeding  at  Paris ;  what  addi- 
tional amount  he  receives  daily  as  a 
"refresher,'*  or  otherwise ;  and  whe- 
ther the  tatter  sum  ii  paid  when  the 
Arbitration  Court  does  not  sit  or  the 
Attorney  General  does  not  appear  iu 
Court.' 

Mb.  CARVILL  (Newry) :  At  the 
lame  time,  I  will  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman what  amount  is  payable  to  the 
Attoraey  General  of  the  late  Goverii- 
vent  on  his  brief  in  the  case  of  the 
Behring  Sea  Arbitration  now  proceeding 
It  Paris  ;  what  additional  amount  be 
reeeiTes  daily  as  a  "  refresher  "  or  other- 
wise, and  whether  the  latter  sum  is  paid 
when  the  Arbitration  Court  does  not  sit, 
or  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  does 
not  appear  in  Court;  and  what  is  the 
earn  total  of  the  fees  iu  this  case  under 
the  late  and  under  the  present  Govern- 
ment ? 

•The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham)  : 
The  Attorney  General  and  the  late 
Attorney  General  hare  each  received  an 
inclnsive  fee,  for  six  weeks*  attendance 
in  Paris,  of  2,000  guineas.  The  Solici- 
tor to  the  Treasury  has  been  instnictcd 
to  arrange  for  the  payment  to  both  hon, 
and  learned  Gentlemen  of  reasonable 
fees  for  further  attendance  beyond  the 
period  of  six  weeks  ;  but  the  exact 
amounts  have  not  yet  been  submitted  to 
the  Treasury  for  approval.  The  fees 
paid  by  the  Treasury  Solicitor  to  the 
late  Attorney  General  in  the  case  up  to 
December  31,  1892,  amounted  to  a  total 
of  £1,055  6s.,  and  there  are  some  further 
feesnot  yet  settled  up  to  the  time  when  the 
arrangement  was  made  for  the  payment 
ot  the  lump  sum  for  six  weeks*  attend- 
ance. 

Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  state  the 
amount  of  the  "refreshers"  paid  to  the 
Attorney    General  ?     Will    he  also 


kindly  say  whether  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wight  receives  a 
salary  of  £7,000  a  year  for  attending  to 
public  business  ? 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  This  is  con- 
tentious business  outside  the  salary,  and 
would  have  been  deemed  so  whatever 
Government  was  in  Office.  With  re- 
spect to  daily  "  refreshers,**  I  should 
explain  that  no  such  fees  are  payable 
during  the  period  of  six  weeks,  as  the 
2,000  guineas  is  inclusive. 

Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS:  In 
consequence  of  the  unsatisfactory  reply 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I  shall  call 
attention  to  the  subject  on  the  Estimates. 

MILITARY   CAJTTEENS  AND  THE 
SUNDAY  CLOSING  ACT. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
I  bog  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
police  have  made  any  Report  concerning 
the  evasion  of  the  Sunday  Closing  Act 
by  the  establishment  of  a  canteen  in  con- 
nection with  the  4th  Battalion  Royal 
Irish  Rifles  at  Manarrene  Park,  Antrim  ; 
and  whether  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquor  to  civilians,  under  such  circum- 
stances, is  legal  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Mokley,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyue)  :  I  am  informed  that 
the  cauteen  referred  to  is  conducted 
strictly  according  to  the  Queen's  Regu- 
lations, which  prohibit  the  sale  of  liquor 
to  civilians  either  on  Sundays  or  week- 
days. So  far  as  the  police  are  aware  there 
is  nothing  irregular  in  the  management 
of  the  canteen,  and  there  is  no  evasion 
of  the  Sunday  Closing  Act. 

IRISH    DISPENSARY  DOCTORS. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Dowu,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  be  will 
state  the  number  of  dispensary  doctors  in 
each  of  the  folk)wing  places — namely. 
County  Antrim,  County  Down,  and  City 
of  Belfast ;  and  how  many  of  them  in 
each  place  are  Catholics  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  There  are  34 
medical  officers  of  dispensary  districts  in 
the  County  Antrim,  and  33  in  County 
Down.  In  the  City  of  Belfast  there  are 
15  dispensary  doctors.  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  have  no  information  as 
to  the  religious  denominations  to  which 
these  officers  belong. 
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Mr.M*CARTAN:  Iu  both  the  two 
counties,  as  ^ell  as  in  the  City  of  Belfast, 
there  is  only  one  Roman  Catholic  dis- 
pensary doctor. 

THE  ROrAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY 

ARMS. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how 
many  stand  of  arms  are  iu  the  possession 
or  under  the  control  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary ;  what  is  the  amouut  of 
ball  cartridge  ordinarily  in  their  posses- 
sion and  in  reserve  for  Constabulary  pur- 
poses ;  and  in  what  magi  zine  is  the  Con- 
stabulary ammunition  stored  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  There  are  in 
possession  and  under  the  control  of  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  about  17,400 
stand  of  arms.  The  naual  quantity  of 
ammunitiou  in  possession  of  each  man  is 
40  rounds  of  ball  and  12  of  buck  shot. 
There  is  practically  no  reserve  of 
ammunition  kept  in  the  Department,  and 
supplies,  after  the  anuual  practice,  are 
drawn  from  the  War  Department.  It  is 
understood  the  War  Department  issues 
the  supplies  to  counties  from  the  military 
divisional  magaziues. 

SWINE  FEVER. 

Mr.  FELLOWES  (Iluuts,  Ramsey)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  tlie  Board 
of  Agriculture  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  evideuce  given  before  the 
Committee  on  Swine  Fever  has  been 
published  by  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
he  ia  uow  able  to  say  whether  he  intends 
to  give  effect  to  the  recoramoadations  of 
that  Committee  ? 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton, 
E.)  :  I  beg,  at  the  same  time,  to  ask  the 
right  hou.  Geutleman  whether,  in  view 
of  the  important  cliaracter  of  the  evi- 
dence now  issued  on  which  the  Depart- 
mental Committee  on  Swiue  Fever  have 
based  their  recent  Report,  aud  iu  view  of 
the  recent  serious  increase  of  the  disease, 
and  the  opinion  of  the  Committee  that  the 
disease  can  only  effectually  be  dealt  with 
hj  a  Central  Authority,  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  will  take  steps  to  carry  out 
the  recommendations  during  the  present 
year  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  ok  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gardner, 
Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  I  am  iu  com- 
munication with    the   Treasury  with 


regard  to  the  recommendatioos  of  the 
Departmental  Committee,  and  at  present 
I  can  only  refer  the  hon.  Member  and 
my    hon.    Friend    the   Member  for 

Northamptonshire,  who  has  also  placed 
a  question  on  this  subject  on  the  Paper, 
to  the  statement  made  on  behalf  of  the 
Government    immediately    before  the 
Recess.     I  may  perhaps  add,  however, 
that  although,  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  already  been  good  enough 
to  iuform  the  House,  I  am  personaUy 
very  anxious  to  take  the  disease  in  hand, 
an  immediate  decision  on  the  subject  is 
by  no  means  a  matter  of  such  urgency  as 
the  frequency  of  the  questions  addressed 
to  me  with  regard  to  it  would  suggest. 
I   am    informed    by    my  professional 
advisers  that  the  late  autumn  is  the  best 
season  for  the  commencement  of  opera- 
tions, aud,  with  regard  to  the  extent  of 
the  disease,  I  may  say  that  so  far  from 
there  having  been   any  recent  serious 
increase,  as  my  hon.  Friend  states,  the 
available  statistics  point  to  exactly  the 
opposite  conclusion.     The  number  of 
outbreaks  recorded  last  year  was  less 
than  half  the  number  recorded  in  1891 — 
ill  fact,  smaller  than  In  any  year  since 
1884;  and,  although  it  is  no  doubt  true 
that  many  outbreaks  are  unreported,  there 
is  absolutely  uotbiug  to  justify  the  im- 
pression  which   seems  to   be  gaining 
ground  that  the  owners  of  pigs  are  face 
to  face  with  a  crisis  of  a  very  Berions 
character. 

Mk.  FELLOWES  :  If  the  Govern- 
ment are  unwilling  to  bring  in  a  measure 
on  this  question,  will  they  give  facilities 
for  the  Bill  already  before  tiie  House  ? 

Mr.  GARDNER  :  My  hon.  Friend 
must  by  no  means  understand  that  the 
Goverumeut  are  unwilling  to  bring  iu  a 
Bill. 

TRINCOMALEE  PORT. 
Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty, in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  port 
of  Trincomalee,  iu  Ceylon,  is  off  the  trade 
route,  aud  is  destitute  of  commercial 
shipping  of  any  value,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Groverument  proposes  to  spend 
iu  the  future  the  money  necessary  to  de- 
fend Trincomaleein  enlarging  the  harbour 
of  Colombo  (which  isoften  inconveniently 
crowded  with  shipping,  causing  vessels 
to  lie  off  in  the  roads,  instead  of  having 
the  protection  of  the  harbour),  and  in  con- 
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stractiog  a  commodious  dock,  fortifying 
the  place  more  thorougblj,  and  protect- 
ing the  coal  stores,  British  shipping,  and 
eanmereial  interests  in  Colombo,  as  re- 
commended hj  Sear  Admiral  Bowden- 
Smith  and  other  authorities  ? 

Sib  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  Admiralty  do  not  contemplate  trans- 
ferring the  Naval  Establishment  at  Trin- 
eomalee  to  Colombo.  As  regards  the 
question  of  enlarging  and  protecting  the 
original  harbour  at  Colombo,  I  am  in- 
formed br  the  Colonial  Office  that  the 
improvement  of  the  harbour  and  the  con- 
struction of  a  graving  dock  are  works 
Thich  would  primarily  be  constructed  out 
of  Colonial  Funds,  and  the  question  of 
nodertakiug  these  works  has  for  some 
lime  been  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Cobnial  GoTernment  and  its  technical 
idrisers. 

THE  UNtON  JACK  IN  IRELAND. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
bt^  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lcrd  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  as 
tlie6&  7  William  IV.  c.  38,  s.  8,  uses 
the  words  that  a  publican  shall  not  dis- 
play any  sign,  flag,  or  symbol,  colour, 
decoration,  or  emblem  whatsoever,  "  ex- 
cept the  known  and  usual  and  accustomeil 
sign  of  such  house,"  he  will  have  a  test 
}  (Me  from  Derry  submitted  to  Petty 
Sessions,  and  a  case  stated  thereon  to  the 
Snperior  Courts  with  a  view  to  decide 
whether  this  section  imports  that  it  is 
lawtol  to  fly  a  particular  flag  from 
Heensed  houses  but  forbids  othora  ? 
I  Sir  T.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.) :  I 
shoald  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
Duui  whether  the  object  of  this  section 
has  not  been  frequently  stated  to  be  to 
pnrent  retailers  from  permittiug  illegal 
usemblies  in  their  houses  or  hanging  out 
the  banners  of  rebel  associations  ?  Would 
Dot  the  repeal  of  the  section  allow  these 
things  to  be  done  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  No  one  proposes 
to  repeal  it. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  will  read  the 
(pinion  of  the  Irish  Law  Officers,  whom 
I  have  consulted.  Their  opiuion  is  as 
follows: — 

"  In  oor  opinion  the  6th  section  of  the  Act  of 
16K  prohibits  the  banging  oat  or  iliHpIaying  of 
CTery  flag,  whether  the  Union  Jack  or  other. 
The  words  uboI  are  of  the  largest  kind,  and  they 
■re  Btrengtheneil  by  a  ase  of  the  exception  '  the 
fawwn  and  usnal  and  accustomed  sign  of  such 
Ixxae.'  The  penalty  provided  by  the  8th  tec- 


tion  may  be  proceeded  for  by  any  person.  It 
is  not  necessary  for  the  Crown  to  be  the  prose- 
cutor. I  should  not  tliink  it  wise  for  the  Crown 
to  prosecute  for  the  exhibition  of  the  Union 
JacK,  or  raise  a  test  case  as  to  such  a  flag." 

I  may  add  that  it  is  not  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  prosecute  for  the  ex- 
hibition of  the  Union  Jack  upon  the 
occasion  in  question,  nor  to  raise  a  teat 
case  thereupon. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HBALY  :  May  I  inquu« 
whether,  as  the  late  Government  con- 
stantly pro-^ecuted  Nationalists  for  exhi- 
biting flagB  or  emblems,  it  would  not  be 
acting  merely  on  the  principle  that  what 
is  sauce  for  the  goose  is  sauce  for  tbe 
gander  if  a  prosecution  were  ordered  in 
regard  to  the  display  of  the  Union  Jack 
at  Derry? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  quite  agree 
with  the  principle  that  what  is  sauce  for 
the  goose  is  sauce  for  the  gander.  It  is 
uot  for  me,  however,  to  invite  Parliament 
to  repeal  the  section  of  tbe  Act  in  ques- 
tion, even  if  I  were  inclined  to  do  so.  It 
is  sufficient  for  me  to  decide  on  the  action 
of  the  Government  as  circumstances 
arise.  I  have  already  stated  that  in  this 
case  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  wise  for 
the  Crown  to  institute  a  prosecution. 

Sir  T.  lea  :  Wheu  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  what  is  sauce  for 
the  goose  is  also  sauce  for  the  gander,  I 
suppose  tbnt  is  equivalent  to  placing  tbe 
Union  Jack  on  a  level  with  other  Farty 
emblems  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

INDICTABLE  OFFENCES  IN  IRELAND, 
Mr.  DANE  (Fermanagh,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how  many  persons 
have  been  retunied  for  trial  to  Quarter 
Sessions  in  the  Counties  of  Cork,  Kerry, 
Clare,  and  Limerick  respectively,  in 
respect  of  outrages  committed  within  the 
districts  described  by  him  as  disturbed 
areas  ;  and  will  the  jurors  in  attendance 
at  each  Quarter  Sessions,  or  any  of  them, 
be  persons  resident  within  the  disturbed 
areas  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  There  are  six 
persons  in  Kerry  and  one  in  Clare  await- 
ing trial  at  Quarter  Sessions  in  respect 
of  outrages  committed  within  the  dis- 
turbed areas  iu  those  counties  respec- 
tively. The  jurors  in  attendance  at  such 
Quarter  Sessions  include  persons  resident 
within  those  areas.  There  are  no  persons 
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awaiting  trial  at  Quarter  Sessiooa  in 
respect  of  outrages  in  the  disturbed  areas 
of  Cork  aud  Limerick. 

CANADIAN  BEEF  IN  SCOTLAND. 
Sir  JOHN  LENG  (Dundee)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  complaints  of  agricul- 
torlstB  in  Scotland  on  account  of  the  large 
numbers  of  fat  Canadian  cattle  now  being 
slaughtered  at  one  time  on  landing  at 
Shieidhall,  Glasgow,  seriouslj  affecting 
the  price  of  home-fed  UA  cattle,  and  that 
it  would  be  much  to  the  advantage  of 
Scottish  farmers  if  thej  could  feed  young 
Canadian  cattle  for  the  market  ;  and 
whether,  in  the  interests  of  Scottish 
agriculturists,  the  present  prohibition 
against  the  importation  of  Canadian 
cattle  for  feeding  purposes  will  be  re- 
moved at  the  earliest  possible  date  ? 

Mr.  GARDNER  :  I  am  well  aware 
of  the  feeling  to  which  my  hon.  Friend 
refers,  and  I  should  be  very  glad  to  find 
myself  in  a  position  to  remove  the  existing 
restrictions  if  I  eonld  do  so  consistently 
with  the  wider  interests  which  it  is  my 
Etatuforj'  duty  to  consider.  At  the 
moment  I  can  only  say  that  I  must  await 
the  complete  results  of  the  special  ex- 
amination of  the  lungs  of  the  animals 
arriving  in  this  country  which  is  now 
proceeding. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  able 
now  to  give  us  tbe  result  of  the  examina- 
tion of  the  lungs  which  fae  told  us  last 
week  was  under  consideration  ? 

Mr.  GARDNER  :  No.  It  is  a  special 
microscopical  examination,  and  I  have  not 
yet  received  the  Report. 

WOMEN  AS  MAGISTRATES. 
Mr.  H.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether,  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Local  Government 
(England  and  Wales)  Bill,  a  woman  may 
be  elected  Chairman  of  a  District  Council, 
and  thus  become  ex-^fficio  a  County 
Justice  of  the  Peace ;  and  whether  the 
effect  of  the  same  Bill  ia  to  deprive  the 
Justices  of  the  Peace,  as  such,  of  all 
their  administrative  and  nou-judiciat 
duties  7 

•Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  I  venture  to 
submit  to  the  House  that  the  proper  time 
for  considering  the  nature  and  effect  of 
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the  provisions  of  the  Local  GoverDment 
Bill  is  in  the  Debate  on  the  Second 
Reading  and  during  the  Committee  stage 
of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  H.  HOBHOUSE :  As  this  is  a 
poiut  on  which  considerable  confusion  ia 
felt  in  the  country,  cannot  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  a  straight  answer  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  I  am  sub- 
mitting to  the  House  that  we  cannot,  in 
question  and  answer,  discuss  the  provisions 
of  a  Bill  which  cannot  be  tvonght  before 
the  House  for  several  weeks  to  come. 

THB  OREAT  WESTERN  RAILWAY 
BATES. 

Mr:  H.  HOBHOUSE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  it 
he  has  noticed  the  statement  In  Friday's 
Times,  that  the  French  Railway  Com- 
panies have,  at  the  instance  of  the  French 
Government,  reduced  by  25  per  cent,  the 
rates  for  hay  and  other  cattle  food  ;  and 
if,  in  consideration  of  the  serious  scarcity 
of  feeding  stuffs  now  prevailing  in  parts 
of  England,  the  BoMtl  of  Trade  will 
follow  the  example  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment by  inducing  the  Great  Western 
Railway  and  other  Companies,  who  have 
recently  raised  their  rates  for  the  carriage 
of  such  goods,  to  reduce  those  rates  by 
such  an  amount  as  shall  substantially 
assist  the  farmer  to  procure  the  necessary 
food  for  his  stock  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  noticed  the 
statement  refeired  to,  but  the  Board  of 
Trade  have  no  power  to  induce  the  Great 
Western  and  other  Companies  to  reduce 
their  rates  for  such  a  purpose  as  that 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member.  The 
French  Government,  as  owner  of  nearly 
2,000  miles  of  railways  and  as  contributor 
to  others,  has  powers  of  control  which 
the  State  in  this  country  does  not 
possess. 

SWAZILAND. 

Baron  HENRY  de  WORMS:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Uuder  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  any  arrange- 
ment has  been  arrived  at  between  Sir 
Henry  Loch  and  President  Eriiger 
relative  to  the  future  of  Swaziland  ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  he  will  communicate  it  to 
the  House  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  No  further 
arrangement  has  as  yet  been  arrived  at 
between  Sir  H.  Loch  and  President 
Kriiger  beyond  thai  alr^y  mentioned  in 
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the  House.  Bat  Sir  H.  Loch  is  now  at 
Pretoria,  and  it  is  probable  that  an 
arrangement  may  be  arrived  at  in  regard 
to  Swaziland  during  his  visit  to  President 
Eruger.  I  can  only  repeat  that  full  in- 
j  formation  on  the  whole  subject  will  be 
!  commanicated  to  the  House  at  the 
earliest  possible  momcDt  compatible 
with  the  interests  of  the  Public  Service. 

DOCKYARD  CLASSIFICATION. 
Mr.  KXATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversham)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  what  is  the 
caase  of  the  delay  in  announcing  the 
decision  of  the  Government  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  system  of  classification  in  Her 
Majesty's  Dockyards,  which  decision  it 
was  promised  would  be  made  before 
Whitsuntide ;  and  whether  he  can  state 
the  time  at  which  it  will  be  made  ? 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Dun- 
See):  As  I  have  repeatedly  explained  to 
tiie  hon.  Gentleman^  the  decision  of  the 
J  idmiralty  as  to  classification  will  not  be 
■QDounce<l  until  we  are  in  a  position  to 
deal  with  all  the  other  questions  affecting 
lahourin  the  Dockyards.  An  immense 
DttBS  of  material  has  had  to  be  collected, 
analjted,  and  considered.  Unexpected 
iiffieolties  of  various  kinds  have  delayed 
the  decision,  but  we  are  doing  everything 
we  can  to  hasten  it. 

MR.KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN : 
Will  the  hon.  Gentleman  answer  the 
latter  part  of  my  question  ?  He  told  us 
that  the  decision  would  be  made  known 
Wore  Whitsuntide. 

Me.  E.  ROBERTSOX:  I  cannot 
name  any  date. 

MB.KWATCHBULL-HUGES8EN : 
I  shall  repeat  the  question  on  Thursday. 

60VKRXMENT  EMPLOYMENT  FOR  DIS- 
CHARGED SOLDIERS. 
Major  EASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  :  I  beg 
to  aak  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
vhether  he  has  seen  the  statement  in 
The  Army  and  Navy  Gazette  of  27th 
May,  that,  out  of  5,000  posts  under 
Goremment  suitable  for  discharged  and 
Reserve  men,  only  220  are  so  allotted  ; 
»iid  whether  he  can  state  the  niimber  of 
'Ppointments  reserved  for  old  soldiers  by 
•he  State  in  Germany,  Austria-Hungary, 
«>d  France  retpectively  ? 


•The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for 

WAR  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Baxnermak, 
Stirling,  £c.)  :  I  am  not  aware  upon 
what  basis  the  figures  quoted  rest,  and  I 
canuot,  therefore,  give  an  opinion  of  their 
accuracy.  As  to  foreign  countries,  I 
would  refer  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man to  the  Paper  recently  presented  to 
Parliament  containing  Reports  from  Her 
Majesty's  Embassies  in  Auatria-HtiDgary, 
France,  Germany,  and  Italy. 

THE  IRISH  NATIONAL  FEDERATION. 

Mr.  PENROSE  FITZGERALD 
(Cambridge)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of' Ire- 
land if  his  attention  has  been  called  to  a 
meeting  of  the  Irish  National  Federation, 
Rossearbery  Branch,  which  was  held  in 
the  National  School  Room  on  Thursday, 
11th  May,  at  which  a  charge  of  land- 
grabbing  was  brought  against  Michael 
Sweeny ;  and  whether  the  National 
Board  allow  such  meetings  to  be  held  in 
their  schools  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  understand  that 
meetings  of  the  nature  indicated  took 
place  in  the  National  School  at  Ross- 
earbery on  May  14  and  two  subsequent 
dates.  The  attention  of  the  National 
Ednatlou  Board  has  been  drawn  to  the 
matter.  Sweeny  is  reported  to  have 
attended  the  meetings  Toluutarily,  and 
the  police  are  closely  watching  the  case. 

IRISH  MAGISTRATES  AND  LAND- 
GRABBERS. 

Mr.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Romford)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware 
that  a  meeting,  at  which  a  so-called  land- 
grabber  was  denounced  and  boycotting 
resolutions  were  passed,  was  presided  over 
by  Mr.  J,  Hnghes,  who  has  recently 
been  appointed  a  Magistrate  for  Limerick 
by  the  present  Government ;  and  whether 
he  will  call  the  attention  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  stated  in  a 
newspaper  report,  which  I  have  seen^ 
that  a  meeting  in  reference  to  the  evicted 
farm  of  Miss  Morrison  was  presided  over 
by  a  Mr.  John  Clnne  (not  Hughes), 
who  is  a  Magistrate  for  the  City  of 
Limerick,  and  was  appoiuted  shortly  after 
the  present  Government  came  into  Office. 
The  alleged  conduct  of  Mr.  Clune  bos 
been  brought  under  the  notice  of  theLord 
Chancellor.  _  . 
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Mr.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick)  :  Perbapa 
I  may  be  permitted  to  aaj  tbat  I  bave 
here  a  letter  from  Mr.  Clune  denying 
that  any  resolution  advocating  boycotting 
was  passed  at  the  meeting  in  question. 

CI^BE  AND  LIMEBICK  JURIES. 
Mr.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  LoM  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whetber,  seeing  that 
the  CircuitB  bave  now  been  arranged  for 
the  Summer  Assizes  in  Ireland,  the 
Government  intend,  in  view  of  tbe 
failure  of  tbe  juries  in  Clare  and  Limerick 
at  tbe  last  Assizes,  to  make  arrangements 
under  which  prisoners  who  may  be 
charged  with  serious  offences  in  these 
counties  shall  be  tried  outside  the  local 
Tenue  ? 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry.  N.)  :  I  wish 
to  ask  youj  Mr.  Speaker,  whether  the 
words  "in  view  of  the  failure  of  tbe 
juries  "  are  in  Order  ;  is  it  right  to  put 
down  iu  tbe  form  of  a  question  an  as- 
sumption of  BO  grave  a  statemeut  of 
fact? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  read  the  question 
to  mean  failure  of  tbe  juries  to  agree. 

Mr.  sexton  :  But  the  question 
does  uot  say  that. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  put  the  most 
charitable  interpretation  on  the  words. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Government 
do  not,  under  present  circumstances,  in- 
tend to  make  arrangements  of  the  nature 
indicated. 

Mk.  sexton  :  What  is  it  that  tbo 
juries  bave  failed  to  do  ?  Is  it  the  view 
of  the  Government  tbat  a  jury  "  fails  " 
unless  it  convicts  ? 

Mr.  T.  \V.  RUSSELL  :  I  referred  to 
the  statemeut  of  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien 
at  the  last  Assizes,  when  he  was  re- 
ported to  bave  said  that,  in  mercy  to  the 
jurors  themselves,  who  had  been  plainly 
terrorized,  be  hoped  some  means  would 
be  found  to  remove  the  criminal  jurisdic- 
tion out  of  tbe  county. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  not  before 
me  tbe  figures  for  the  last  two  Assizes 
in  Clare  and  Limerick ;  but  my  impressiou 
is  that,  on  the  whole,  tbe  proceedings  of 
tbe  juries  did  not  amount  to  a  failure. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  Has  not  tbe 
right  hou.  Gentleman  read  tbe  words  of 
Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  at  the  close  of  the 
Spring  Assizes  in  County  Clare,  iu  which 
he  stated  tbat  seven  persons  had  been 
brought  before  him  and,  without  excep- 


tion, acquitted,  and  tbat,  in  mercy  to  the 
jurors,  who  had  been  plainly  terrorised, 
he  hoped  some  means  would  be  fouud  for 
trying  these  cases  out  of  the  county  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  believe  that 
that  was  the  tenour  of  Mr.  Justice 
O'Brien^B  remarks. 

THE  ABMY  AND  HOME  RULE. 
Mr.  p.  J.  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary,  N.): 
I  beg  to  ask  tbe  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if  be  will  have  any  objection  to 
state  tbe  exact  words  of  tbe  Report 
received  by  him  from  tbe  Colonel  com- 
manding the  Leiuster  Regiment  at  Alder- 
shot  ;  and  if  be  will  cause  direct  inquiry 
to  be  made  as  to  the  truth  of  the  allega- 
tion that,  on  an  occasion  prior  to  the  18th 
ultimo,  tho  toast  of  **  The  Queen  and  no 
Home  Rule*'  was  proposed  at  the  mess 
of  tbe  above  regiment  by  a  civilian  guest, 
and  respouded  to  by  all  the  oflBcers  pre- 
MBiit,  including  Major  E.  W.  Murphy  ; 
and,  if  so,  will  any  notice  be  taken  of 
sucb  conduct,  having  regard  to  tbe  fact 
tbat  tbe  majority  of  tbe  rank  and  file  of 
tbe  Leinster  Regiment  are  Irishmen  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
The  officer  commanding  tbe  Leiuster 
Regiment  at  Aldershot  stated  that  the 
alleged  incident  did  not  occur.  What 
may  have  given  rise  to  an  exaggerated 
story  is  tbat  on  one  recent  occasion,  when 
tbe  toast  of  "  The  Queen "  bad  been 
proposed  and  drunk,  as  those  present 
were  sitting  down,  a  civilian  guest  made 
a  remark  as  to  "  No  Home  Rule,"  but  no 
notice  was  taken  of  it. 

ELECTION  DISTURBANCES  AT 
DROMORE  WEST. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  KENNY  (Dublin, 
St.  Stephen's  Green)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  die  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  the  charges  of  riotous 
assembly  and  assault  at  Dromore  West, 
County  Sligo,  on  the  18th  March  last, 
on  tbe  occasion  of  the  election  of  a  Poor 
Law  Guardian,  have  been  as  yet  disposed 
of ;  how  many  persons  have  been  made 
amenable ;  have  they  been  summarily 
convicted  or  returned  for  trial  at  the 
Assizes  ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  charge  ; 
and,  if  returned  for  trial,  is  it  proposed 
to  try  them  in  the  County  of  Sligo  where 
the  offence  was  committed  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Tbe  case  referred 
to  was  heard  at  Easkey  Petty  Sessions 
on  the  17th  and  18th  May,  when  the 
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Rer.  Mr.  Kellj  and  19  other  delondants 
Tere  retarned  for  trial  to  the  Sligo 
Summer  Assizes  od  h  charge  of  riot, 
Dolawfnl  assembly,  aod  obstructing  the 
police  in  the  discharge  of  their  duty. 
Three  of  the  20  defendants  hare  also 
been  sent  for  trial  on  a  charge  of  assanlt- 
ing  a  voter,  from  wbom  the  voting  paper 
was  taken  by  force  on  the  occasion  men- 
lioDed,  aod  seven  others  of  the  defendants, 
inclnding  the  Rev.  Mr.  Kelly,  are  charged 
vith  aiding  and  abetting  in  the  assanlt. 
All  the  defendants  have  been  admitted  to 
liail.  Two  other  defendants  who  had 
been  sammoned  did  not  appear  at  Petty 
SesuoDS,  and  it  is  believed  they  have  left 
the  country.  There  is  nothing  in  the 
paet  experience  to  lead  ns  to  believe 
that  Sligo  jurors  are  not  impartial. 

THBEATE^ED  EVICTIONS  IK  THB 

ISLAND  OF  ARRAK. 
Sir  CHARLES  CAMERON  (Glas- 
gow, College)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  whether  his  attention 
bs  been  called  to  the  fact  that  between 
70  and  80  notices  of  removal  have  been 
Krred  on  behalf  of  the  Duke  of  Hamilton 
npon  tenants  of  his  in  the  Island  of 
Ama ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
booses  and  lands  from  which  these  tenants 
are  threatened  with  eviction  have,  as  a 
nile,  been  built  and  reclaimed  without 
assistance  from  the  landlord;  and  whether, 
I  in  view  of  the  urgency  of  the  situation, 
I  he  will  consider  the  propriety  of  the 
GoTemmeat  taking  measures  to  bring 
Arran  under  the  operation  of  the  Crofters' 
Act? 

The  secretary  fob  SCOT- 
LA>'D  (Sir  G.  Tretelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  Notices  of  removal  have 
been  serveid  on  72  tenants  of  the  Duke  of 
Hamilton  in  the  Island  of  Arran.  The 
tenants,  together  with  the  notice,  received 
an  invitation  to  enter  into  an  agreement 
from  year  to  year  which  placed  them 
mder  the  obligation  to  give  up  the  whole 
or  any  portion  of  thoir  holding  on  one 
month's  notice,  receiving  compensation 
for  loss  of  crofts  and  unexhausted 
manures,  and  a  suitable  deduction  from  the 
rait  if  only  a  portion  of  the  holding  is 
taken.  I  believe  that  the  houses  of  most 
d  these  tenants  were,  as  a  rule,  built  by 
themselves,  and  are  frequently  of  con- 
siderable value ;  and  if  the  tenants  lived 
in  loTerness-shire  or  Ross-shire  they 
would  be  crofters  under  the  Act.  When 


the  Government  legislates  again  about 
crofters  they  will  consider  carefully  the 
proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend  to  inolude 
Arran  in  the  operation  of  the  Act. 

Mr.  MURRAY  (Buteshire) :  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  there  is 
no  intention  of  turning  any  one  of  these 
tenants  out  of  their  houses  ? 

Sm  G.  TREVELYAN :  I  am  ex- 
tremely glad  to  hear  it. 

LEWISHAH  FEVER  HOSPITAL. 

Mr.  FREDERICK  FRYE  (Kensing- 
ton, N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  Metropolitan  Asylums 
Board  have  asked  the  consent  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  the  purchase 
of  a  site  for  a  fever  hospital  at  Lewis- 
ham,  in  the  midst  of  a  rising  suburb ; 
that  the  Asylums  Board  propose  to  pur- 
chase this  site,  though  there  are  several 
other  sites  available  in  the  immediate 
neighbourhood,  the  selection  of  which 
would  not  injure  the  inhabitants ; 
whether  he  is  also  aware  that  the  inhabi- 
tants have  pledged  themselves  that  if  the 
Asylums  Board  choose  one  of  the 
suggested  sites  iu  their  parish,  instead  of 
the  proposed  site,  uo  opposition  will  be 
raised  to  the  erection  of  such  hospital  in 
Lewisham  ;  that  the  site,  for  which  the 
Board  propose  to  pay  £22,500,  was 
within  a  period  of  a  few  montlis  sold  to 
the  present  owner,  with  two  and  a-half 
additional  acres,  for  a  sum  of  £12,600 ; 
and  whether  he  will  cause  inquiry  to  be 
made  into  the  matter  ? 

•Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  The  question 
whether  the  consent  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  should  be  given  to  the  pur- 
chase by  the  Metropolitan  Asylums  Board 
of  a  site  for  a  fever  hospital  at  Lewisham 
hi  now  under  consideration.  An  inquiry 
has  already  been  held  upon  the  subject. 

« KELLY  V.  BATTRAY." 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  T  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  has 
observed  that  the  scope  of  the  Rent  Re- 
demption Act  passed  in  1891  has  been 
greatly  narrowed  by  the  decision  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal  in  Ireland  in  the  case  of 
"  Kelly  V.  Rattray  " ;  and  whether,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  reason  of  the  decision 
was  purely  technical,  the  Government 
will    either    introduce    an  amending 
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measure  or  assist  a  measure  for  that  pur- 
pose introduced  by  private  Members  ? 

Mu.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  advised  that 
the  Redemption  of  Rent  Act,  1891,  in 
terms  only  applies  to  cases  of  landlord 
and  tenant,  and  such  was  the  decision  uf 
the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Ireland.  I  am 
informed  that  the  cases  of  fee  farm  grants, 
reserving  a  full  agricultural  rent,  to 
which  the  Act  does  not  apply  by  reason 
of  the  relation  of  landlord  and  tenant  not 
existing,  are  likely  to  be  very  few  in 
number,  and  I  cannot  undertake  to  intro- 
duce an  amending  Bill,  or  to  assist  a 
measure  for  the  purpose. 

OUTRAGE  IN  COUNTY  CLARE. 

Mr.  AUNOLD-FORSTER  :  I  bog  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whetlier  he  is 
aware  that,  on  the  17th  May,  the  house 
of  Mr.  "P&LTce  O'Brien,  J.P.,  near  Ennis, 
County  Clare,  was  fired  into ;  and 
whether  any  arrests  have  been  made  in 
couuectiou  with  this  outrage  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  A  revolver  shot 
was  fired  outside,  but  not  into,  the  house  of 
Mr.  O'Brien  on  the  date  mentioned.  No 
arrest  has  yet  been  made  in  conaecttou 
with  this  outrage. 

'THE  ATTACK  ON  A  BERM0ND8EY 
VICAR. 

Mr.  M  ACDON  a  (Southwark,  Eother- 
hithe) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  letter  in 
The  Times  of  1st  Juue,  signed  J.  F. 
Benson  Walsb,  Vicar  of  St.  Ann's,  Ber- 
mondsoy,  iu  which  he  states  that  his 
version  of  the  attack  upon  him  by  the 
mob  in  Bermondsey  has  not  heretofore 
beeu  given  to  the  public,  because  until 
now  he  was  not  able  to  see,  much  less  to 
write,  but  that  now  he  will  be  pleased 
with  the  help  of  witnesses  to  prove  that 
the  facts  of  the  case  were  as  previously 
stated ;  and  whether  he  will  make 
inquiry  into  the  circnmatances  of  the  case 
and  offer  a  reward  for  the  perpetrators  of 
the  crime  ? 

Mr,  BARROW  (Southwark,  Ber- 
mondsey) :  May  I  inquire  whether  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Walsh  was  well  enough  to  go 
to  the  seaside  a  fortnight  ago  and  last 
Sunday  week  to  conduct  the  Church 
services  as  usual  without  the  aid  of 
glasses  ;  and  whether  he  has  since  been 
to  the  Continent  ? 

Mr,  T.  W.  Russell 


Mh.  STUART-WORTLEY  (Sheffield, 
Hallam)  :  I  desire  to  ask  whether  the 
question  last  asked  by  the  hon.  Member 
affecting  a  private  individual  is  not 
within  the  ruling  given  by  you,  Mr, 
Speaker,  against  such  questions  the  other 
day  ?  The  question  is  put  under  dr- 
cumstances  which  prevent  its  being 
answered. 

*Mb.  SPEAKER :  It  would  have  been 
better  had  the  hon.  Gentleman  waited  to 
hear  the  reply  of  the  Minister. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  In  answer  to  the 
question  on  the  Paper,  I  may  say  that 
full  inquiry  has  already  been  made  into 
this  case.  But  if  the  rev.  gentlemau 
cau  either  give  infonnation  himself,  or 
obtain  evidence  from  other  witnesses, 
which  will  throw  further  light  upon  the 
matter,  I  hope  that  be  will  be  good  enough 
to  put  himself  in  communication  with 
the  police,  who  will  give  the  most  careful 
attention  to  any  fresh  materials  which 
may  be  brought  before  them.  No  effort 
has  been  or  will  be  spared  to  detect  the 
guilty  persons  and  to  bring  them  to 
punishment ;  but  experience  shows  that 
the  offer  of  rewards  in  such  cases  does 
not  tend  to  promote  the  ends  of  justice. 

Mk.  MACDONA  :  May  I  forward  to 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  the  corre- 
spondence connected  with  the  case  ? 

Mb.  ASQUITH  :  Yes. 

THB  W&LSH  SVSPEN80BT  BILL— THE. 
PBOGBKSS  OF  QOYEBNMENT  SCSI 
NESS. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  if  he  can  inform  the  House 
how  many  parishes  geographically  within 
the  operation  of  the  Welsh  Suspensory 
Bill  are  exempted  from  its  Suspensory 
Clause  ;  and  if  he  can  state  what  is  the 
proportion  of  the  population  who  will  be 
thus  excluded  from  participation  in  the 
benefits  proposed  to  be  conferred  by  the 
BiU? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian)  :  I  have  no  o6Scial 
means  of  getting  at  the  knowledge  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  desires  to  obtain  ; 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  has  any  great 
anxiety  on  this  subject,  as  is  testified  by 
his  repeated  questions,  I  venture  to 
make  this  communication  to  him  and  to 
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others — thst  the  Govenunent  do  not,  in 
the  slightest  degree,  object  to  introduce 
an  Ameodment   into  the   Bill   at  the 
;     proper  stage,  which  would  allow  private 
adrowsona  to  be  brought  within  the 
i     scope  of  the  Bill  hj  cooBent  of  the 
I     penoQ  interested  in  the  advowson  ;  and 
I     I  can  also  promiBe  him,  as  to  one  parish 
with  which  I  am  intimately  connected, 
;     diat  that  consent  will  be  given. 

■  ViscoDNT  CRAKBOBNE  (Ro- 
chester) :  After  the  important  communi- 
catioB  jost   made   by  the  right  hon. 

Gentleman,  I  wish  to  ask  when  we  shall 
hare  an  opportunity  of  inserting  those 
AmeDdments  in  the  Bill  ? 

Mb.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  I 
d^ire  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasnry  whether   he  can  inform  the 

House  when  he  proposes  to  take  the 
Second  Reading   of   the   Local  Veto 
or  whether  that  measure  is  to  be 
topped  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am 
KTTj  the  answer  is  to  this  effect — that  I 
can  throw  no  light  whatever  upon  the 
stages  or  the  progress  of  the  Bill,  or  of 
UT  Bill,  until  we  have  made  effectual 
progress  with  the  Home  Rule  Bill. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Are  we  to  uuder- 
slatul  that  the  Local  Veto  Bill  is  really 

dropped  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  No 
more  than  all  the  other  Government 
Bills,  the  whole  of  which  are  practically 
^aspended,  and  with  respect  to  which  I 
iitTe  no  communication  to  make. 

Mb.  THEOBALD  :  That  means,  I 
presume,  that  they  are  all  dropped  ? 

Mb.  ALBAN  GIBBS  (London)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  it  is  intended  by  the  Welsh 
Snspensory  Bill,  in  the  case  of  a  benefice 
iii]nTate  patronage,  where  the  incum- 
beat  has  jure  officii  rights  of  patronage, 
to  aoBpend  the  vested  interests  of  any 
ueumbeut  nominated  by  the  clergyman, 
ud  to  reserve  the  vested  iuteresta  of  any 
I     iaenmbent  nominated  by  the  lay  patron  ? 

Mr.  W.  £.  GLADSTONE  was  under- 
I     *^  to  answer  in  the  affirmative,  adding 
&e  question  correctly  interpreted 
I     the  BiU  w  founed. 


THB  FINANCIAL  PROPOSALS  OF  THE 

HOHB  BULE  BILL. 
Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  whether  the  Government 
have  now  completed  their  inquiry  into 
the  Estimates  on  which  the  financial 
proposals  of  the  Bill  for  the  Goverunent 
of  Ireland  have  been  based,  especially 
with  regard  to  the  contribution  from  the 
Excise  to  the  Irish  Budget  ;  aud  whether 
he  can  now  fix  a  date  when  the  amended 
proposals  of  the  Government  in  regard  to 
the  financial  relations  between  the  two 
countries  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  The 
inquiry  to  which  my  right  hon.  Friend^s 
questioD  refers  has  been  rather  minute, 
but  it  is  now  completed,  and  the  Esti- 
mates will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  within 
the  present  week.  The  amended  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  in  regard  to 
finance  will  be  presented  immediately 
afterwards. 

IRISH  POLICE  BECOBDB. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether,  in  the  event  of  the  Government 
of  Ireland  Bill  becoming  law,  all  con- 
fidential Reports,  records,  and  other  docu- 
ments relating  to  the  commission  and 
detectioD  of  crime,  the  treatment  of 
prisoners,  and  generally  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Criminal  Law,  which  are 
now  among  the  records  in  Dublin  Castle, 
or  elsewhere  in  Ireland,  will  be  removed 
from  the  inspection  of  Irish  Ministers  and 
placed  in  safe  custody  within  the  limits 
of  Great  Britain  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  This 
question  does  not  in  terms  refer  to  a  dis- 
tinction which  I  hare  no  doubt  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  in  his  mind  between  that 
class  of  Papers  which  are  in  the  main 
confidential  and  the  class  of  Papers 
which  may  be  called  routine.  With 
respect  to  those  called  routine,  I  do 
not  suppose  he  would  wish  to  have 
them  removed ;  but  with  respect  to 
Papers  which  are  confidential,  or  in- 
cluded within  confidential  limits,  un- 
doubtedly I  think  it  would  be  right  that 
they  should  be  regarded  as  a  closed  door, 
aud  that  those  Papers  should  not  be  con- 
sidered as  part  of  the  material  officially 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Irish  Government. 
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INDIAN   crVIL   SEBVICB  EXAMI- 

NATIONS. 

Mr.  SEYMOUR  K£AY  (Elgin  and 
Nair^  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  what  steps  the  Govern- 
ment  intend  to  take  to  ca  ry  into  effect 
the  Resolution  of  the  House  as  to  the 
holding  of  simultaneous  Civil  Service 
examinations  in  India  and  Englaud  ? 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddington, 
S.)  :  With  the  permission  of  the  House, 
I  Tvish  to  put  a  question  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  which  I  wilt  confine  as  near 
as  I  can  to  the  strict  form  of  a  question. 
But  the  subject  is  of  such  great  interest 
that  p^haps  I  may  be  forgiven  if  I  stray 
for  a  moment.  I  vish  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether,  viewing 
the  circumstances  of  the  Debate  on 
Friday  night  on  the  question  of  the 
natives  of  India  passing  into  the  Cove- 
nanted Civil  Service  of  India  without 
going  through  the  examination  held  in 
this  country,  he  will,  on  certain  argu- 
ments bearing  on  the  question,  give  the 
House  of  Commons  another  opportunity 
of  re-coDsidering  the  subject  ?  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  will  find  that  the 
demand  I  make  is  one  of  extreme  modera- 
tion. Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware 
that  the  Representatives  of  the  India 
Office,  after  consultation  with  the 
Secretary  of  State,  are  opposed  to  the 
change  proposed  in  the  Resolution,  which 
was  submitted  to  a  very  thin  House  and 
carried  by  a  very  small  majority  ?  Is  he 
aware  that  the  subject  has  occupied  the 
most  attentive  and  profound  study  of  a 
succession  of  Secretaries  of  State  for 
India,  and  does  he  know  

Ms.  SEYMOUR  KEAY  :  I  rise  to 
Order.  I  wish  to  have  your  ruling,  Mr, 
Speaker,  as  to  whether  it  is  in  Order 
thus  to  question  a  Resolution  of  this 
House  ? 

•Mb.  SPEAKER  :  1  do  not  under- 
stand that  the  Resolution  is  in  terms 
questioned.  The  noble  Lord  asks  the 
Government  what  they  propose  to  do 
upon  a  Resolution  passed  the  other  night; 
whether  they  propose  to  act  upon  it,  or 
what  course  they  intend  to  adopt. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  I  rise  to  ask  whether 
the  House  did  pass  any  Resolution  on 
Friday  night  ?  The  Qnestion  was,  Mr. 
Speaker,  "  That  yon  leave  the  Chair." 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  words  were 
added.    The  hon.  Gentleman  in  chaise 


of  the  Resolution  moved  the  Closure.  I 
said  it  was  not  necessary  to  move  the 
Closure,  and  put  the  Question,  "That 
those  words  be  there  added."  Then, 
^ter  it  was  too  late  to  make  objection, 
an  hon.  Member  said,  "  I  object."  That 
was  i^ter  the  words  had  been  added.  I 
may  now  say  that  if  it  had  been  necessary 
I  should  have  accepted  the  Motion  for 
the  Closure  made  by  the  hon.  Geutleman 
in  charge  of  the  Resolution. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  As  to  the 
point  of  Order,  of  course,  Sir,  I  would 
not  think  of  disputing  your  ruling.  I 
had  nearly  completed  my  question  when 
I  was  interrupted.  I  will  still  keep 
within  the  form  of  a  question,  and,  under 
the  very  exceptional  circumstances,  when 
the  question  involves  the  defeat  of  the 
Government  on  a  matter  on  which  I  think 
the  general  body  of  the  House  would  be 
prepared  to  support  them,  I  will  ask 
whether  a  long  succession  of  Indian 
Secretaries,  belonging  to  both  Parties, 
have  ever  had  a  doub^—[  Cric*  of 
"  Order  !"] 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  am  afraid  the 
noble  Lord  is  giving  a  reason  why  the 
Government  should  take  a  particular 
course.  The  noble  Lord  may  ask  what 
course  the  Government  intend  to  adopt. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL :  I  will  say 
no  more  than  that  the  matter  is  far  more 
important  than  any  other  of  which  I 
know,  and  I  thought  it  necessary  to  give 
an  explanation.  The  Government  will 
understand  mv  motive. 

Mr.LABO'UCHERE  (Northampton): 
I  would  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  noble  Lord  did  not 
tniuk  it  worth  while  to  come  and  vote 
against  the  Resolution  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  may  say, 
with  respect  both  to  the  question  of  my 
hou.  Friend  the  Member  for  Elgin,  and 
to  that  of  the  noble  Lord,  I  entirely  agree 
with  the  motive  at  the  root  of  them — 
namely,  that  this  is  a  matter  of  very  deep 
importance  indeed,  and  as  to  which,  no 
doubt,  as  the  world  at  large  is  aware, 
there  has  been  a  great  deal  of  inquiry  and 
consideration  in  India.  The  time  has 
been  very  short.  Not  a  moment  has 
beeu  lost  in  giving  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject, both  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  and  by  the  Government ;  and  if 
my  hon.  Friend  will  postpone  his  ques- 
tion for  a  couple  of  days,  I  shall  be  able, 
I  think,  to  give  him  an  answer  as  to  the 
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ivevs  which  the  GoTeromeut  take  of  the 
present  situation.  That,  perhaps,  is  the 
best  answer  I  can  give  to  the  uoble  Lord 
opposite. 

TRADE  MARKS  IN  GERMANY. 
Mr-STUART-WORTLEY  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Uuder  Secretary  of  State  for 
ForeigQ  Affairs  whether  he  cau  give  auy 
forthw  infomaation  as  to  the  fate  of  the 
Gennan  Draft  Bill  for  the  Protectiou  of 
Trade  Marks,  and  the  repressing  of  false 
trade  descriptions,  of  which  a  Copy  was 

I      set  out  in  "Commercial,  No.  1,  1893" 

I      [C.  6854J  ? 

i      •The  under   SECRETARY  of 
j     STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(SirE.  GRET,Northumberland,  Berwick) ; 
!     The  GermoD  Trade  Marks  Bill  was  in- 

,     temipted  in  Committee  by  the  dissolution 
\      d  the  Reichstag.    It  is  expected  that 
the  measure  will  be  laid  before  the  uew 
Parliament  at  the  Arst  opportunity. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY 
EQUIPMENT. 
Mh.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant of  Ireland  if  the  men  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  are  compelled  to  pro* 
vide  themselves  with  valises,  haversacks, 
Md  leggings,  and  pay  for  them  out  of 
their  own  pockets  ;  if  men  are  compelled 
to  wear  leggings  in  hot  weather,  to  the 
injury  of  their  health,  on  detachment 
duty,  £c. ;   what  is  the  cost  of  these 
articles  on  each  man,  aud  was  it  left 
optional  to  the  officers  to  procure  the  new 
lUver  ornaments  ;  what  is  the  utility  of 
j     these  valises  ;  aud  will  he  see  that  the 
I     men  are  either  relieved  from  purchasing 
nlises  and  leg^ngs,  or  cause  them  to  be 
sopplied  like  the   rest  of  the  men's 
elothing? 

Mr.  j.  MORLEY  :  I  understand  the 
men  of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  are 
required  to  provide  themselves  with  the 
articles  mentioned  at  their  own  expense, 
the  prices  of  which  are — valise,  lie.; 
haversack,  28.  8d. ;  l^gings,  3s.  Id. 
i  Leggings  are  required  to  be  worn  on  all 
outdoor  duties  between  November  and 
March  inclusive,  also  on  detachment 
da^.  The  Inspector  General  has  no 
reason  to  think  that  the  wearing  of 
%Siiig8  M  stated  is  injurious  to  health  ; 
on  the  contnury,  he  imagines  their  use  in 

VOL.  Xin.     [fOUBTH  8EB1E3.] 


wet  weather  is  conducive  to  health  and 
comfort,  partictilarly  when  men  are  on 
detachment  duty.  The  new  silver  orna- 
ments for  officers  were  ordered  to  be  in- 
troduced after  a  majority  of  the  officers 
had  declared  in  favour  of  them.  The 
valise  is  apparently  indispensable  ou 
detachment  duty,  as  it  contains  a  change 
of  clothing,  shirt,  boots,  &;c.  The  In- 
spector General  cannot  recommend  that 
the  articles  referred  to  should  be  supplied 
at  the  public  expense. 

CHARITABLE  FUNDS  IN  DUBLIN. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  I^ord  Lieute- 
nant of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  certain  irregularities 
alleged  to  have  taken  place  on  the  part 
of  the  Trustees  in  connection  with  the 
expenditure  of  funds  bequeathed  for 
charitable  piu-poses  to  the  parishioners  of 
the  united  parishes  of  8t.  Nicholas, 
Without,  aud  St.  Luke,  Dublin  ;  whether 
the  Government  can  take  auy  action  in 
the  matter  ;  how  much  money  is  paid 
annually  to  those  Trustees  by  the  Com- 
missioners of  Charitable  Donations  and 
Bequests ;  and  if  properly  vouched 
accounts  of  the  expenditure  of  the 
amount  so  paid  are  furnished  to  the  Com* 
mlasioners  by  the  Trustees  ? 

Mr.  j.  MORLEY:  The .  Secretaries 
to  the  Commissioners  state  that,  so  far  as 
they  have  the  means  of  ascertaining, 
they  are  unable  to  find  that  the  irregu* 
larities  referred  to  have  taken  place.  It 
is  true  that  allegations  in  this  respect 
have  been  made  to  the  Commissioners 
from  time  to  time  by  a  person  formerly  in 
the  employment  of  the  rector  and  Vestry; 
but  when  called  upon  to  make  a  specific 
charge  to  enable  the  Commissioners  -to 
make  inquiry,  he  declined  to  do  so.  The 
amount  annually  remitted  by  the  Com- 
missioners for  the  benefit  of  these 
parishes  is  £54  Ss.  4d.  Accounts  have 
been  specially  rendered  of  such  funds  as 
are  usnally  accounted  for  the  Commis- 
sioners ;  but  it  is  not  their  practice,  I  am 
informed,  to  require  Trustees  to  support 
their  accounts  by  vouchers.  The  secre- 
taries have,  however,  examined  all  the 
books  of  the  united  parishes,  aud  are  satis- 
fied that  the  funds  in  the  hands  of  the 
Trustees  have  been  applied  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Trusts  affecting  them. 
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EQUALISATION  OF  LOXDON  RATES 
BILL. 

Me.  WHITMOKE  (Chelaea)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
meut  Board  whether,  with  a  view  to 
giving  to  the  Couutj  Council  aad  the 
Local  Authorities  of  London  full  oppor- 
tUDitiee  for  the  cooBideration  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  London  (Equalisation  of 
Bates)  Bill,  he  will  name  a  date  before 
Trhich  its  Second  Reading  will  not  be 
taken ;  and  whether  he  can  fix  au  ap- 
proximate date  for  its  Second  Beading  ? 

•Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLEB  :  This  question 
has  been  virtually  answered  by  the  Prime 
Minister.  Due  notice  will  be  given  of 
the  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill,  and  I 
have  every  reason  to  believe  that  the 
Local  Authorities  of  London  will  have 
ample  time  for  the  consideration  of  the 
pmv^Lons  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  WHITMOBE  :  When  is  it  the 
intention  to  take  the  Second  Reading  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  I  can  only 
repeat  that  ample  notice  will  be  given. 

UOAKDA. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  :  I  beg  to  ask 

the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
'AflFairs  whether  any  telegraphic  commu- 
nication has  been  received  from  Sir 
Gerald  Portal  in  regard  to  his  action  in 
Uganda  ;  if  so,  whether  he  will  commu- 
nicate it  to  the  Hoose ;  if  not,  whether 
he  will  telegraph  to  Her  Majesty's 
Representative  at  Zanzibar  to  inquire 
whether  any  Despatch  has  been  received 
by  him  from  Sir  Gerald  Portal,  and,  in 
the  event  of  such  a  Despatch  having  been 
received,  desire  him  to  telegraph  it  to  the 
Foreign  Office  ? 

*SiR  E.  GRET  :  A  telegram  has  been 
received  from  Zanzibar,  in  which  it  is 
stated  that  Sir  Gerald  Portal  requests 

sanction  for  the  temporary  appointment  of 
a  transport  ofiScer  on  the  road  to  Uganda 
beyond  the  Company^s  territories.  Mr. 
Rodd  further  states  that  he  hears  that 
the  Commissioner  was,  on  the  3 1st  of 
March,  on  the  point  of  proceeding  to 
Buddu  to  investigate  Catholic  grievances. 
Her  ]U!ajesty's  Government  do  not  think 
it  necessary  to  make  inquiry  by  telegraph 
as  to  the  further  contents  of  Despatches, 
which  are  on  their  way. 


THE  CATHOLICOS  KHRIMIAN. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  STEVENSON 
(Sufiblk,  Eye)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  he  is  able  to  state  the  result  of 
the  negotiations  relating  to  the  detention 
of  the  Cathoiicos  Khrimianat  Jerusalon  ? 

Sir  E.  GBE  Y  :  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  not  entered  into  any  negotia- 
tions on  the  subject,  and  they  have  no 
official  information  respecting  it. 

THE  ARMY  AKD  HOME  RULE. 
Me.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.E.)  :  I  beg  to 

ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  if 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  a  Petition  against  Home  Rule  is 
being  circulated  amongst  the  wives  of 
non-comraiasioned  officers  and  men  at  the 
Curragh  Camp  ;  that  it  has  been  initiated 
by  the  wife  of  the  Lieutenant  Colonel ; 
and  that  it  has  been  taken  round  for  the 
women's  signatures  by  the  Colonel's 
orderly  ;  and  whether  the  War  OflBce 
Authorities  have  any  knowledge  of  this 
proceeding,  and  is  it  in  accordance  with 
the  Regulations  of  the  Service  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  General  Officer  commanding  at  the 
Curragh  has  reported  as  follows  : — 

"A  Petition  against  the  Home  Bale  Bill  was 
circulated  among  the  wives  of  the  non-commiB- 
Bioned  officers  and  men  of  the  Royal  Engineers 
in  this  camp  ;  it  was  not  initiated  by  the  wife 
of  ths  Commanding  Royal  Engineer,  but  was  a 
portion  of  one  initiated  in  the  CoimtT  of  Kildare 
by  the  Duchess  of  Leinater.  The  soldiw  who 
voluntarily  took  the  Petition  round  was  not 
acting  as  Commanding  Royal  Engineer's  orderly, 
but  in  his  private  (Opacity  when  off  duty." 

So  much  for  the  facts.  If  I  am  asked 
for  my  opinion  on  the  general  question, 
I  would  say  that  any  agitation  or  propa- 
gation of  Party  or  political  views  on  one 
side  or  the  other  among  soldiers  in  camps 
or  barracks  is  to  be  strongly  deprecated, 
and  in  this  case  it  was  indiscreet  (to  say 
the  least  of  it)  to  allow  the  Commanding 
Office's  orderly,  even  in  his  leisure 
moments,  to  circulate  a  political  Petition. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  Will  the  circulation  of 
this  or  similar  Petitions  be  discounte- 
nanced by  the  War  Office  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I  hope,  after  this  expression  of  my 
opinion,  it  will  not  be  dope. 
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THK  STATE  OF  OlJlRB  ISLAND. 
PEBSOXAL  EXPLANATION. 

Mr.  JACKS0N'(Leed8,  N.)  :  I  desire, 
irith  the  indalfenee  of  the  House,  to  put 
a  question  to  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland.  Owing  to 
mj  attendance  in  a  Conunittee  upstairs 
on  Fridajr  I  was  not  in  my  place  at 
QuesUon  time,  and  it  uras  only  on  Satur- 
day, while  travelling  by  train,  that  I 
learued  that  a  reference  had  been  made 
to  me  by  the  Chief  Secretary  and  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Ix)uth,  which  took  me  by  surprise.  I  at 
once  wrote  to  the  Chief  Secretary,  and 
telegraphed  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
HembOT  for  Louth,  that  I  would  put  a 
qneetiou  to-day.  In  order  to  make  the 
matter  clear,  I  will  read  a  portion  of  the 
qoestion  to  which  I  refer.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Louth,  putting 
a  supplementary  question  to  one  put  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Down  in  reference 
to  some  outrages  at  Clare  Island,  made 
the  statement — 

"  That  the  evictions  which  were  to  have  been 
carried  oat  were  abandoned  under  the  presaure 
which  had  been  broaght  to  bear  by  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  whea  he  was  Chief  Secretary." 
To  which  the  Chief  Secretary  replied — 

"  I  believe  the  facts  mentioned  by  my  hon, 
and  learned  Friend  are  correct,  except  that  the 
action  referred  to  was  not  taken  by  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  bat  by  his  successor." 

Then  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Antrim 
asked— 

"  Does  the  light  hon.  Oentleman  say  that  any 
pressare  was  brought  to  bear  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  f " 

And  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
North  Louth  said — 

"  I  stated  that,  and  I  stick  to  it." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  stick  to  it, 
and  I  will  prove  it  to-day. 

Mr.  JACKSON :  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  will  allow  me  to  coniptete  my 
question  first.  The  hon,  and  learued 
Member  added— 

"  In  any  ease,  the  evictions  were  aban- 
doned." 

The  Chief  Secretary  then  said — 

'*  To  the  best  of  my  recollection  certain  le^l 
proceedings  were  withdrawn  in  consequence  of 
the  then  Chief  Secretary  becoming  aware  of 
the  desperate  and  deplorable  condition  of  some 
of  the  people  in  the  district." 

I  desire  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  if  he 
will  be  good  enough   to  inform  the 
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House,  upon  whom  I  brought  any  pres- 
sure, what  was  the  nature  of  that  pres- 
sure, and  wheu  was  it  brought  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  May  I  bo 
allowed  to  make  a  statement  before  the 
Chief  Secretary  replies?  [Crie#  oj 
"  Order  I  "J  I  am  entitled  to  be  heard, 
and  I  will  be  heard.  Twenty-two 
persons  were  served  with  eviction  notices 
in  Clare  Island.  The  Adjournment  of 
the  House  was  moved  with  reference 
thereto  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork.  Thereupon,  the 
private  secretary  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Leeds 
went  down  to  Clare  Island  and  the  evic- 
tions were  abandoned. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  In  answer  to 
the  right  hon.  Geutleman,  I  have  to  say 
this :  that  I  was  speaking  upon  the  spur 
of  the  momeut  on  Friday,  and  I  was  de- 
pendent upon  the  recoUeetion  of  the 
momeut.  My  recollection  was  very  much 
as  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  Iws  juat 
stated.  I  remember  the  Adjournment 
of  the  HouAe  being  moved  in  connection 
with  certain  evictious  then  in  progress  in 
Clare  Island,  and  I  remember  that  during 
the  Adjournment — I  think  the  Whiteuu- 
tido  Recess — these  evictions,  for  some 
reasou  or  other,  were  stayed.  It  was 
assumed,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's private  secretary  had  anything  to 
do  with  it  or  not,  that  there  was  some 
action  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  withdrawing  assistance  or  in 
some  other  way,  which  had  checked 
these  proceedings.  I  find,  whatevw 
measures  were  taken  by  the  Irish  Go- 
vwnment  were  not  of  the  nature  or 
extent  supposed,  and  if  any  false  im- 
pression has  been  conveyed  by  what  I 
said  I  regret  the  misrepresentation. 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  think  I  shaU 
convince  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
he  has  hardly  done  justice  in  his  answer 
to  the  question  I  put  to  him.  Let  me, 
first,  say  that  the  charge  made  against 
me — if  charge  it  may  be  called — was 
specific. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  It  was  a  com- 
pliment to  you. 

Mr.  JACKSON:  A  complimeut  ? 
Well,  I  do  not  wish  to  take  credit  I  do 
not  deserve.  The  statement  was  specific 
that  I  had  brought  pressure  to  bear,  and 
that,  in  consequence,  certain  legal  pro- 
ceedings had  been  withdrawn.  I  will 
tell  the  House,  and  I  think  thci  House 
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^11  believe,  that,  so  far  as  I  am  cou- 
-cerned,  there  is  not  a  word  of  truth 
from  begiDnrng  to  end  in  that  state- 
ment. Now  I  will  auBwer  the  hou.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Louth,  and 
I  hope  he  will  see  the  justice,  if  not  to 
me,  to  the  House,  of  withdrawing  a 
statement  aleolutelj  without  foundation. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  has  re- 
ferred to  a  visit  paid  to  Clare  Island  by 
mj  private  secretary.  I  will  toll  the 
House  what  happened  about  tiiat.  I  am 
not  sure  whether  it  was  at  £a8ter  or  at 
Whitsuntide — I  think  it  was  at  Easter — 
I  went  down  to  Galway,  in  connection 
with  some  work  of  the  Congested  Dis- 
tricts Board,  to  meet  Mr.  Green,  a 
member  of  that  Board,  and  we  went 
across  ou  a  Saturday  to  Arran  to  see 
what  had  been  done  there,  and  to  see 
how  the  arrangements  had  been  carried 
out  with  reference  to  the  matter  of  the 
fishing.  I  came  back  on  Saturday 
night,  and  slept  at  Galway,  and  I  occu- 
pied Sunday  in  looking  abont  the  place, 
and  making  one  or  two  visits.  I  came 
back  on  the  Monday  morning.  My 
private  secretary  was  anxious  to  see  what 
was  being  done  with  regard  to  certain 
curing  stations  in  connection  with  the 
District  Board  at  Inuisboffin,  and  he 
went  round  to  Mr.  Tuke,  Mrs.  Tuke,and 
Father  Davies  iti  a  steamer  wiiich  was 
hired  by  Mr.  Green.  Father  Davies 
desired  to  go  to  Clare  Island  to  see  the 
priest  there,  and  my  private  secretary 
went  on  to  Clare  Island  with  Father 
Davies,  in  order  to  insure  bis  getting 
back  in  time.  They  were  iu  Clare 
Island  20  minutes,  and  absolutely  no 
communication,  direct  or  indirect,  passed 
betweeu  me  or  my  private  secretary 
with  anybody  connected  with  the  evic- 
tions. 

PRIVILEGE. 

GOVERNMENT  OF  IRELAND  BILL. 
Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birmiug- 
ham,  W.) :  I  feel  it  my  duty,  Mr.  Speaker^ 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
what  I  believe  to  be  a  breach  of  Privilege 
in  connection  with  two  statements  that 
appear  in  The  Daily  News  of  to-day. 
The  first  of  these  statements  purports  to 
be  a  report  of  a  portion  of  the  Debate  in 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
on  Thursday  night  last,  and  I  call  atten- 

Mr,  Jackion 


tion  to  the  character  of  tlie  following 
report,  which  is  headed — 

"  English  G«ntlemen," 
"Scene:  the  Hoaec  of  CommoDa.   Time:  11 

&m.  The  Home  Rule  Bill  in  Committee  ;  Mt. 
ellor  in  the  Chair. 

"  Mr.  Gladstone :  As  a  pointed  appeal  has 
been  Dinde  to  mc  by  my  right  honooraole  PrlenA 
[favfffiter],  i«rhapB  I  may  be  allowed  to  say 
[lotia  crien  of  'No,  no']  that,  while  I  accept 
the  ininciple  of  the  Amendment,  I  am  not 
quite  satisfied  with  its  terms.  T'Oh,  oh.']  1 
said  before — but  my  voice  is  not  quite  so  strong 
as  it  used  to  be  Uoud  rheerg,  '  Speak  up,'  '  We 
can't  bear  yon,'  *  Frogresa,  progren '] — tlut  the 
Government  would  bring  up  a  new  clause  deal- 
ing with  the  subject.  [Limd  and  prolonged 
laugbtrr."}  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  why 
that  statement  8houl<l  excite  merriment.  ILtrnd 
rries  of,  '  Oh,  oh,'  *  Rigby,  Rigby,'  '  Progress, 
progress.']  1  do  not  share  the  Buspicions  of  the 
IriHh  jieonle  so  freely  expressed  by  Gentlemen 
op]K)site.  [Loud  lavghter  and  ironical  cheering.'] 
1  am  not  angry.  [Shoutu  of  'Oh,  oh.']  I  ant 
grieved  to  the  heart  [Xtwfi  and  prolonged 
c/u-fring]  that  such  a  declaration  should  be  bo 
received.  [Loud  and  repeated  ghovtt  of  '  Pro- 
gress, progress,'  '  Rigby,  Rigby.'] 

"  The  Chairman :  Onler,  order,  Ur.  Chamber- 
lain." 

I  will  first  say,  Sir,  what  is  imputed  to 
my  right  hou.  Friend,  that  it  does  repre- 
tuciit,  with  more  or  less  accuracy,  the 
language  he  used  about  11  o^clock  ou 
Thursday  night ;  but  the  justice  of  my 
complaint  with  regard  to  this  report  lies, 
of  course,  iu  the  interpolations  with 
which  it  is  alleged  the  spcfjch  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  was  received  by  the 
House.  It  is  reported,  in  what  professes 
to  be  a  verbatim  report,  that  there  were 
12  interruptions  of  a  most  ofiensive,  and 
in  some  cases  most  malignant  character. 
That  is  the  report  of  what  my  right 
hon.  Friend  said.  Then,  Sir,  I  am  made 
to  speak,  and  these  are  the  words  put 
into  my  mouth — 

"  Mr.  Chamberlain  :  '  I  am  sure  my  right 
hon.  Friend  mistook  the  meaning  of  the  BOttods 
to  which  he  alluded.  They  were,  I  am  con- 
vinced, intended  to  express  the  general  esteem 
and  reganl  In  which  be  i»  held  by  all  sectioDS 
of  the  House.'  (Great  laughter,  in  which  Ur. 
Chamberlain,  as  he  resumed  his  seat,  heartily 
joined)." 

Of  course,  the  House  may  think  that  this 

report  la  iuteoded  to  be  a  burlesque,  but, 
if  so,  it  is  a  very  dangerous  burlesque, 
for  it  is  calculated  very  much  to  increase 
the  bitterness  which  necessarily  arises  in 
connection  with  such  a  Debate  as  that 
upon  the  Home  Rule  Bill.  It  imputes 
to  the  Opposition  and  to  me  a  deliberate 
attempt  to  insult  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
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an  offence  of  which  neither  mj  hon. 
fVienda  nor  myself  have  ever  been 
guilty.  [Mr.  Gladstone  nodded 
assent.]  What  happened  on  Thursday 
oigbt  was  this.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
agreed  to  accept  a  portion  of  an  Ameod- 
meat  which  had  been  moved,  and  he 
proposed  in  some  way  or  other  to  restrain 
the  powers  of  the  Iridi  Legislature  to 
create  a  central  police  force  ;  but  iu  doing 
so  he  said  he  did  not  share  the  suspicions 
apon  which  the  claims  for  the  Amend- 
ment were  based,  and  he  thought  those 
suspicions  were  unfair  to  the  Irish  people 
and  their  Representatives.  Thereupon 
there  was  slight  laughter  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  and  that  laughter,  as  I 
hare  some  reason  to  believe,  was  merely 
aa  expression  of  an  objection  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  statement  that  the  proposal 
to  impose  another  safeguard  in  a  Bill 
which  is  full  of  safeguards  could  be  iu 
anj  way  a  slight  upon  the  Irish  people. 
So  I  understood  the  interruption,  such  as 
it  was,  and  accordingly  when  I  got  up  I 
said  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  that  I  was 
sorry  that  he  should  be  pained  by  what 
he  heard,  and  I  pointed  out  that  the 
interruption  was  due  to  the  opinion 
that  there  was  no  more  slight  to  ^e  Irish 
people  in  requiring  this  particular  safe- 
gnaxd  than  iu  putting  in  all  other  safe- 
guards in  the  BilL  I  have  put  before 
the  House  exactly  what  occurred.  Al- 
ready to-day  I  have  seen  two  or  three 
people  who,  I  think  very  naturally,  not 
having  been  present  in  the  House,  al- 
though Members  of  the  House,  assumed 
this  to  be  an  accurate  report  of  what 
occurred.  There  is  not  a  word  to  show 
that  it  is  otherwise  than  an  accurate 
account,  aud  if  throughout  the  country 
the  idea  gains  ground  that  there  is  this 
extreme  and  malignant  feeling  between 
the  two  sides  of  the  House,  it  will  be  a 
public  mischief  and  a  public  scandal.  I 
have  never  before  called  attention  to  a 
matter  of  Privilege.  I  do  so  now  because 
I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  policy  of 
the  particular  journal  to  which  I  have 
referred,  whose  chief  proprietor  is  a 
Member  of  this  House,  and  one  of  whose 
chief  writers  is  also  a  Member  of  this 
House  ;  and  because  I  think  it  is  time  to 
protest  against  such  conduct,  as  not  only 
prejudicial  to  the  Members  attacked,  but 
also  injurious  to  the  honour  and  dignity 
of  this  House.  I  shall  ask  the  Cl«rk  at 
Che  Table  to  read  this  extract,  but  before 


I  do  so  I  have  another  to  which  I  wish 
to  draw  attention.  The  practice  of  this 
journal  is  to  give  false  accounts  of 
speeches  made  iu  this  House  by  Members 
of  the  Party  it  opposes,  aud  then  it  pro- 
ceeds to  comment  on  those  false  reports. 
I  never  have  objected  to  newspaper  com- 
ments, and  I  am  not  likely  to  begin  to  do 
BO  now  ;  but  J  do  object  when  those  com- 
ments are  based  on  false  statements  of 
fact.  The  language  in  the  leading 
article  in  The  Daily  Kewt  of  to-day  is 
to  the  following  effect : — 

"  He  lives  to  carry  out  a  great  policy,  and  he 
will  Dot  Kpare  hiouelf  in  the  taw.  Deliberate 
and  organiaetl  Attempts  to  interrupt  him,  to 
embarrass  him,  and  to  shoat  him  down  oug:ht 
to  be  sharply  and  sternly  punished.  If  Irish 
Nationalists  behaved  as  some  of  the  Tories 
behaved  on  Thursday  night,  they  would  have 
been  promptly  named  and  aospended." 

I  respectfully  submit  to  the  House  that 
both  these  statements  are  breaches  of  the 
Privilege  of  the  House.  As  regards  the 
reporting  of  our  Debates,  nothing  is 
clearer  than  that,  although  the  general 
idea  that  any  report  of  our  Debates  is  a 
breach  of  Privilege  has  long  fallen  into 
desuetude,  anything  like  a  deliberate  mis- 
representation of  our  Debates  is  still  a 
breach  of  Privilege.  As  regards  the 
second  passage,  that  is  a  deliberate 
attack  on  the  impartiality  of  the  Chair, 
because  it  is  alleged  that  the  Chairman 
would  have  named  and  suspended  the 
Irish  Members  for  precisely  similar  inter- 
ruptions to  those  which  occurred  on 
Thursday  night,  and  were  not  noticed  by 
the  Chairman. 

The  said  newspaper  was  hauded  in, 
and  the  passages  complained  of  were  read, 
as  followeth  : — 

"English  Gentlemen. 

" '  At  least  our' associates  are  Eoglish  gentle- 
men."— Right  hon.  J.  Chamberlain,  M.P. 

"  Scene ;  The  House  of  Commons.  Time  :  11 
n.m.  The  Home  Bole  Bill  in  Committee;  Hr. 
Mellor  in  the  Chair. 

"  Mr.  Gladstone ;  Aa  a  pointed  appeal  has 
been  made  to  me  by  my  right  honourable 
Friend — (laughter) — perhaps  I  may  be  allowed 
to  say— (loud  cries  of  '  No,  no') — that  while  I 
accept  the  principle  of  the  amendment,  I  am 
not  quite  satisfied  with  its  terms.  (*  Oh,  oh.') 
I  said  before — but  my  voice  is  not  quite  so 
strong  as  it  usetl  to  be — (loud  cheers,  *  Speak 
up,' '  Wecan'thear  you,' '  Progress,  pn^reaa') — 
that  the  Government  would  bring  up  a  new 
clause  dealing  with  the  subject.  (Loud  and 
prolonged  laughter.)  I  am  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand why  this  statement  should  excite  merri- 
ment. (Loud  cries  of  ■  Oh,  oh,' '  Bighy,  Rigby,' 
'  Progress,  progress.')  I  do/^L.  E^aif^the 
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■Qsidcions  of  the  Irish  people  so  freely  expressed 

by  gentlemen  opposite  QoaA  laughter  and 
ironicBl  cheering),  I  am  not  angry  (shouts  of 
*  Oh,  oh').  I  am  grieved  to  the  heart— (loud  and 
molonged  cheering)— that  such  a  declaration 
ihoald  be  so  received.  (Loud  and  repeated 
■hootB  of  *  Progwaa,  piMrcss,'  *  Rigby,  Bigby.') 
"  The  Chairman  :  Order,  order.  Sir.  Cham- 
berlain, 

"  Mr.  Chamberlain  :  I  am  sure  my  right 
hononrable  Friend  mistook  the  meaning  of  the 
Bonnds  to  which  he  alluded.  They  were,  I  am 
ooQTinced,  intended  to  express  the  general 
ttteem  and  rward  in  which  he  is  held  by  all  sec- 
fenu  of  the  House.  (Great  laughter,  in  which 
Mr.  Uhamberlain,  as  he  resumed  his  seat, 
lieartUy  joined.) 

"  Nothing  is  more  difficult  than  to  conTince 
If  r,  Gladstone  that  he  ought  to  bustwod  his 
atrength.  He  lives  to  carry  oat  a  great  policy, 
Wid  he  will  not  spare  himself  in  tiie  task. 
Deliberate  and  organised  attempts  to  interrupt 
him,  to  embarrass  him,  and  to  shout  him  down 
ought  to  be  sharply  and  sternly  punished.  If 
Msh  Nationalists  behaved  as  some  of  the  Tories 
braved  on  Thursday  night,  they  would  have 
been  promptly  named  and  suspended." 

Mr,  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
rise  to  a  point  of  Order.  I  think  I  heard 
the  Clerk  read  out  aomething  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  com- 
plain —namely,  that  at  least  bis  associates 
were  English  gentlemen. 
•Mb.  speaker  :  Does  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  move  that  these  passages  con- 
stitute a  breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this 
House  ? 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  move. 
Sir. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  passages  in  The  Daily  News 
complained  of  constitute  a  breach  of 
the  Privileges  of  this  House." — {Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain.) 

•The  CHAIRMAN  of  COM- 
MITTEES' (Mr.  Mellor,  York,  W.R,, 
Sowerby)  :  As  I  was  in  the  Chair 
at  the  time  referred  to  in  the  article,  I 
think  I  ought  not  to  allow  this  matter  to 
pass  by  without  saying  a  few  words  with 
regard  to  what  occurred  on  Thiu^ay 
nigbt.  One  of  tbe  statements  in  the 
article  is  that  had  Irish  Nationalists  be- 
haved as  some  of  the  Tories  did  on  that 
night  they  would  have  been  named  for 
suspension,  and  that,  I  suppose,  has 
reference  to  myself.  [CnW  o/""  No  !  "] 
I  sincerely  hope  that  it  has  not ;  but, 
taking  the  statement  in  conjunction 
with  the  other  paragraph  that  was  read, 
I  carae  to  the  conclusion  that  some  per- 
sons might  think  that  the  reference  was 

Mr,  J,  Ch'tmbcrlain 


to  myself.   Let  me  call  attentioD  to 

the  position  on  that  night.  There  was 
undoubtedly  a  slight  noise  such  as  baa 
been  described  ;  but  I  may  at  once  tell  tho 
House  that  I  am  not  able  to  recognise 
in  the  paragraphs  in  The  Daily  Nete$ 
that  I  have  seen  to-day  the  state  of 
things  I  heard  then.  But  I  may  state, 
further,  that  this  happeued  on  Thurs- 
day, and  it  is  not  until  Monday  this 
paragraph  appmrs.  My  impression  was 
that  this  was  not  intended  to  be  a 
serious  account  of  what  took  place  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  I  noticed 
that  when  the  Prime  Minister  was 
speaking  on  Thursday  night  there  was 
either  a  slight  laugh  or  slight  noise.  But 
I  wish  to  call  attention  to  this — that 
when  I  am  sitting  in  the  Chair  it  is  very 
difficult  for  me  to  take  notice  of  any- 
tbiug  that  occurrs  behind  me,  and,  un- 
questionably, what  I  heard  on  that  occa- 
sion was  behind  me.  I  have,  I  hope, 
always  done  my  best  to  maintain  tbe 
honour  and  dignity  of  this  House.  I  am 
as  anxious  as  anybody  can  possibly  be 
that  no  disorder,  no  heat,  and  no  ill-feel- 
ing shall  arise  ;  but  it  is  impossible  for 
me  to  take  notice  of  any  disorder  caused 
by  an  individual  when  I  do  not  know 
who  he  is  and  cannot  see  him.  There- 
fore it  is  that  I  occasionally  pass  over 
matters  which,  under  other  circumstances, 
I  might  take  notice  of.  I  believe  that 
the  House  will  agree  with  me  that  I  have 
always  endeavoured  to  make  no  di»- 
tinction  between  Members  of  one  Party 
and  Members  of  another ;  and,  whilst  I 
am  in  the  Chair,  I  shall  always  try  to 
carry  out  the  very  difficult  and  very 
responsible  duties  which  the  House  haiB 
imposed  upon  me  in  that  spirit. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  :  I  am  sure  no  Member  of  the 
House,  or  any  Party  in  tbe  House,  de- 
sires to  cast  the  smallest  reflection  on  the 
impartiality  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chairman  of  Committees.  We  aU 
recognise  the  pains  with  whi<di  he  dis- 
charges his  duties,  and  his  desire  to  be 
perfectly  impartial  to  every  section  of 
the  House.  I  was  glad,  however,  to 
hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  confess 
that  tbe  position  ho  occupies  in  the  Chair 
does  not  always  enable  him  either  to 
recognise  the  persons  who  interrupt,  or 
the  entire  character  of  the  interruptions  ; 
and  I  therefore  feel  bound  to  say  that  I 
am  entirely  at  issue  with  him  as  to  the 
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ehaneter  of  the  interrapUooB.  I  believe 
I  skali  be  borne  out  by  a  laige  number  of 
hiHL  Members  ot  this  House  when  I  saj 
our  itrong  impression  was  tlut  on  that 
night  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  was  oot  onlj 
•vmrj  much,  but  very  grossly  and  rudely 
intorrupted.  [Oiej  of  "Oh  I"  and 
"  No  I "]  [Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  signi- 
fied disseut.!  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
mao  himself  I  know»  rose  immediately 
■ftw  these  interruptions,  and  put  upon 
than  a  different,  and,  I  think,  a  very 
eharitable  interpretation,  because  he  said 
he  was  not  angry,  but  that  he  was 
giieTed  to  the  heart  at  these  interrup- 
tions— [Crtc#  of  "No  I"] — interpretiug 
them  as  meaning  a  reflection,  not  on 
himself  personally,  or  a  desire  to  in- 
terrupt him  rudely,  but  as  a  reflection  on 
the  Irish  people.  But  I  am  a  little 
surprised  at  the  action  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham. I  hold  that  the  charge  made 
in  The  Daily  News — a  charge,  iu  my 
opinion,  fully  made  out  by  the  facts  of 
the  case— [Crie*  of  "Oh  I  "J— I  hold 
that  the  charge  in  The  Daily  X^em  is  a 
serious  aod  a  grave  chaise.  It  is  that  of 
gross  and  rude  ill-treatmeDt  of  a  leading 
Member  of  this  House,  who  is  entitled  to 
the  respect  of  every  boo.  Member  of  the 
House.  But  I  remember,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  on  previous  occasions  attention  has 
been  called  to  comments  by  newspapers  on 
Members  of  this  House,  charging  tbem, 
not  with  this  sufficiently  grave  offence  of 
bad  manners,  but  with  complicity  inforgery 
and  with  murder,  and  yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Memlwr  for  West  Bir- 
mingham joined  in  all  the  speeches  that 
were  made  that  the  Press  should  be 
perfectly  entitled  to  make  these  charges 
without  aoy  interference  on  the  part  of 
this  House.  I  must  say  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  tenderness  as  to  himself 
contrasts  very  seriously,  indeed,  with 
the  manner  in  which  he  viewed  attacks 
on  the  late  Mr.  Faruell.  I  am  not  sur- 
prised, however,  that  the  right  hon. 
Geutteman  should  make  his  Motion  to- 
day. The  ingenuity  of  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  in  finding  means  of  post- 
poning—[Criei  of  »  Oh  I  "]— all  the 
business  of  the  country  is  excessive— 
[Crtcj  of  "  Oh  "  and  "  Order  I  and, 
therefore,  I  was  not  sarprised  that  he  was 
able  to  seize  on  the  conmients  of  The 
Daily  Newt  as  a  means  of  occupying 


some  of  the  time  of  the  House  to-day. 
[Crie#  of  "  Question  I  "]  What  is  his 
charge  ?  His  charge  is  that  The  Daily 
Newt  misrepresents  the  attitude  of  him- 
self and  bon.  Gentlemen  above  the  Gang- 
way who  act  with  him  with  regard  to 
the  Prime  Minister.  Well,  I  can  tell 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tiiat  a  feeling 
is  growing  in  this  House,  and  it  is  grow- 
ing still  stronger  in  the  country,  that  the 
object  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  to 
waste  the  energies — \_Criet  of  "Ques- 
tion I  — the  energies  of  the  House — 
\^Renewed  criet  of  "  Question  I "] 
*Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  interrupt 
the  faoB.  Gentleman.  The  question 
before  the  House  is  ooe  of  Privilege, 
and  the  discussion  must  be  strictly 
confined  to  whether  the  words  read  at 
the  Table  do  constitute  a  breach  of 
Privilege.  The  hon.  Gentleman  will, 
therefore,  confine  himself  striotly  to  the 
event  of  that  Thursday  night  on  which 
the  comments  in  the  paper  now  before 
the  House  were  made. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  :  I  will,  of 
course,  Sir,  as  I  hope  I  always  do,  en- 
deavour most  scrupulously  to  respect 
your  ruUug  and  your  suggestion.  I  will 
not  pursue  that  line  of  argument  further 
than  to  say  my  reason  for  alluding  to  it 
was— [CWmo/"  Order  1"]— that  I  be- 
lieve the  comments  of  The  Daily  Newt 
on  the  actioQof  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tbat  night,  and  on  those  who  act  with 
him,  were  ratber  beneath  his  deserts  than 
above  tbem.  I  believe  The  Daily  News 
was  justified  in  its  comments,  because 
undoubtedly  on  that  night  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  coofederates  above 
the  Gangway  were  endeavouring  to 
interfere  and  postpone  and  delay  dis- 
cussion on  the  Bill— [Cn'ejo/"Order!"] 
— and  that  one  of -their  meaus  of  doiug 
so  was  by  what  I  may  call  baitiug  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  I  have  no 
rigbt  to  make  auy  suggestion  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment— it  would  be  presumptuous  on 
my  part  to  do  so — ["  Cries  of  Order  !  "] 
■I  am  sure  if  hon.  Gentlemen  who  hear 
me  are  not  able  to  measure  their  own 
littleness  compared  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  am — ^bnt  I  would  strongly 
implore  the  Prime  Minister  not  to  give 
eocouragement  to  the  system  which  has 
now  been  organised— r-[Cn'cs  of  "Ques- 
tion !  "] — of  which  the  proceedings  of 
Thursday  night — [^Renewed    cries  of 
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"  Question  ! "] — ^were  only  a  little  txore 
flagrant  specimen  than  than  on  other 
occasiontt.    For  these  reasons,  I  beg  to 

move  as  an  Ameudmeut — • 

"  That  this  House  declines  to  t&ke  notice  of 
the  extracts  reiul  from  T/i^  Daily  Xewt,  ami 
passes  to  the  Orders  of  the  Day." 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfol'r  (Manchester, 
E.)  and  Mr.  Huntek  (Aberdeen,  N.)  rose 
together. 

*Mr.  speaker  (addressing  Mr. 
Hunter)  :  Does  the  hon.  Gentleman  rise 
to  second  the  Amendment  ? 

*Mr.  hunter  said,  he  begged  to 
second  the  Amendment.  It  had  been 
said  by  Sidney  Smith  that  it  required 
a  surgical  operation  to  put  a  joke  into 
the  head  of  a  Scotchman.  That  raised 
a  serious  question  to  his  mind — as  to 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Mera1>er  for  West  Birmingham  was  a 
Scotchman — because  no  man  could  read 
the  passage  in  The  Daily  Alews — deliber- 
ately and  purposely  exaggerated — with- 
out being  reminded  of  those  contributions 
which  appeared  every  week  in  the  pages 
of  Ptineh  under  the  name  of  "Toby 
M.P."  which  contained  similar  exaggera- 
tions. [Cries  of  "  No  !  "]  He  could 
scarcely  believe  it  possible  that  any 
Englishman  could  read  the  passage  and 
suppose  it  to  be  an  absolutely  historical 
record  of  the  proceedings  of  the  House. 
For  one  thing  it  did  not  appear  in  that 
part  of  the  paper  which  gave  the  report 
of  the  proceedings.  He  was  gind  to  dis- 
cover that  after  all  they  who  camo  from 
Scotland  were  capable  of  seeing  humour 
where  their  friends  from  the  South  were 
not. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '■  That,"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*' this  House  declines  to  take  notice  of  the  ex- 
tracts read  from  Tfif  Dnihj  Xewx,  and  passes  to 
the  Oiders  of  the  Day."— (.Vr.  T.  P.  O'Connor.') 

Question  proposed,  "That  tlie  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  If  I  bear 
a  part  in  the  drama  which  has  been 
bronght  before  us,  it  is,  I  can  assure  the 
HoQse,  an  involuntary  part ;  and  it 
causes  whatever  embarrassmeut  I  feel 
in  intervening  in  this  Debate  which  I  am 
aware  pertains  to  the  position  that  for  the 
moment  I  have  the  honour  to  hold  in 
this  House.  But  I  must  say  this,  aud 
Mr,  T.  P,  O'Connor  ' 


my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mouber  for 
West  Birmingham  will  not  misunderstand 
me,  engaged,  as  we  are,  in  a  very  grave 
national   and   Imperial   controversy,  I 
regret  the  importation  into  our  proceed- 
ings of  anything  collateral,  anything  not 
essentially  and  necessarily  involved  in 
their  character,  anything  which  can  pos- 
sibly evoke  or  cau  possibly  make  aa 
addition  to  the  passions,  to  the  feelings 
of  warmth  which  I  am  well  aware  are 
inseparable  from  the  main  issue.  But, 
above  all,  I  am  anxious  that  in  the  midat 
of  this  controversy  this  House  should  not 
go  out  of  its  way  to  do  any  act  which  is 
petty  or  small.    We  ought  to  be — and  I 
am  sensible  that  the  matters  with  which, 
we  are  engaged  are  great  matters,  and 
we  ought,  I  think,  to  conform  in  all 
respects  to  that  conception  of  them.  For 
my  own  part,  I  confess  I  have  not  read 
the  words  which  have  been  quoted  to  us 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend.  Undoubtedly 
if  I  had  read  them  in  the  usual  course  of 
one's  examination  of  the  newspapers,  I 
should  have  supposed  that  they  were  not 
intended  seriously  as  a  report  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  this  House,  and,  moreover,  I 
should  have  supposed — I  may  be  right 
or  I  may  be  wrong — that  no  one  could  have 
mistaken  them  for  a  serious  report.  And, 
shall  I  confess  it  ? — it  is  my  impression 
now  at  the  present  moment.  But  my  duty, 
undoubtedly,  is  not  limited  to  the  delivery 
of  that  opinion.      I  think  it  is  right  I 
should   refer   to  what  took   place  on. 
Thursday  night,  and  with  respect  to 
those  matters  I  can  give  an  account 
which,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  is  per- 
fectly clear,  and  which  I  hope  may 
tend  to  allay  any  feelings  of  offence  or 
dissatisfaction  that  are  anywhere  enter- 
tained.   In  the  first  place,  Sir,  it  is,  per- 
haps,  hardly  right   I  should  give  au 
opinion  upon  any  comments  made  in  a 
public  journal  upon  the  conduct  of  the 
Chairman  of  Committees.      Yet  I  am 
prompted  to  say  under  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  and  closely  associated  as  I 
was  with  those  circumstances — I  am 
tempted  to  say  that  I  am  convinced  that 
no  writer  intending  to  be  seriously  under- 
stood and  founding  himself  upon  such  a 
report  of  the  circurastauces  as  that  could 
have  found  the  slightest  ground  of  im- 
putation upon  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees on  that  occasion.     But  it  is  per- 
fectly true  aud  quite  within  my  recol- 
lection, as  stated  by  htm,  lhat  the  inter* 
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rnptioD  which  occnired  cune  from  be- 
hind the  Chftirman,  and  I  cannot  coa- 
ceive  how,  if  he  had  had  the  e^^es  of  a 
Ijox,  it  would  have  been  iu  his  power 
to  notice  the  interruption.  Now  I  refer 
to  the  interposition  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Birmingham  on 
that  occasiou.  It  would  have  been 
extremely  wrong  if  I  had  misunderstood 
the  character  of  that  interposition.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  and  I  now-a-days,  uu- 
fortimately,  are  frcnn  time  to  time  very 
sharply  divided.  But  I  could  not  for  a 
moment  fail  to  see  that  the  motive  of  his 
interposition,  so  far  as  I  was  concerned, 
was  a  kind  motive.  Then,  Sir,  I  am 
obliged  to  refer  in  the  same  way,  and 
take  this  opportunity  of  making  acknow- 
ledgment to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  who  has 
more  than  once  testified  his  desire  that, 
so  far  as  he  exercises  influence  in  the 
Hoos^  that  influence  should  be  used  to 
secure  for  me — as  I  have  no  doubt  he 
would  wish  it  to  be  secured  for  any  other 
pwaon  occupying  my  position — a  fair, 
and  more  than  a  fair  hearing.  Now  1 
i:ome  to  a  tender  ground,  and  that  is  in 
relation  to  the  intermptiou  that  un- 
doubtedly did  occur.  I  think  the 
memory  of  hon.  Gentlemen  will  bear  me 
out  in  saying  that,  as  I  have  said,  I  know 
nodiiug  of  these  persistent  and  continued 
interruptions.  I  may  be  wrong,  but  I 
believe  that  is,  in  the  imagination  of  the 
writer,  made  use  of  Ust  the  public  pur- 
pose he  has  in  view.  But,  Sir,  ioter- 
mption  did  undoubtedly  occur  at  a  par- 
ticular portion  of  my  speech.  I  noticed 
that  interruption,  but  permit  me  to  say 
I  did  not  notice  it  at  all  as 
an  interruption.  I  did  not  notice 
it  as  intended  to  be  oflensive,  but 
as  expressive  of  a  sentiment,  and  with 
r^rd  to  that  sentiment,  whether  rightly 
or  wrongly,  I  say  again  I  condemned  it, 
and  cannot  bnt  repeat  that  the  expression 
of  that  sentiment  grieved  me  to  the  heart 
But  it  was  a  totally  different  matter,  and 
never  crossed  my  mind  that  I  myself  had 
received  the  smallest  form  of  insult. 
There  are  some  things — 'there  are  many 
disadvantages  of  old  age — but  there  are 
some  things,  at  all  events,  it  ought  to 
learn,  and  I  think  no  periton  who  has  had 
a  small  fraction  of  my  experience  in  this 
House  can  fail  to  feel  that  large  allow- 
ances are  to  be  made  in  these  controversies 
for  sentiments  and  emotions  that  cannot 
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be  suppressed.  I  am  here  recognising  it 
as  an  absolute  duty  to  give  the  very  same 
credit  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — 
although  I  believe  them  to  be  involved 
iu  the  most  deplorable,  in  the  most  grievous 
error  that  has  ever  taken  possession  of  a 
political  Party.  But  as  respects  motives, 
as  respects  character,  as  respects  honour, 
as  respects  integrity — I  am  bound  and 
obliged  to  give  to  them  the  same  credit 
that  I  ask  for  my  hon.  Friends  and  my- 
self. Not  only  so,  but  as  I  know  that 
my  hon.  Friends,  and  as  I  know  that  I 
myself,  feel  strong  emotions  in  these 
Debates — emotions  which  I  frankly  own 
I  have  great  difficulty  in  repressing,  but 
which  I  deem  it  my  first  duty  if  I  can  to 
govern  and  restrain — so  I  must  make 
the  same  allowance  for  bou.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  and  however  much  T  may  lament 
and  grieve  the  sentiments  which  I  some- 
times think  I  may  detect  iu  the  move- 
ments that  mark  our  Debates  from  that 
as  from  every  other  portion  of  the  House, 
yet  it  would  be  monstrous,  I  think,  to 
attempt  to  make  these  mattera  of  serious 
and,above  all,  of  retrospective  complaint* 
But  on  the  occasion  to  which  I  refer,  I 
had,  personally,  no  ground  whatever,  in 
my  opinlou,  for  any  complaint  at  all. 
The  expression  of  my  true  and  deep 
sorrow  was  because  I  thought  the  senti- 
ment expressed  by  the  interruption  was 
a  sentiment  which  was  unjust,  and  I 
ought,  perhaps,  to  say  I  thought  the 
sentiment  cruel  to  the  people  of  Ireland, 
and  to  the  Representatives  of  the  people 
of  Ireland.  That  is  the  true  statement 
of  the  case,  and  the  one  conclusion  I 
arrive  at  with  clearness  on  this  subject 
is  that'll  would  not  beseem  the  dignity  of 
this  House,  and  it  would  not  answer  any 
good  or  useful  purpose,  were  we  to 
enter  further  into  this  discussion.  The 
Amendment  moved  by  my  hon.  Friend 
opposite  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  is  an 
Amendment  to  displace  the  Motion  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Burmingfaam;  but  I  confess  I  should 
rejoice  under  the  circumstances  if,  by  the 
consent'of  all  Parties,  both  the  Amend- 
ment and  the  Motion  were  withrawn. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  was  to  be  expected 
from  what  we  know  of  liis  character,  has 
done  everything  to  allay  any  passions 
that  might  have  been  aroused  by  the 
somewhat  unfortunate  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  moved  the^^mendmeut. 
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If  I  had  followed  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man  

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  :  I  wish  to 
Bay  I  distinctly  except  that  right'  hon. 
Gentleman  from  any  discourtesy  to  the 
Prime  Minister. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Had  I 
followed  the  hon.  Gentleman  I  might 
have  been  tempted  to  comment  somewhat 
severely  upon  the  language  he  used.  But 
I  am  unwilling  now,  as  the  House  has 
perhaps  wiped  that  speech  from  its 
memory,  to  go  back  upon  it,  and  will  say 
nothing  more  upon  the  subject  hut  to  note 
with  satis&kction  that  every  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  spoken — the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham, the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen 
(Mr.  Hunter),  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister — have  all  agreed, 
as  against  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Scotland  Division  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor), 
that  the  account  of  what  occurred,  as 
given  in  The  Daily  Newa^  and  read  by 
the  Clerk  at  the  Table,  are  judged 
merely  by  intrinsic  evidence  to  be 
regarded  as  a  burlesque,  I  do  not  know 
that  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  say  much 
more  on  the  subject  except  this.  There 
has  been,  undoubtedly,  an  attempt  in 
some  quarters,  of  which  the  extract  read 
is  a  specimen,  to  endeavour  to  make  out 
that  in  the  undoubtedly  embittered  con- 
troversy in  which  we  are  engaged,  there 
is  an  attempt  among  gentlemen  who 
agree  with  me  to  personiilly  embarrass 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  is  in 
charge  of  the  Home  Rule  Bill.  Well, 
Sir,  it  is  not  possible  but  that  an 
accusation  of  that  kind  should  be  re- 
nirded  by  us  as  deeply  injurious. 
This  House  has,  I  believe,  never 
allowed  personal  considerations  to  enter 
into  its  Debates.  However  vehement 
Party  hostility  may  be,  personal  gene- 
rosity has  never  been  absent  from 
among  us;  and  I  believe  at  the  present 
.moment  there  is  not  a  siugle  individual 
in  this  House,  be  his  opinions  what  they 
may,  or  be  the  part  he  takes  in  our  De- 
bates what  it  may,  who  is  not  perfectly 
certain  of  fair  and  honourable  treatment 
at  the  hands  of  those  who  most  widely 
differ  from  him.  If  that  be  tnie  of  all 
hon.  Members,  how  much  more  is  it 
likely  to  be  true  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister,  who,  however 
much  we  may  differ,  and  however  much 

Mr.  A.  J,  Balfour 


we  do  differ,  has  behind  him  50  years  of 
a  great  Parliamentary  career,  and  whom 
we  all  recognise  as  one  of  the  greatest 
Parliunentary  figures  who  have  iUua- 
trated  and  adorned  this  House  since 
Parliamentary  history  began.  I  thought 
I  was  bound  to  make  this  brief  state- 
ment, because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
being  from  the  very  nature  of  the  case 
in  the  very  forefront  of  this  great  battle, 
naturally  is,  as  everyone  must  admit  by 
his  position — I  will  not  say  interrupted — 
if  it  is  80  I  regret  it — 'but  subject  to 
exclamations  which  have  arisen  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  indicating  dissent 
from  or  assent  to  his  views  from  various 
sections  of  this  House.  That  is  the  fate 
of  every  man  who  takes  part  in  Parlia- 
mentary controversy.  I  know  I  am 
speaking  the  sentiments  of  every  man 
who  sits  behind  me  when  I  say  that,  so 
far  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  con- 
cerned, we  desire  not  only  to  give  him 
fair  play,  but  more  than  fair  play,  if  I 
may  use  such  an  expression.  Never 
should  the  weapon  of  unintelligent  inter- 
ruption he  used.  It  is  a  weapon  whi<^ 
should  never  he  used  against  any  man, 
and  least  of  all  against  a  gentleman  in 
the  position  of  Prime  Minister. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  think 
if  the  Amendment  is  withdrawn,  after 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
should  ask  the  House  to  allow  me  to 
withdraw  my  Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY, 

GOVEESMBNT  OF  IRELAND  BILL. 
(No.  209.) 

[committee.    {^PTogress,  2nd  June^ 

[thibteenth  night.] 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Legislative  Authority. 

Clause  3  (Exceptions  from  powers  of 
Irish  Legislature). 

•Admieal  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) moved  to  amend  the  clause  by 
inserting  at  the  end  of  Hue  1,  page  2,  the 

words — 
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"  The  andcQt  jnrisdit^on,  ^wen,  and  datia* 
which  do  belong  or  appertain  to  the  office  of 
Loid  High  Admiral  of  the  United  Kingdom  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  as  '  Custoa  Maris '  or 
goanlianB  of  creeks,  hartonrs,  and  ooails  of  the 
sea,  and  npon  frtsh  waters,  ports,  navigable 
riTer^  or  creeks  whatsoeTer,  or  aiqr  places 
coverwi  with  water  within  '  flux  and  reflux'  of 
tiie  sea  at  full  tide,  at  also  wrecks  of  the  sea, 
diTers  droits,  lights,  duties,  privileges,  which 
bave  been  by  eqiress  words,  or  otherwise,  here- 
tttfore  granted  to  Uie  Lord  High  Admiral." 

He  said  that  many  of  the  Amendments 
that  had  been  made  from  that  side  of  the 
House  had  been  characterised  as  hostile 
Ameadmenta,  and  based  only  upon 
nispicion  of  hon.  Members  from  Ireland. 
Let  him,  therefore,  say  at  the  outset  that 
his  Amendment  was  in  no  sense  a  hostile 
Amendment,  but  that  it  was  conceived  in 
the  best  interests  of  Ireland  and  in  the 
bwt  interests  of  the  Service.  He  observed 
in  the  provisioos  of  the  Bill  that  no 
aecount  had  been  taken  of  the  point 
which  bis  Amendment  raised.  This  led 
him  to  refer  to  the  remarks  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister  in  answer  to  himself  that 
tiierewas**a  naval  view  to  this  Bill;" 
and  he  (Admiral  Field)  regretted  that  the 
Bill  was  not  referred  to  the  Board  of 
Admiralty,  that  they  might  make  some 
observations  upon  it,  because  the  Amend- 
ment was  entficient  proof  of  the  fact 
that  the  view  he  Lad  bad  to  embody  in  it 
luwl  been  entirely  ignored  and  lost  sight  of 
["  No,  no  !  "]  The  Fu^t  Lord  of  the 
Adnuralty,  who  was  in  the  Cabinet  and 
Tho  ought  to  be  the  first  man  to  guard 
die  tntereBts  of  the  Bowrd  of  Admiralty, 
liad  failed  entirely  to  realise  his  responsi- 
bility in  this  matter.  But  where  was 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  and 
where  was  the  Civii  Lord  ?  Where  had 
they  been  to  thus  neglect  their  duty  in  this 
Blatter  ?  Their  duty  was  to  watch  over 
the  rights  of  the  Lord  High  Admiral, 
ind  if  other  gentlemen  failed  in  the 
perfonnance  of  their  duty  the  Secretary 
or  the  CiVil  Lord  ought  to  do  theirs. 
The  Counsel  to  the  Admiralty  ought  to 
be  dismissed  from  his  post  for  failing  to 
bring  the  attention  of  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty and  the  Government  to  the  great 
omission  in  this  Bill.  The  reason  of  the 
omission  by  the  Government  could  be 
partly  accounted  for  by  the  fact  that 
tliey  had  no  naral  officer  on  the  Govern- 
ment side  of  the  House  to  inspire  them 
OQ  this  point.  Therefore,  as  a  modest, 
hamble  sailor,  he  (Admiral  Field)  would 
do  his  best  to  show  the  hon.  Member 
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for  Dundee  (Mr.  E.  Bobertson)  and 
bis  colleague  that  they  had  failed  in  their 
duty  by  not  having  considered  and  dealt 
with  this  matter.  A  word  or  two  he 
must  say  about  these  ancient  powers  of 
the  Board  of  Admiralty.  The  powers  of 
the  Admiralty  were  very  much  more  ex- 
tensive than  simply  governing  the  Navy, 
and  they  went  back  for  centuries.  Powers 
were  bestowed  on  the  Admiralty  by 
special  Act  of  Parliament  in  1690,  and 
in  1692  a  Besolution  was  passed  by  that 
House  calling  upon  the  Government  of 
the  day  to  advise  the  Crown  to  delegate 
these  powers.  Now,  he  should  like  to 
say  a  word  or  two  about  what  the 
powers  were.  Sir  James  Graham,  in  his 
evidence  before  a  Select  Committee  of 
the  House  upon  the  duties  of  the  Board 
of  Admiralty,  spoke  very  forcibly  and 
specifically  on  the  subject.  He  was 
asked  questions  about  thepatent,and  about 
many  points  in  it  being  obsolete. 
He  said  the  patent  in  direct  terms  gave 
very  little  to  the  Board,  and  simply 
delegated  by  reference  powers  of  the 
Lord  High  Admiral.  With  regard  to  these 
powers  he  added — 

"  But  lai^e  and  powerful  as  they  are,  the 
patent  did  not  contain  anything  like  all  the 
powers  now  exercised  by  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty, or  all  the  powers  heretofore  ex- 
ercised by  the  Lonl  High  Admiral." 

Then  Sir  James  Graham  was  asked 
whether  he  tliought  it  would  be  wise  to 
amend  the  Patent  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  he  replied — 

"  Certainly  not,  lest  any  of  the  poweis  should 
be  lost  by  any  change  in  the  patent." 

He  (Admiral  Field)  would  not  weary  the 
Committee  with  too  many  quotations, 
but  he  must  give  one  more  from  Sir 
James  Graham's  evidence.    Asked — 

'■Supposing  it  were  advantageous  to  the 
Public  Service  thattheBoanlBhouldberelieved 
of  its  duties  in  the  Harbour  Department  that 
is  tosay,  control  over  the  barboop  waters  in  this 
country,  and  whether  these  powers  could  not  be 
transferred  to  anotlier  Department  I " 

He  said — 

"  If  asked  whether  it  is  possible  for  an  Act  of 
Parliament  to  do  it,  1  should  answer  'most  cer- 
rainly;'  but  if  asked  whether  it  is  expedient  by 
Act  of  Parliament  to  do  it,  I  should  say, 
'  Certainly  not." 

At  a  later  stage  of  the  Committee's  pro- 
ceedings he  said — 

"  Before  my  evidence  is  closed,  the  Committee 
will  permit  me  to  state,  with  regard  to  the 
powers  of  the  Commissioners  of  the  Admiralty, 
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I  fintl  as  amongst  the  most  important  and  meet 
ancient,  that  of  the  Custos  Maris,  powers  with 
reference  to  harbours  and  creeks — and  in  mj 
Parliamentary  experience  it  has  always  been 
inslBted  upon  that  one  of  the  first  duties  of  the 
Board  tit  the  Admiralty  was  to  be  guardians  of 
creeks  and  harbourB,  and  with  this  view  adititiooal 
facilities  have  been  addeil  by  the  sanction  of 
i^Iiament." 

Now,  the  Committee  must  understand 
that  these  powera  wereuot  limited  to  the 
United  Kingdom.  The  pateuts  them- 
selves were  long,  but  he  would  read  a 
fihort  extract  from  the  last  patent  granted 
at  a  time  when  the  Duke  of  Somerset 
was  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  This 
patent  pointed  out  that  the  Lord  High 
Admiral  had  powers  in 

"the  United  Kingdom,  and  the  dominions, 
islands,  and  territories  thereunto  belonging." 

And  all  colonies  were  Included  until  they 
got  self-government.  He  wished  to  show 
that  his  Amendment  was  a  necessary 
Amendment,  and  it  was  in  the  best  interests 
of  the  Irish  people  that  he  ventured  to 
move  it.  Supposing  that  an  Irish  Parlia- 
ment were  to  be  created  by  Statute,  thej 
would  have  no  machinery  to  deal  with 
these  important  questions  of  jurisdiction 
over  the  foreshore  between  high  and  low 
water  marks  and  kindred  matters.  They 
would  have  to  create  machinery  for  the 
purpose  ;  and  his  point  was  that,  as  they 
were  about  to  except  naval  and  military 
matters  from  the  control  of  the  proposed 
Irish  Parliament,  they  should  exclude 
also  the  powers  and  duties  of  the  Lord 
High  Admiral  and  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  So  far  as  he 
could  understand,  naval  opinion  was  at 
the  present  time  much  exercised  as  to 
what  rights  we  should  have  in  Queens- 
town  Harbour  if  the  Bill  passed  without 
some  such  clause  as  he  now  proposed.  If 
the  Bill  passed  in  its  present  form,  they 
would  have  no  power  to  make  laws  affecting 
the  harbours  and  ports  of  Ireland.  His  con- 
tention was  that  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
ought  to  have  the  same  jurisdictiou  over 
the  harbours  in  Ireland  as  they  had  over 
any  in  England  or  Scotland.  Supposing 
a  man  was  holder  of  a  large  piece  of 
land,  and  a  creek  or  arm  of  the  sea  ran 
up  into  his  property.  The  Admiralty 
Gommissionera  would  have  jurisdiction 
over  land  covered  with  water  within 
what  was  called  in  ancient  phraseology 
"flux  and  reflux," and  no  holder  of  laud 
would  be  able,  without  their  sanction,  to 
erect  a  pier  or  landing  stage.  These 
Admiral  Field 


powers  should  be  left  to  the  Board  of 
Admiralty.  Even  in  the  interest  of  the 
Irish  people  themselves,  they  ought  to 
maintain  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Lord 
High  Admiral,  and  allow  him  to  exercise 
his  duties  in  Ireland.  Jurisdiction  over 
creeks  of  the  sea  were  very  important, 
and  he  pressed  this  Amendment  upon  the 
Government,  feeling  that  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  these  powers  should 
be  excluded  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Irish  Government.  If  they  tried  to 
exercise  them,  they  would  do  themselves 
injury  through  lack  of  knowledge  of  the 
wide  extent  of  the  powers  now  exercised 
by  the  Board.  With  regard  to  Ireland 
itself,  the  Navy  had  nothing  but  the 
kindest  possible  feeling  towards  the 
Irish  people.  They  had  seen  much  of 
their  harbours,  and  they  were  always 
very  happy  when  they  were  there.  He 
ventured  to  say,  therefore,  to  the  Irish 
Members  that  they  would  do  wisely 
to  speak  in  support  of  his  Amend- 
ment  proposed  in  their  own  interest. 
They  would  be  perfectly  ignorant 
of  the  way  of  dealing  with  these  vexed 
questions.  Some  few  years  ago  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  brought  forward  a 
Bill  to  remove  a  monument  in  which 
everybody  in  tfie  Navy  of  England  was 
deeply  interested.  \_A  cry  :  "  Not  the 
Irish  Members."]  That  was  his  last 
point,  and  he  regretted  that  he  did  not 
include  this  in  the  Amendment.  He 
should  have  liked  to  have  done  so.  He 
hoped  this  Home  Rule  Bill  wonid  never 
pass,  but  if  it  did  it  would  give  them  a 
great  deal  of  trouble,  and  they  would 
have  to  spend  a  lot  more  of  their  time  in 
the  Irish  harbours.  But  if  the  Irish 
Members  got  this  Bill  passed  they 
should  remember  they  ought  not  to 
exercise  the  power  of  pulling  down 
the  Nelson  Monument  in  SackviUe 
Street,  Dublin. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  1,  after  the  lost  "  or,"  to  insert 
the  words — "  The  ancient  jurisdiction,  powers, 
and  duties  whidi  do  belong  or  appertain  to  the 
office  of  Lord  High  Admiral  of  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  as 
'  Gustos  Maria '  or  guardians  of  creeks,  harbours, 
and  coasts  of  the  sea,  and  upon  fresh  waters, 
ports,  navigable  rivers,  or  creeks  wfaatsoerer, 
or  any  places  covered  with  water  within  '  Qux 
and  reflux '  of  the  sea  at  full  tide,  as  also  wrecks 
of  the  sea,  divers  droits,  rights,  duties,  privi* 
leges,  which  have  been  by  express  wonu,  or 
otherwise,  heretofore  granted  to  the  Ix)rd  High 
Admiral ;  or."— (^Admiral  Eitid.')  , 
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Question  propoBed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  There  will 
not  be  the  slightest  int«rfereuce  with  the 
rights  of  the  Admiralty  under  this  Bill, 
l^e  historical  disquisition  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  has  given  us  of  the  office 

Lord  High  Admiral  is  Tery  interesting 
DO  doubt;  but  there  is  nothing  in  the 
BOl  which  will  tend  to  trench  on  the 
powers  of  that  office.  Clearly  the  right 
of  the  Admiralty  belonged  to  the  Crown, 
and  will  be  dealt  with  accontiDgly, 
either  under  this  clause  or  under  Clause  5. 
The  office  of  Lord  High  Admiral  will,  of 
course,  continue  to  be  exercised  as  now. 
It  is  a  jurisdiction  which  is  not  a  purely 
Irish  local  matter,  and  there  is  not  the 
nnallest  intention  to  interfere  with  that 
authority  ;  neither  is  there  anything  in 
the  Bill  which  will  do  so.  If  the  Irish 
Legislature  were  to  attempt  to  interfere 
with  that  jurisdiction  they  would  be 
acting  ultra  virtt.  I  hope  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  will  uot  press  the 
AtDcndment. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  (Middlesex, 
EaUog)  :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
not  answered  the  particular  point  raised 
bj  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  that  in 
years  gone  by  the  Admiralty  had  certain 
jurisdiction  over  tidal  waters  and  over 
the  foreshore,  which  it  exercised  ou 
behalf  of  the  Crown.  These  powers 
were  transferred  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  the  question  which  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  desires  to  raise  is  as  to 
whether  the  Irish  Legislature  will  have 
power  to  deal  with  the  jurisdiction 
which  has  been  so  transferred.  It  is  desir- 
able that  there  should  be  uniformity  in 
these  matters  in  all  parts  of  the  Kingdom. 
The  point  raised  is  an  important  one,  and 
it  is  one  upon  which  the  Solicitor 
General  may,  perhaps,  be  able  to  express 
an  opinion.  This  is  the  only  section  of  the 
Bill  which  deals  in  any  way  with 
limitations  imposed  on  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment in  regard  to  civil  and  military 
matters  ;  therefore,  I  think  it  is  desirable 
to  take  measures  to  provide  that  the 
)iirisdicti<m  of  the  Admiralty  shall  be 
properly  exercised. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  There  is 
really  no  legal  question  involved  in  this 
matter.  It  is  a  question  of  prerogative, 
and,  whether  exercised  by  the  Admiralty 
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or  not,  it  is  a  mere 'matter  of  administra- 
tion. The  jurisdiction  is  in  the  Crown, 
and  will  be  dealt  with  by  the  Crown. 
The  power  transferred  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  was  one  formerly  exercised  by  the 
Department  of  Woods  and  Forests. 
Something  like  an  insurrection  taking 
place  in  consequence  of  the  manner  iu 
which  it  WM  exercised  led  to  its  transfer- 
ence to  the  Board  of  Trade.  But  it  is 
now  purely  a  matter  of  administration. 

Admiral  FIELD  said,  that  the 
matter  was  not  entirely  one  of  the 
prerogative  of  the  Crown,  seeing  that 
powers  formerly  exercised  by  the  Crown 
had  been  delegated  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
as  explained  by  Sir  James  Graham,  who 
would  Dot,therefore,alter  the  patent.  He 
felt  bound  to  divide  the  Committee  on  hin 
Amendment, 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  260  ; 
Noes  297. — (Division  List,  No.  U2.) 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  next  Amend- 
ment standing  on  the  I'aper  in  the  name 
of  the  hon  Member  for  East  Somerset 
(Mr.  H.  Hobhouse)  :  —  In  Clause  3, 
page  2,  line  2,  after  "treaties,"  insert 
"  diplomatic,  consular  ** — is  out  of  Order, 

•Mr.  H.  HOBHOUSE  said,  he  wished 
to  move  the  omissionof  the  Sub-section  4, 
in  order  to  call  attention  to  the  language 
in  which  it  was  drawn.  He  did  not 
think  there  could  be  a  more  important 
subject  for  that  Committee  to  coosider 
than  the  relations  of  the  future  Legisla- 
ture of  Ireland  with  foreign  countries, 
and  he  might  remind  the  Committee  that 
though  this  clause  purported  only  to 
deal  with  legislation,  yet  they  had 
already  been  told  that  it  included  all 
Appropriation  Acts  that  would  be  passed 
with  a  view  to  supplying  money  for 
Executive  purposes.  He  would  urge  the 
Governmeut,  not  from  any  hostile  view, 
to  make  the  future  compact  between  the 
two  nations  a  clear  and  decisive  com- 
pact from  the  first,  and  let  there  be  some 
specific  meutiou  iu  this  sub-section  that 
the  future  State  of  Ireland  was  debarred 
from  sending  any  Representatives  abroad 
to  Foreign  Courts,  or  from  appointing 
any  separate  Consuls.  He  asked  that 
this  should  be  done  for  two  rwsons. 
In  the  first  place,  he  thought,  in  spite  of 
the  view  hitherto  expreraed  by  the 
Government,  that   doUud^  was'  more 
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likely  in  the  future  than  that  an  Irish 
GoTernment  should  wish  to  have  Repre- 
seDtatives  both  at  the  Court  of  Rome 
and  in  the  United  States.    They  knew 
that  the  relations  of  any  future  Irish 
Government  with  the  liead  of  the  Catholic 
religion  would  be  of  a  very  important 
and  delicate  nature  ;  and  he  could  not 
conceive  that  that  Roman  Catholic  State, 
as  it  would  in  fact  be,  would  be  content 
to  have  no  accredited  Representative  to 
convey  the  views  of  the  Government 
to  the  head  of  that  religion  to  which  the 
great  majority  of  that  Island  belonged. 
That  Govranment  might  well  use  the 
argument  which  had  already  been  used 
by  their  Representatives  on  other  oc- 
casions in  that  House,  that  they  had 
been  put   in  a   position   which  made 
them  responsible  for  the  peace,  order,  and 
good  government  of  Ireland  ;  that  part 
of  the  machinery  for  securing  the  order 
and  good  government  of  Ireland  was  that 
great  hierarchy  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
priesthood,  which  they  had  seen  used 
with  great  effect  on  certain  recent  occa- 
sions ;  and  if  they  had  no  means  of 
dealing  with  the  recognised  head  of  that 
great  hierarchy,  they  were  not  in  a  fair 
position  for  securing  the  peace  and  good 
'government  of  Ireland.    Let  them  re- 
member that  this  country  had  no  Repre- 
lentative  at  the  Papal  Court — It  was  not 
likely  to  have,  and  therefore  it  would  be 
impossible  for  a  future  Irish  Govern- 
ment to  carry  on  any  communications  of 
this  kind  through  the  Representatives  of 
the  Imperial  Government,  and  they  would 
naturally  desu^  to  have  what  every  other 
Catholic  'State  in  Europe  had — namely, 
a  mouthpiece  of  their  wisbes  with  the 
head  of  the  Catholic  religion.  Take, 
again,  the  case  of  the  Uuited  States  of 
America.    Every  week  and  mouth  thou- 
sands of  Irishmen  crossed  the  Atlantic, 
and  millions  of  Irishmen  in  the  closest 
relations  with  certain  Irish  classes  at 
home  were  living  under  the  shadow  of 
the  United  States  Government.    It  was 
extremely  likely  that  future  questions 
might  arise  which  would  make  it  most 
desirable  for  the  Irish  Government  to 
wish  for  a  Representative  of  their  own, 
at  any  rate  a  Consul,  resident  at  New 
York.   Secondly,  let  him  remind  the  Com- 
mittee that  at  this  very  moment  in  a 
country  in  Europe  which  was  held  up  to 
them  a  few  years  ago  as  one  of  the  most 
successful  instances  of  Home  Rule — 
Mr,  H,  Hnkhmue 


Sweden  and  Norway — ^this  very  question 
of  separate  Consulates  had  assumed  a 
most  acnte  phase,  and  threatened  to 
bring  about  something  like  separation 
between  the  two  countries  which  had 
been  hitherto  united.  Surely  the  future 
State  of  Ireland  would  have  just  as  good 
a  claim  for  separate  Consulates  in  certain 
countries,  where  she  had  separate  iuteresta, 
as  Norway  had  against  the  government 
of  Sweden.  Therefore,  it  was  most 
desirable  from  the  first  to  say  in  this 
Bill,  clearly  and  specifically,  that  the 
appointment  of  any  RepresentatiTe  of 
Her  Majesty  abroad  should  be  denied  to 
tlie  new  Government  of  Ireland.  This 
would  prevent  any  misunderstanding 
arising  hereafter,  and  the  Government 
should  not  rest  content  with  the  vague 
words — "  treaties  and  other  relations." 
At  the  present  moment  certain  of  their 
Colonies  practically  made  treaties  with 
European  States  on  their  own  account ; 
but  these  Colonies  had  never  yet  raised  a 
claim  to  separate  diplomatic  or  Consular 
representation.  He  contended,  there- 
fore, that  the  two  things  wer0  different, 
and  both  ought  to  be  specifically  men<; 
tioned  in  this  clause  ;  and  he  suggested 
to  the  Government,  in  perfect  good  faith, 
not  with  a  view  to  destroy  the  clause, 
but  with  a  view  to  future  good  under- 
standing and  harmony,  that  they  should 
insert  some  specific  words  such  as  he  had 
suggested. 

Amendmeut  proposed  to  omit  Sub- 
section 4. — {Mr.  H.  Jlobhouxe.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words, 
'  treaties  and  other  relations  with  Foreign 
States,'  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

•The  CHANCELLOR  of  the 
DUCHY  OF  LANCASTER  (Mr. 
Bbtcb,  Aberdeen,  S.) :  This  Amend- 
ment, Mr.  Mellor,  can  surely  hardly  be 
intended  seriously,  because  its  effect  would 
be  to  leave  out  the  most  important  part 
of  the  clause. 

•Mb.  H.  HOBHOUSE  said,  he  had 
moved  the  omission  of  the  words  formallj, 
in  order  to  discuss  the  point  he  had  just 
raised. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  Question  you  put, 
Mr.  Mellor,  was  that  these  words  which 
it  is  proposed  to  omit — "treaties  and 
other  relations  with  Foreign  States"-— 
should  stand  part  of  the  clause. 
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Mb.  T.  31.  HEALY  asked  whether  an 
liOQ.  Monber  who  moved  an  Amendment 
which  he  did  not  wish  to  see  carried  was 
not  trifling  with  the  Committee  ? 

The  chairman  :  The  omiBsion  is 
to  omit  Sub-Section  4  which  is  in  Order. 
The  Question  I  hare  to  put  is  that  these 
words,  treaties  and  other  relations  with 
Foreign  States,"  stand  part  of  the  clause, 
io  Older  to  prevent  Uie  next  Amend- 
ment being  shut  out. 

Mr.  H.  UOBHOUSE  :  Is  it  not  the 
eoDstaut  practice  in  this  House,  when 
eeftain  words  have  to  be  drawn  attention 
to  in  debate,  to  move  the  omisaion  of 
certain  words  formally,  in  order  to  draw 
attention  to  them  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  In  order  to 
evade  the  Chairman's  ruling.  Sir,  he 
stated  he  wuuld  move  the  omissioa  of  the 
sab-section. 
•Mb.  BRYCE  :  I  submit  to  you.  Sir, 
that  the  Motion  before  the  House  is  that 
these  words  be  omitted  ;  and  as  I  do  not 
suppose  the  hon.  Member  intends  to 
divide  against  the  words,  I  presume  his 
object  has  been  already  attained  by  the 
remarks  he  has  made,  and  that  he  will 
vithdraw  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  H.  HOBHOUSE  remarked  that 
he  expected  an  answer  from  the  Govern- 
ment. He  had  drawn  attention,  he 
believed,  in  a  perfectly  reasonable  way 
to  the  wording  of  this  sub-section. 
Surety,  the  Government  could  not  con- 
tend that  these  words  wore  of  no 
importance,  and  that  it  did  not  matter 
how  they  stood.  He  submitted  that,  at 
any  rate,  he  was  entitled  to  a  brief 
answer. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said,  it 
did  seom  to  him  that  the  sub-section 
was  worded  obscurely,  and  he  was 
desirous  to  see  the  provision  put  in  an 
intelligible  form.  The  phrase  "  the 
relations  between  different  parts  of  Her 
Majesty^s  Dominions"  was  a  most  obscure 
form  of  words.  Did  it  mean  that  the 
Irish  Government  was  to  be  at  liberty  to 
deal  directly  with  any  one  portion  of  Her 
Majesty's  Dominions,  but  was  not  to 
interfere  in  a  matter  relating  to  two  por- 
tions of  those  Dominions  ?  What  he 
understood  to  be  intended  was  that  this 
Legislature,  which  was  only  to  deal  with 
purely  Irish  concerns,  should  not  enter 
into  any  relations  whatever  with  any 
other  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions. 
If  that  was  the  intention,  then  it  seemed 


to  him  to  be  very  obsonrely  and  imper- 
fectly carried  out  by  the  cwuse.  If  this 
obscurity  were  not  removed,  and  the  Bill 
became  an  Act,  it  would  be  a  cause  of 
difficulty  hereafter  io  the  relations 
between  this  country  and  Ireland. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  Goverument  have 
uo  wish  to  refuse  to  give  any  reasonable 
explanation  on  any  question  which  may 
arise,  and  our  only  wish  is  that  the  clause 
should  be  as  plain  as  possible.  We  con- 
sidered that,  in  this  sub-section,  we  had 
entirely  deluuTed  the  Irish  Legislature 
from  dealing  in  any  way  with  any  ques- 
tion which  might  arise,  as  between  the 
United  Kingdom  and  any  Foreign  State 
whatever,  or  between  Ireland  and  any 
Foreign  State  whatever.  The  Irish 
Legislature  is  altogether  excluded  from 
any  such  dealing,  and  we  conceive 
that  the  addition  of  any  other 
words  would  be  more  likely  to 
weaken  than  to  strengthen  the  clause. 
As  regards  the  obser^'ations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston,  what  is  intended  is, 
as  there  is  to  be  no  power  of  legislation 
as  regards  the  relations  between  Ireland 
or  the  United  Kingdom  in  regard  to  any 
Foreign  State,  neither  should  there  be 
power  to  legislate  with  regard  to  the  re- 
lations between  any  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Dominions  with  any  other  part. 
We  have  endeavoiu-ed  to  exclude  all 
Colonial  matters  and  all  Colonial  rela- 
tions as  completely  as  foreign  relations, 
and  I  think  the  Committee  will  see  that 
the  words  we  have  chosen  are  sufficiently 
effective  for  their  purpose. 

Mb.  JAMES  LOWTHEB  (Kent, 
Thanet)  observed,  that  this  was  not  so 
much  a  question  of  the  action  of  the 
Irish  Legislature  as  of  the  possible  action 
of  the  Irish  Executive.  Was  there  any- 
thing in  the  Bill  to  prevent  the  Irish 
Executive  from  having  Envoys.  When 
this  question  of  Envoys  was  discussed, 
the  Prime  Minister  intimated  that  no 
diplomatic  Representative  could  be  paid 
according  to  the  financial  scheme,  and 
that,  consequently,  there  need  be  no  fear 
of  Envoys  going  out  for  nothing.  At 
any  rate.  Civil  Service  money  was  not 
delmrred  from  that  Bill,  and  any  Mission 
could  be  provided  for  out  of  such  money. 
As  regarded  Consular  appointments,  for 
the  most  part  Consuls  were  practically 
unpaid,  and  what  was  there  in  the  Bill 
to  prevent  the  Irish  Executive  from  ac- 
creting Consular  Representetives  at  any 
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orts  they  thought  fit  P  An  Act  of  that 
ind,  he  took  it,  Toald  not  be  outside  the 
scope  of  the  Bill.  In  the  case  of  Norway 
and  Sweden  veiy  grave  Constitntional 
differences  had  arisen  in  respect  of  this 
very  action  ;  and  he  believed  at  the 
present  moment  very  considerable  agita- 
tion was  going  on  in  those  countries  with 
regard  to  the  claim  pnt  forward  by  one 
section  of  the  United  Monarchy  to  have 
separate  Cousnlar  Representatives  abroad. 
He  should  like  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
to  tell  them  plainly  how  that  question 
was  dealt  with  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  desired  to  know 
if  it  was  in  Order,  on  a  clause  relating  to 
the  making  of  laws,  todiscnss  Executive 
action  as  to  the  appointment  of  Consuls  ? 

The  chairman  thought  it  would 
not,  on  thifl  clause,  be  in  Order  to  discuss 
such  a  topic. 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER  said,  what 
he  wished  specially  to  know  was,  what 
limitation  there  was  upon  the  Legisla- 
ture which  would  control  the  Execu- 
tive? 

•The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  RiGBT,  Forfar)  observed,  that  the 
only  question  raised  by  the  clause  was 
the  power  of  making  laws,  and  it  was 
provided  that  the  Irish  Legislature 
should  not  have  power  to  make  laws 
with  regard  to  relations  with  Foreign 
States.  Consular  appointments  were 
subject  to  Treaties  and  Statutes,  and  it 
was  only  when  a  person  was  brought 
within  the  terms  of  those  Treaties  and 
Statutes  that  he  could  claim  the  status 
of  a  British  Consul  with  reference  to 
them.  There  was  absolutely  nothing  in 
the  sub-section  to  entitle  the'  Irish 
Executive  or  Parliament  to  confer  such 
powers  or  enable  any  of  their  agents  to 
exercise  functions  as  Diplomatic  Agents 
or  Consuls. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  the 
Solicitor  General  had  stated  that  this 
sub-section  prohibited  all  legislation  with 
regard  to  relations  with  Foreign  States. 
If  that  was  what  was  meant,  why  did 
the  sub-section  not  say  so  ?  It  said 
"treaties  and  other  relations  with 
Foreign  States."  Why  were  Treaties 
specially  brought  in  ?  The  real  reading 
of  the  clause  was  that  it  did  not  refer  to 
all  fOTeign  relations,  but  only  to  relations 
ejusdem  generit  with  Treaties.  If  it 
was  really  intended  that  this  sub-section 
should  apply  to  all  relations,  why  had 
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the  words  "treaties  and  other"  been 
inserted  ? 

Mr.  R.  6.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras, 
E.)  said,  the  latter  part  of  die  clause  did 
not  seem  to  him  to  be  at  all  elear.  They 
understood  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  Ireland  would  not  he  allowed 
by  this  Bill  to  make  Commercial  Treaties 
with  any  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Domi- 
nions. Would  it  permit  Ireland  to  have 
the  power  to  make  emigration  arrange- 
ments with  the  Colonies  ? 

Mb.  BYRNE  (Essex,  Walthamstow) 
was  under  the  impression  that  the  other 
relations"  referred  to  matters  ^usdm 
generis  with  Treaties  ;  and  it  was  upon 
that  impression  he  had  founded  another 
Amendment.  He  should  be  glad  to  hear 
it  was  not  so.  He  contended  that,  as  it 
stood,  the  language  of  the  sub-section 
was  very  ambiguous. 

Sin  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
asked  the  Solicitor  General  ought  he 
not  to  insert  the  words  "all  treaties  and 
all  other  relations  "  ?  His  hon.  Friend 
thought  relations  meant  relations  of  the 
same  kind  iis  Treaties.  If  that  were  not 
BO,  and  if  "  other  relations  "  did  include 
Consular  and  Diplomatic  appointments, 
then  they  had  better  put  in  words  to 
laysoatonce.  With  reference  to  wbathad 
been  said  by  the  right  hou.  Member  for 
Thanet,  if  this  sub-section  applied  only  to 
the  Legislative  Assembly,  and  did  not 
restrain  the  Executive  for  the  very  same 
purpose,  then  they  should  have  to  propose 
further  Amendments,  in  order  to  restrain 
the  new  Executive  in  Ireland  from  doing 
that  which  the  Legislature  was  by  that 
Bill  prevented  from  doing. 

*SiB  J.  BIGBY  considered  that  the 
objections  to  the  clause  were  not  founded 
on  a  very  important  basis,  though,  per- 
haps, the  woitls  might  be  improved.  A 
very  slight  change  might  improve  the 
wording,  and  in  substance  carry  out  the 
views  of  hon.  Members.  He  would 
suggest  these  words — 

"  Treaties  or  any  relations  with  Foreipi  States 
or  the  relations  between  different  parts  of  Uer 
Uajcsty's  Dominions." 

That  would  get  rid  of  any  difficulty.  The 
object  of  the  Government  in  drawing  up 
the  Bub-sectioD  was  to  preclude  the  biah 
Legislature  from  any  kind  of  l^islation 
as  regarded  any  other  country  than  Ire- 
land. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Might  I  suggest 
to  the  Grovemment  that  these  drafting 
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Amend meDts  might  be  left  to  be  inserted 
in  the  Home  of  Lords  ?  The  Honse  of 
Lords  lure  not  a  gremt  deal  to  do  ;  we 
have,  and  I  respectfully  say  that  if  the 
Bill  generally  meets  the  view  of  the  Go- 
Terament  they  should  ignore  these  micro- 
scopic Ameudmeuts,  for,  as  I  have  said, 
the  House  of  Lords  is  the  proper  place 
for  making  these  delicate  changes. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.) :  I  welcome  this  tribute  to  the 
House  of  Lords,  comiug  specially  from 
that  quarter.  But  what  I  want  to 
point  out  to  the  Committee  is  that  the 
proper  course,  after  very  conciliatory 
obaenratious  made  from  the  Treasury 
Bench,  would  be  for  my  hon.  Friend  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment,  and  then,  per- 
haps, the  Government  would  move  the 
insertion  of  their  own  words. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) :  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Solicitor  General  to  the  fact  that  conse- 
quential Amendments  will  be  necessar}'. 
Treaties  are  not  the  only  relations  entered 
into  between  States.  Trade  regulations, 
fn-  instance,  are  not  ranked  as  Treaties, 
bat  come  under  a  different  designation, 
ud  I  therefore  would  suggest  that  the 
Amendment  be  "  treaties,  agreements,  or 
other  relations." 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  the  words 
saggested  could  only  be  inserted  in  the 
Bill  out  of  abundance  of  caution  ;  and, 
M  they  could  neither  give  nor  take  away 
anything,  he  put  it  to  the  Government — 
was  it  worth  while  to  treat  such  Amend- 
ments as  serious,  especially  us  they 
would  not  satisfy  the  Opposition,  but 
would  simply  urge  them  on  to  further 
exertions  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  In  reply  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bod- 
mio,  I  have  to  say  that  we  understand 
the  word  "  treaties "  is  more  jreneral 
than  "  conventions,"  aud  covers  com- 
merce. If  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
withdraw  his  Amendment  we  will 
move  to  substitute  "or  any"  for  ^^and 
other." 

Mr.  H.  HOBHOUSE  said,  the 
nggested  concession  by  the  Government 
nist  his  view,  and  he  would  withdraw 
lus  Amendment.  He  was  only  sorry 
that  was  not  offered  long  before,  for  It 
would  have  saved  time.  He  wished 
also  to  say  that  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon,  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Louth,  that  nothing  should  he  done  to 
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conciliate  the  Opposition,  was  not  the 
wisest  course  for  the  Government  to 
adopt.     He  begged  leave  to  withdraw 

the  Amendment. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY  objected  to  the 
Ameudmeut  being  withdrawn. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mh.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Govern- 
ment, having  been  precluded  by  the  step 
taken  by  the  hon.  aud  learned  Member 
for  North  Louth  to  carry  out  their 
pledge  at  this  stage  of  the  Bill,  of  course 
their  pledge  stands  ;  and,  at  the  next 
stage  of  the  Bill,  they  will  move  to 
insert  the  words  mentioned  by  the  Chief 
Secretary,  which  they  meant  to  insert 
now,  not  having  foreseen  the  peculiar 
action  taken  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  below  the  Gangway, 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Y^es,  Sir;  the 
words  will  be  introduced. 

Sin  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire) 
rose  to  move  in  Clause  3,  line  4,  after 
"offences,"  to  insert  "or  procedure." 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  is  to 
secure  that  the  Irish  Legislature  shall 
not  prevent  our  Treaties  being  carried 
out.  The  Treaties  I  have  in  my  mind 
are  the  Extradition  Treaties,  If  we 
allowed  the  Irish  Legislature  to  pass  a  law 
that  criminals  in  Ireland  shall  notbeexfra- 
dited  we  should  be  prevented  from  carry- 
ing out  our  Treaties  with  Foreign  States. 
If  the  clause  were  passed  as  it  stands  the 
Irish  Legislature  would  have  the  power 
to  prevent  a  Treaty  being  carried  out. 
We  should  make  clear  that  the  Irish 
Legislature  shall  not  have  the  power  to 
interfere  with  the  procedure  connected 
with  a  Treaty,  which  is  really  the  carrying 
out  of  a  Treaty. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  4, 
after  the  word  "  offences,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  or  procedure." — {Sir  H,  Jame*^ 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY'  :  I  think  I  understand 
the  motive  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman ;  and  although  I  am  not  quite 
in  agreement  with  him  on  the  matter  of 
verbal  construction,  I  think  we  may  very 
fairly  attempt  to  meet  him.  No  doubt  in 
the  case  of  Extradition  Acts  it  is  desir> 
able  that  not  only  the  substantive  form, 
but  the  procedure,  so  far  as  there  is  a 
special  procedure,  should  be  the  same 
throughout  the  United  Kingdom.    If  the 
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right  hoD.  and  learned  Gentiemau  will 
accept  the  words  "  or  special  procedure  '* 
we  will  adopt  the  Amendmeat.  What  I 
mean  is  that  it  shall  be  some  procedure 
which  is  not  the  ordinary  procedure  in 
ordinary  action,  but  a  special  procedure 
by  Acts  carrying  out  these  Treaties. 

Sib  H.  JAMES  :  I  do  not 
quite  know  what  "  special  procedure " 
means.  What  I  have  in  my  mind  is  the 
Extradition  Act  of  1870,  and  wliat  I 
want  ia  that  there  shall  be  no  interference 
with  that  Act.  The  words  "  special  pro- 
cedure" might  give  rise  to  difficulties  of 
eonstniction,  and  perhaps  it  would  meet 
my  hoQ.  and  learned  Friend's  view  if  the 
Amendment  ran  "  or  procedure  connected 
with  the  extradition  of  criminals  under 
any  Treaty." 

jUr.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  is  less  than 
the  Amendment  on  the  Paper  asks  for, 
and  as  it  meets  our  views  we  will  accept 
it. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  :  I  do  not  think  it  is 
less  than  the  Amendment  on  the  Paper. 
It  meets  my  view,  however,  and  I  am 
satisfied.  X  beg  to  withdraw  my  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  :  As  I  understand 
that  no  Amendment  on  the  Paper  will  be 
struck  out  in  consequence  of  my  Amend- 
ment, I  beg  now  to  move  to  insert  after 
"  offences,"  the  words  "or  procedure  con- 
nected with  the  extradition  of  criminals 
under  any  Treaty," 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
4,  after  the  word  "offences,"  to  insert  the 
words  **  or  procedure  connected  with  the 
extradition  of  criminals  underany  Treaty." 
—(Sir  If,  James.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said, 'he  thought 
the  Nationalist  Members  bad  some  reason 
to  criticise  the  fact  that  they  had  not  got 
notice  of  the  words.  Was  it  the  idea 
that  if  a  man  committed  a  criminal 
offence  in  Ireland  and  went  to  France  or 
America,  or  any  other  country,  the  Irish 
Grovemment  shonld  not  be  able  to  get 
back  that  criminal  from  abroad  and  pnuish 
him  according  to  the  laws  of  their  own 
land? 

Sir  H.  JAMES:  My  Amendment 
dooH  not  touch  that  question  at  all ;  but  if 
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it  did,  I  would  say  my  intention  is  dut 
if  there  is  any  question  of  a  criminat 
being  extradited,  the  application  must 
come  from  the  Foreign  Office,  and 
must  not  be  made  by  any  official  in 
Dublin. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  rose  to 
move  to  insert  in  Clause  3,  line  4,  at 
end  "  the  status,  condition,  or  rights  of 
any  person  not  domiciled  in  Ireland,  or." 
He  took  it  that  the  effect  of  the  Bill,  if 
carried  out,  would  be  to  create  in  some 
matters  the  relations  of  foreigners  be- 
tween Englishmen  and  Irishmen,  For 
some  purposes  Irishmen  would  be  fo- 
reigners iu  this  country,  and  Englishmen 
in  other  cases  would  be  foreigners  in 
Ireland.  At  present  the  business  rela- 
tions between  England  and  Ireland  were 
frequent  and  extensive.  A  number  of 
people  of  Lancashire,  for  instance,  had 
many  trade  relations  between  various 
parts  of  Ireland,  and  it  often  happened 
that  these  people  went  over  to  Ireland  to 
look  after  their  businesses.  He  thought 
they  should  limit  in  some  way  or  other 
the  power  of  the  Irish  Government  to 
deal  only  with  persons  who  were  domi- 
ciled in  Ireland.  Of  course,  if  any  man 
changed  his  domicile,  and  went  to  reside 
in  Ireland,  he  should  take  his  chances  of 
the  law  ;  but  so  long  as  a  man  retained  a 
British  domicile,  and  was  connected  with 
Ireland  only  for  temporary  purposes,  the 
Irish  Government  should  have  no  power 
to  pass  laws  affecting  his  status  or 
position.  That  was  from  the  point  of 
view  of  the  Englishman.  There  was 
also  the  case  of  foreigners  who  were 
domiciled  iu  England,  and  who  might 
have  relations  with  Ireland.  The  Irish 
Legislature  having  no  responsibility  for 
foreigners  and  no  foreign  relations  might 
be  careless  about  the  way  foreigners  in 
Irelaud  or  England  w^ere  affected  by 
their  laws  ;  and  be,  therefore,  thought 
the  foreigner  domiciled  in  England 
should  be  secured  against  his  rights 
being  affected  by  anything  that  took 
place  in  Ireland.  He  submitted  that  the 
relations  of  the  Irish  Legislature  with 
individuals  should  be  limited  to  thoae 
domiciled  in  Ireland,  and  that  it  should 
have  no  power  to  pass  laws  affecting 
persons  domiciled  outside  that  couutry. 
He  begged  to  move  his  Amendment. 
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AmeDdmeot  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  4,  at  the  end  of  the  foregoing 
Amendment,  to  insert  as  a  new  snb-Bection  the 
•orda— ''The  statnn,  condition,  or  rights  of 
any  person,  not  domiciled  in  Ireland,  or."— (.¥r. 

Queation  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  mserted." 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  It  appears 
to  me  that  a  portion  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  redundant, 
and  a  portion  is  based  on  a  totally  faUe 
conception  of  the  Bill.  The  Irish  Go- 
veroment  will  have  no  power  to  touch 
the  status  or  condition  of  any  person  out 
of  Irehiud.  That  is  clear.  To  prohibit 
them  doing  what  they  have  no 

power  whatever  to  do  is  waste  of  time, 
waste  of  troabte,  and  waste  of  paper. 
Then,  the  introduction  of  assertions  ^at 
Irish  Government  do  not  possess 
powers  which  no  one  thinks  they  do 
possess  would  have  a  tendency  to  create 
kindred  powers  just  beyond  the  line  of 
prohibition.    Does  the  hon.  Gentleman 
mean  to  contend  that  Irish  securities 
held  by  a  foreigner  are  to  Imj  exempt 
from  the  effect  of  any  legislation  which 
may  affect  other  holders  of  the  same 
securities  ?     I  may  misunderstaud  the 
object  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  ;  but  it 
appears  to  me  that  ^at  is  the  effect,  at 
least,  of  bis  Amendment.    We  cannot 
ucept  the  Amendment,  for  we  believe 
that  property  must  be  subject  to  the 
mthority  of  the  local  Legislature. 
•Mr.    MATTHEWS  (Birmtugham, 
E.) :  The  whole  argument  of  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  proceeds  upon  the  as- 
■omptioa  that  Ireland  and  England  are 
heoceforth  to  be  foreign  countries.  Let 
me  give  a  possible  example  from  which 
even  the  Government  must  recoil.  There 
will  be  nothing  to  prevent  the  new  Irish 
L^islatare  from  enacting  a  law  that  no 
man  domiciled  in  England  shall  be 
capable  of  owning  land  in  Ireland.  That 
K  not  at  all  an  unlikely  measure  to  be 
enacted  by  the  Irish  Legislature.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  the 
etatas  and  condition  of  an  individual 
depeods  npon  the  law  of  domicile,  and, 
ctmseqnently,  that  the  Irish  Legislature 
will  be  tied  down  to  Irish  matters  alone, 
and  cannot  pass  laws  affecting  persons 
oatside  of  Ireland.    That  is  true  if  you 
uc  gomg  to  treat  England  and  Ireland 
V  separate  conotriea  for  the  purposes  of 
status— that  is,  that  the  English  domicile 


is  a  foreign  domicile  so  far  as  Ireland  is 
concerned.  That  is  rather  of  far-reaching 
consequences,  and  I  should  like  to  know 
how  far  you  contemplate  going  in  that 
dii^ction.  Is  it  intended  that  the  Irish 
Legislature  shall  be  capable  of  striking 
at  the  rights  of  persons  not  dweUing 
within  the  four  comers  of  Ireland,  and 
of  enacting  that  such  persons  shall  be 
incapableof  holdtug  property  in  Ireland  ? 
I  believe  there  is  more  than  one  consider- 
able landholder  in  Ireland  who  was  never 
domiciled  in  Ireland,  and  who  only 
occasionally  resides  in  Ireland.  Clearly 
they  could  be  affected.  In  the  same  way 
there  are  a  vast  number  of  interests  con- 
nected with  personal  property,  trade,  and 
commerce  in  relation  to  persons  not 
domiciled  in  Ireland  which  may  be  put 
on  a  lower  level  than  the  identi<^  inter- 
ests of  persona  who  were  domiciled  in 
Ireland. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  There 
will  be  such  a  thing  as  domicile  in 
England  and  domicile  iu  Ireland  irrespec- 
tive of  whether  they  are  foreign  countries 
or  not.  What  is  domicile  in  Scotland  ? 
Let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  purchase 
an  estate  in  Scotland,  and  if  he  also 
possesses  estates  in  England  when  he 
dies  there  will  be  the  very  awkward 
question  to  determine  whether  he  is 
domiciled  in  Engluid  or  Scotland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  that  people 
whose  domicile  is  not  in  Ireland  shall  be 
protected  against  the  abuses  of  the  Irish 
Legislature ;  and  he  says  the  Irish 
Legislature  may  proceed  to  render  every- 
one incapable  of  holding  laud  in  Ireland 
who  IB  not  domiciled  in  Ireland.  That 
is  one  of  the  wild  and  extravagant  sup- 
positions which  cropped  up  like  mush- 
rooms even  in  the  brains  of  right  hon. 
ai^d  learned  Gentlemen  opposite.  The 
Irbh  Legislature  may  possibly  make  that 
absurd,  preposterous,  and  suicidal  law,  or 
they  may  make  an  equally  preposterou 
and  absurd  law  prohibiting  the  holding 
of  land  by  those  who  are  domiciled  in 
Ireland.  Indeed,  this  great,  wise,  and 
almost  infallible  Legislature,  of  which 
we  are  Members,  did  proceed  in  that  way 
not  very  long  ago,  when  it  forbade  the 
Jews  to  hold  land  in  England.  But,  really, 
are  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  determined 
to  have  a  list  of  all  the  crimes,  errors, 
and  follies  that  ever  were  perpetrated  by 
mankind  or  by  Public  Bodies,  from  the 
time  of  Adam  to  the  presen^^^^^^ 
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Bay  in  the  BUI,  "  The  Irish  Legislature 
shall  not  commit  these  crimes  "?  That 
is  the  tendency  of  the  bulk  of  the 
Amendments.  I  say  that  if  an  attempt 
were  made  to  produce  an  enormous  folio- 
volume  filled  with  all  these  follies  and 
crimefl,  the  first  consequence  would  be  a 
second  edition  on  account  of  the  omis- 
sions from  the  first.  It  would  be  impos- 
sible that  property  held  in  Ireland  by 
persons  not  domiciled  in  Ireland  should 
be  withdrawn  from  the  cognisance  of  the 
Irish  Legislature. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  The  argument 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  used 
is  one  that  we  have  heard  over  and  over 
again.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
never  tired  of  telling  ns  that  when  we 
seek  to  impose  restrictions  upontho  action 
of  the  Irish  Legislature  we  are  iraputiug 
wickedness  to  the  Irish  people,  but  he 
himself  in  his  Bill  has  imposed  half  a 
dozen  restrictions  to  our  one.  Why  has 
he  done  so  if  he  thinks  that  such  a  course 
is  unnecessary  ? 

Mk.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  have 
done  so  in  order  to  please  tou. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  that  is  haitUy 
a  way  of  meeting  the  ai^ument.  The 
proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  that  to  impose  restrictions  upon  the 
action  of  the  Irish  Legislature  is  to 
insult  and  outragethat  Legislature;  and  yet 
be  himself  has  embodied  such  restrictions 
in  his  Bill.  The  question  is,  whether  the 
restrictions  proposed  by  this  Ameudmeut 
are  required  or  not  ?  It  is  true,  as  the 
right  bou.  Gentleman  has  pointed  out, 
that  there  are  difiereut  domiciles  in  Eng- 
land and  Scotland,  but  is  uot  the  exist- 
ence of  those  different  domiciles  one  of 
the  drawbacks  in  the  relations  between 
England  and  Scotland  at  the  present 
moment  ?  There  is  a  difference  between 
tiie  laws  of  the  two  countries  which 
England  has  always  recognised,  and  now 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  going  to  set 
np  a  fresh  distinction  between  England 
and  Ireland.  Docs  the  right  hou.  Gen- 
tleman, or  does  he  not,  intend  that  it 
should  be  in  the  power  of  the  Irish 
Legislature  to  say  that  persons  domiciled 
in  England  and  Scotland  shall  not  have 
the  right  to  hold  land  in  Ireland  ?  There 
have  been  three  or  four  cases  of  absentee 
laws  being  proposed  in  the  last  Irish 
Parliament,  and,  if  I  am  not  mistaken, 
carried  io  the  Irish  House  of  Commons. 
[Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  :  No.]    Then,  at  aU 

Mr.  W.  E.  GUuttione 


events,  measures  for  the  exceptional  taxa- 
tion of  persons  not  domiciled  were  cer- 
tainly carried.  If  there  is  one  fact  that 
ought  to  be  taken  into  consideration  in 
connection  with  this  Amendment  it  is 
the  angry  feeling  which  exists  in 
Ireland  against  the  English  owners  of 
Irish  land.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man intend  that  the  Irish  Legislature 
should  have  the  power  of  legislating  in 
an  exceptional  manner  against  a  man 
merely  because  he  has  the  misfortune  to 
be  domiciled  in  England  or  Scotland  ? 

•Sir  J,  RIGBY  :  It  is  perfectly  easy, 
when  a  general  proposition  is  laid  down, 
to  take  an  extreme  instance  in  order  to 
prove  that  it  is  absurd.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seems  to  think  that  there  is 
no  Irish  domicile  now  as  distinct  from 
the  English  domicile.  We  are  not  pro- 
posing to  alter  the  law  of  domicile  in 
the  least  degree.  We  are  leaving  the 
matter  exactly  where  we  found  it,  and 
the  idea  that  there  is  some  spectre  of  a 
new  domicile  being  set  up  is,  I  venture 
to  think,  very  unreasonable. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  the  Prime  Minister  seemed  to  think 
that  it  was  a  reflection  upon  the  Irish 
Legislature  that  it  could  be  capable  of 
passing  Acts  of  the  kind.  Was  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  aware  that  several 
States  of  the  American  Union  had 
passed  Acts  prohibiting  aliens  from 
holding  real  estate  in  those  States  P  If 
it  was  DO  reflection  upon  the  American 
States  to  suppose  them  guilty  of  a  thing 
like  that,  why  was  it  a  reflection  upon 
the  Irish  Legislature  to  say  that  they 
might  take  a  similar  course  ? 

Ma.  B.  G.  WEBSTER  said,  the 
question  was  whether,  in  case  of  a  wrong 
being  done  in  Ireland  to  a  foreigner  or 
an  alien,  he  would  be  described  as  a 
domiciled  individual  ?  If  the  foreign 
State  should  ask  for  reparation  from  the 
Government  of  Great  Britain  a  very  im- 
portant question  would  be  raised. 

•Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  this  matter 
required  consideration.  A  substantial 
question  had  to  be  considered.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  an  Irish  domicile  was 
now  distinct  from  au  English  domicile. 
The  questioD  was,  whether  it  would  be 
competent  for  the  Irish  Legislature  to 
discriminate  in  its  legislation  between 
the  rights  of  persons  domiciled  in  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  as  distinguished  from 
those  of  persons  domiciled  in  Ireland  ? 
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Befereace  had  been  made  to  the  action 
of  several  American  States,  bnt  it  was 
said  their  legislation  was  directed  against 
aliens.  A  case  which  was  a  good  illustra- 
tion of  the  necessity  for  the  Amendment 
was  that  of  New  Z^and,  the  Legislature 
of  which  had  established  a  system  of  taxa- 
tion which  discriminated  between  persons 
domiciled  in  that  country  and  British 
subjects  liring  at  home,  who,  though  not 
domiciled  in  New  Zealand,  were  not 
■liens.  Another  question  deserved  con- 
sideration. Were  domiciled  Englishmen 
and  Scotchmen  to  be  debarred  From  holding 
offices  in  Ireland  ?  No  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment would,  he  was  sure,  approve  of 
preferential  legislation,  though  they  might 
Bsy  that  it  was  unnecessary  to  guard 
against  it,  inasmuch  as  it  was  so  unlikely 
to  uise.  But  the  illustration  which  he 
had  given  of  New  Zealand  showed  that 
it  was  not  improbable.  Nor  could  any- 
one say  it  was  improbable  that  Euglish- 
men  and  Scotchmen  would  be  held 
ioeligible  for  employment  in  State, 
comity,  or  municipal  oflSces.  He  thought 
his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  would  see  that  the  sugges- 
tioQ  of  preferential  legislation  in  Ireland 
was  not  so  unreasonable  and  fanciful  and 
extravagant  as  he  had  tried  to  make  out. 
It  was  a  matter  which  deserved  examina- 
tion and  consideration,  and  the  subject 
should  be  approached  in  a  somewhat 
different  way  to  that  in  which  the  right 
hoQ.  Gentleman  had  dealt  with  it. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddington, 
S.) :  I  think  that  the  Prime  Minister  and 
the  Solicitor  General  have  assumed  a  little 
too  much  as  to  the  state  of  things  which 
may  prevail  in  Ireland  after  the  Irish 
Parliament  has  come  into  operation.  I  do 
not  want  to  make  an  evil  prophecy  as  to 
what  that  Parliament  will  do,  but  I  think 
it  quite  possible  that,  at  any  rate,  some- 
times they  will  act  iu  a  prudent  manner, 
aod  that  their  legislation  may  at  first  be 
even  unexceptionable.  But,  after  awhile, 
the  source  of  taxation  may  be  consider- 
atdy  altered,  and  I  will  not  say  that  the 
Irish  Parliament  would  be  acting  beyond 
the  bounds  of  ordinary  and  reasonable 
l^islation  if,  in  order  to  meet  the 
necessary  taxation,  they  should  declare 
that  persons  holding  land  in  Ireland 
should  be  forced  to  choose  their  domicile 
ui  Ireland,  or,  in  tho  alternative,  to  have 
i  heavy  tax  laid  upon  them.  The  Irish 
Paiiiameut  may  evm  say  that  English 
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domicile  should  be  a  disqualification  for 
the  tenure  of  landed  property  in  Ireland. 
Although  I  would  not  say  that  any 
British  Government  would  approve  of 
kgislatiou  of  that  kind,  I  will  not  say 
that  the  Irish  Parliament  would  be 
debarred  from  passing  it.  Irishmen  are 
animated  by  a  certain  amount  of  jealousy 
in  the  matter  of  the  ownership  of  laud  io 
Ireland  by  Englishmen,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  feeling  should  be  encounged. 
But  unless  you  desire  the  New  Zealand 
precedent  mentioned  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  opposite  to  apply  to  Ireland,  you 
should  take  some  steps  to  meet  the  views 
and  argument  of  your  opponents  upon  the 
point,  with  a  view  to  putting  a  check 
upon  the  Irish  Legislature. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  It  is 
not  the  taxing  of  absentee  landlords 
which  I  treated  as  one  of  those  outrageous 
suggestions  that  are  constantly  cropping 
up,  and  which  I  might  be  compelled  to 
characterise  in  terms  milder  than  they 
really  deserve.  When,  however,  the 
crop  ceases,  the  censure  will  cease  like- 
wise. The  noble  Lord  says  that  the 
object  of  the  Amendment  is  to  prevent 
the  Irish  Government  from  taxing 
absentee  proprietors.  [Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four :  That  is  an  illustration.]  I  doubt 
whether  the  Amendment  will  touch 
employments,  but  I  am  not  quite  sure 
that  the  English  Government,  at  the  end 
of 'the  last  century,  were  disposed  to  anent 
that  the  Irish  Parliament  should  not  tax 
absentees.  The  Irish  Government  may 
say  that  they  recognise  residence  as  the 
distinct  social  and  moral  duty  of  the 
landed  proprietor,  and  that  mey  will 
impose  a  penalty  upon  those  who  own 
thousands  of  acres  in  Ireland,  but  who 
never  set  foot  iu  that  country.  The 
Amendment,  however,  goes  enormously 
beyond  restraining  the  Irish  Parliament 
from  doing  that,  and  it  goes  so  far  that 
whenever  any  person  not  domiciled  in 
Ireland  should  own  property  in  Ireland, 
the  fact  of  his  domicile  should  make  the 
propwty  whiefa  he  owns  exempt  from 
Irish  law,  and  should  thus  cause  it  to  be 
held  upon  a  different  tenure  to  that  pre- 
vailing in  the  case  of  property  owned  by 
persons  domiciled  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  sorry 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  set  to 
work  to  destroy  the  precise  form  in  which 
the  Amendment  has  been  proposed,  rather 
than  to  propose  any  alteration  wJiich 
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would  meet  the  object  in  view.  He  has* 
in  fact,  Batisfled  hiniBelf  with  the  position 
of  a  critic  ;  and  has  confined  himself  to 
the  question  of  taxing  absentees.  But 
with  regard  to  that  particular  illustiatiou, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  suc- 
ceeded in  convincing  me  that  the  power 
ought  to  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  Irish 
Legislature.  I  will  not  pronounce  an 
opinion  as  to  whether  the  Irish  landlord 
resident  in  England  should  be  treated 
exceptionally ;  but  if  we  are  going  to 
treat  him  exceptionally  it  should  be  the 
task  not  of  the  Irish,  but  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament  to  deal  with  that  matter. 
When  I  reflect  on  the  inducements  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  are  to  be  en- 
trusted with  the  future  government  of 
Ireland  under  Home  Rule  hold  out  to 
English  landlords  to  reside  on  their  Irish 
property,  I  do  not  think  they  ought  to 
permit  this  class,  who  are  first  driven 
away  from  their  property  by  outrage,  to 
be  then  taxed  for  non-residence.  But 
though  this  question  of  the  taxation  of 
Irish  absentees  is  a  most  important  illus- 
tration, it  is,  after  all,  only  an  illustra- 
tion, and  my  noble  Friend  alluded  to 
the  possibility  of  a  person  being 
excluded  from  office  in  Ireland  be- 
cause he  was  domiciled  iu  England. 
Is  that  BO  extravagant  a  proposition  ? 
It  has  been  ray  lot  to  have  something  to 
do  with  Irish  patrounge  for  many  years. 
There  are  other  right  bou.  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  in  this  House  who  have 
also  had  something  to  do  with  it,  and  I 
appeal  to  them  confidently  whether  the 
one  thing  upon  which  every  Irishman  is 
agreed — and  there  are  not  many  things 
upon  which  every  Irishman  is  agreed — 
is  that  any  place  of  emolument  in  Ireland 
should  be  given  to  an  Irishman,  and 
never  under  any  circumstances  to  an 
Englishman  or  Scotchman?  That,  Sir, 
which  is  the  habitual  practice  in  Ireland, 
might,  without  any  great  or  violent 
hypothesis,  be  made  a  legislative 
necessity  ;  and  you  might  have  the  Irish 
Legislative  Assembly  saying  these  good 
posts  in  the  Irish  Post  Office,  or  in  the 
County  CouDcils — to  which  an  hon. 
Member  has  referred — and  ervery  other 
place  of  profit  and  trnst,  shall  be  given  to 
an  Irishman,  and  shall  be  given  to  an 
Irishman  alone.  The  Government  will 
admit  they  have  not  answered  either  of 
these  two  cases.  I  will  make  an  admission 
on  my  own  side.     I  admit  my  hon. 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


Friend  has  drawn  the  terms  of  his 
Amendment  too  wide,  and  I  would 
venture  to  suggest  words  which  I  think 
will  meet  the  views  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
sitting  in  every  part  of  the  House, 
though  perhaps  I  am  too  sanguine.  If 
my  hon.  Friend  would  word  his  Amend- 
ment this  way — and  instead  of  saying 

"  the  BtatuB,  condition,  or  r^hts  of  any  person 

not  domiciled  in  Ireland," 

would  use  the  words 

"or  exceptionally  affecting  the  rights  of  any 
British  subjecta  not  domiciled  in  Ireland," 

that  would  prevent  the  Irish  Legislature 
from  doing  what  they  may  be  induced  to 
do,  and  what  none  of  us  would  desire — 
namely,  draw  a  distinction  between  the 
privileges  of  various  subjects  of  the 
Queen  with  regard  either  to  the  holding 
of  property  or  place  in  Ireland.  I  can 
assure  the  right  h()u.  Gentleman  I  am 
not  suggesting  to  my  hon.  Friend  to 
move  this  Amendment  in  a  new  form 
with  any  desire  to  cast  a  slur  on  the 
new  Irish  Legislature;  but  if  he  con- 
sults the  opinion  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
behind  him,  they  must  know  from 
these  discussions  that  the  danger 
is  a  real  danger,  and  must  be 
convinced  that  wo  ought  to  insist  on 
equality  of  treatment  between  all  the 
subjects  of  the  Queen,  in  whatever  part 
of  the  country  they  may  be  domiciled,  at 
the  hands  of  this  new  Legislature. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  was  quite  ready 
to  admit  his  Amendment  might  cover 
wider  ground  than  he  intended.  He  had 
not  intended  to  prohibit  any  dealing 
generally  with  property  in  Ireland  ;  but 
what  he  had  in  his  mind  was,  that  a 
person  not  resident  in  Ireland  might  be 
affected  by  the  legislation  of  this  Irish 
Pariiament.  He  was  anxious  that  the 
busings  aud  other  relations  between  per- 
sons resident  in  England  and  Ireland 
should,  as  far  as  possible,  be  continued 
on  their  present  footing,  and,  in  fact, 
intercourse  between  the  two  countries 
encouraged.  He  desired  to  guard  against 
any  Act  of  an  alien  Parliament  injuriously 
affecting  any  person  not  domiciled  in 
Ireland.  If  the  Committee  would  agree 
he  should  be  willing  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment  and  substitute  for  it  the 
words  suggested  by  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition. 

Mb.  ROBY  (Lanoaahuw,  S.E.,  Eocles) 
rose  
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Mr.  Jobn  Morlej  rose  in  hie  place, 
sad  claimed  to  move,  **  That  the  Question 
be  DOW  put." 

Question  put,    That  the  Question  be 

BOW  put." 

The  Conunittee  divided  : — Ayes  252  ; 
Xoes  217. — (Division  List,  No.  113.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted."  . 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  214  ; 
Noes  25. — (Division  List,  No.  114.) 

TheCHAIBMAN:  The  next  Amend- 
ment standing  on  the  Paper  is  in  the 
name  of  the  boo.  Member  for  the  Wal- 
thamstow  Division  of  Essex  (Mr.  Byrne), 
and  proposes  in  Clause  3,  page  2, 
line  4,  at  end  to  insert  "extradition, 
political  offenders,  or  ofieuees ;  or.** 
This  Amendment  is  out  of  Order.  The 
next  Amendment  in  Order  stands  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Chester 
(Mr.  Yerburgh). 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present  ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

•Mb.  yerburgh  (Chester)  said,  be 
rose  to  move  the  insertion,  in  line  4,  of 
ihs  words  "  offences  committed  on  the 
high  seas  ;  or."  This  Amendment  was 
designed  for  the  purpose  of  withdrawing 
from  the  power  of  the  Irish  Legislature 
offences  committed  on  the  high  seas.  He 
had  compared  the  present  Bill  with  that 
1886,  and  he  found  that  these  words 
were  contained  in  the  latter  measure. 
The  powers  of  the  Irish  Legislature 
would  extend  to  the  administratioD  of 
Criminal  and  Civil  jurisdiction  over 
vessels  belonging  to  Ireland.  From  this 
fact  questions  of  great  gravity  would 
Qodoubtedly  arise,  which  might  cause 
•oious  inconvenience  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland.  British  sailors,  if 
taken  on  board  Irish  vessels,  say,  at 
the  Port  of  Bristol,  would  be  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Irish  Courts,  and 
unmable  to  Irish  Law.  In  the  case 
of  an  Irish  vessel  plying  between  Ireland 
and  America,  a  British  detective  might 
be  on  board  for  the  purpose  of  following 
some  criminal  conspirator.  He  might  be 
discovered  and  shot ;  and,  under  the  Bill 
aa  it  now  stood,  the  Irish  Courts  would 
.claim  jurisdiction,  and  would  have  a  right 
to  it.  Then,  again,  take  the  case  of  a 
-fierenue  cutter  boarding  a  smuggler  on 
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the  coast  of  Ireland.  There  might  be  a 
conflict,  and  some  of  the  smugglers  might 
be  killed  in  resisting  the  cutter.  Under 
whose  jurisdiction  would  the  smuggler 
oome  ?  As  he  understood  the  Bill,  it 
would  come  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Irish  Courts,  and  the  same  wonld  be  the 
case  if  some  of  the  cutter's  men  were 
killed.  Complaint  would  lie  against  the 
crew  of  the  smuggler ;  the  Irish  Courts 
wonld  claim  to  try  the  case.  He  would 
not  deal  with  the  varioni  difficulties  that 
would  arise  in  the  case  of  foreigners, 
either  taking  passago  in  Irish 
vessels,  or  accepting  service  in  them. 
Under  the  Bill  such  foreigners 
would  become  amenable  to  the  Irish 
Courts,  and  it  was  quite  conceivable  that 
serious  complications  might  arise  with 
Foreign  Statw  which  ought  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  Imperial  Courts.  On  all 
these  points  he  submitted  that  there  was 
a  very  strong  case  for  the  words  be  pro- 
posed to  insert  in  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
4,  after  the  second  word  **  or,"  to  insert 
the  words  "offences  committed  on  the 
high  seas  ;  or." — {Mr,  Yerburgh.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted," 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  This  Amendment 
is  surely  one  of  as  superfluous  a  character 
as  could  possibly  be  proposed.  Hero  is 
a  BiU  which  aims  at  giving  to  an  Irish 
Legislature  that  power  of  making  laws 
for 

"  the  peac«,  onler,  niul  good  government  of 
Ireland  in  respect  of  matters  exclusively  relat- 
ing to  Ireland  or  any  part  thereof." 

Now,  offenders  on  the  high  seas  cannot 
possibly  come  within  that  description. 
AU  offences  on  the  high  seas  will  clearly, 
from  the  form  of  the  Bill,  bo  offences 
cognisable,  and  cognisable  only,  by  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  That  statement  in 
itself  is  sufficient  to  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  Amendment — that  in 
view  of  the  scope  of  the  Bill — is  un- 
necessary. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University)  : 
I  must  say  I  do  not  entirely  understand 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  effect 
of  Irish  legislation  by  the  Irisli  Parlia- 
ment. If  the  words  "  peace,  order,  and 
good  government"  had  reference  to 
matters  happening  only  in  Ireland,  I 
could  understand  the  contention  of  jtfae 
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right  hon.  Gentlemsn.  But  in  the  siib- 
lections  of  the  3rd  section  the  Govern- 
ment have  seen  the  necessity  of  putting 
in  a  proTiso  excepting  Treaties  and  other 
relations  with  Foreign  States,  and  matters 
of  that  kind.  If  the  contention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  were  correct  that 
the  words 

"  peace,  order,  and  good  government  ol  Ire- 
land in  respect  of  matters  excltuivdj  relating  to 
Ireland  or  any  part  thereof  " 

exclude  all  matters  outside  Ireland, 
it  would  hare  been  unnecessary 
to  put  in  such  a  proviso.  I  can  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  if  I  were 
to  proceed  in  the  Court  of  Judicature  in 
Ireland  to  argue  that  these  words  did 
not  give  the  Irish  Courts  the  right  to 
legislate  in  respect  of  matters  that  may 
be  tried  in  Ireland — as  these  matters 
might  be  tried — I  should  at  once  be  met 
with  the  argument  "  If  that  is  so,  what 
was  the  use  of  putting  in  the  Bill  this 
exception  as  to  Foreign  States  and  the 
Amendment  *  accepted  this  evening '  as 
to  procedure  in  relation  to  extradition  ?  " 
That  procedure  has  no  more  connection 
with 

"thei  peace,  order,  and  good  government  of 
Ireland  in  reqwot  of  matters  exclnslTely  relat- 
ing to  Ireland  or  any  part  tliereof  " 

than  the  matters  in  respect  of  which  this 
Amendment  bus  been  proposed.  What 
are  the  matters  aimed  at  by  the  Amend- 
ment ?  Take  the  laws  relating  to  pirates 
and  piracy  and  all  crimes  and  misde- 
meanours committed  on  the  high  seas. 
How  are  they  to  be  tried  at  present  ? 
They  are  triable  in  the  local  venues  of 
Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
aware  that  under  the  Statutes  that  regu- 
late these  matters  the  place  of  trial  is 
either  the  place  from  which  the  party 
against  whom  the  offence  is  committed — 
or,  perhaps,  the  party  who  has  committed 
the  offence — hails,  or  the  part  into  which 
the  ship  first  comes.  I  recollect  most 
distinctly  the  case  of  two  men  tried  in 
the  County  of  Cork  in  relation  to  offences 
~-I  think  it  was  murder — committed  on 
the  high  seas.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman contend  that,  according  to  the  law 
as  it  would  stand  under  this  Bill,  the 
Irish  Legislature  would  have  no  power 
to  maintain  or  alter  such  a  state  of  things 
as  that  ?  Would  it  have  no  power  to 
alter  the  law  in  relation  to  men  who 
would  be  criminals  under  its  own  juris- 
diction ?    There  ia  little  difference  in 

Mr,  Carson 


principle  between  the  supporters  of  the 
Amendment  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite ;  therefore,  it  should  be  easy 
to  set  this  matter  right.     If  the  Irish 
Legislature  is  not  to  have  anything  to 
say  to  'these  matters   that   would  be 
triable  by  their  Judges,  and  as  to  the 
decrees   to   be    carried    out   by  their 
Executive,    the   fact    should   be  dis- 
tinctly    set    forth    In    the    Bill.  I 
think  it  is  an  irresistible  argument  that 
if  the  Irish  Legislature,  throngh  their 
Executive,  have  the  power  of  process 
over  those  parties  who  commit  offences 
on  the  high  seas,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  see  there  is  a  strong  argument 
for  saying  there  must  be  power  to  l^is* 
late  as  regards  that  process.    Is  it  in- 
tended that  these  matters  in  relation  to 
offences  committed  on  the  high  seas  are 
to  be  tried  by  what  we  may  call  the 
Irish  Executive  Courts  or  by  the  Im- 
perial Court — the  Court  of  Exchequer  ? 
To  my  mind,  the  position  taken  up  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  entinAj 
inconsistent.     If  these  cases  are  so 
foreign  to  the  functions  of  the  Irish 
Legislature  as  established  by  this  Bill, 
that  they  become    Imperial  matters, 
surely  they  ought  to  be  tried  in  the 
Imperial  Court.    But  where  is  the  pro- 
viso for  that  purpose  ?    The  only  way, 
that  I  can  see,  is  by  an  exception  such  as 
that  proposed  in  the  Amendment.  If  you 
turn  to  the  19th  section  of  the  Bill  you  will 
find  that,  excepting  a  matter  from  the 
Irish  Legislature,  it  at  once  drives  it  into 
the  Imperial  Court,  and  if  you  tried  it 
for  one  purpose  as  an  Imperial  subject, 
surely  you  must  treat  it  as  such  for  other 
puiposes.    If  you  leave  the  procedure 
and  the  power  of  altering  the  procedure 
with  the  Irish  Legislature,  what  is  the 
use  of  having  the  offence  at  all  ?    If  you 
desired  to  alter  the  law  in  relation  to  the 
offence,  surely  the  best  way  to  alter  it 
would  be  by  altering  the  procedure.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  declares  that  this 
Amendment  will  not  make  any  difference 
in  the  effect  of  the  BiU.    That  being  80> 
and  as  this  Amendment  seems  the  most 
effectual  way  of  effecting  the  object  ia 
view,  why  does  not  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman accept  it  ?     It  seems  to  me 
that  you  destroy  tho  effect  of  keeping  this 
an  Imperial  matter  by  giving  the  Irish 
Legislature  full  power  over  the  process. 
As  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that 
the  object  of  the  Amendment  is  already 
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covered  by  the  Bit],  I  would,  nevertheleBs, 
arge  him  to  accept  the  proposal  to  bring 
the  trial  of  these  offences  into  the  Impe- 
rial Court  under  the  19th  section.  No 
doubt,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  had 
higher  advice  than  I  can  gire  him  ;  but, 
as  a  lawyer,  I  must  saj  I  think  that  to 
SBj  that  the  Bill  gives  the  Irish  Legis- 
latare  pover  in  regard  to  "  peace,  order, 
and  gcwd  government**  does  not  solve 
the  question  at  all.  Where  an  offence  is 
committed  on  the  high  seas  it  is  not  a 
matter  belonging  to  the  peace,  order,  and 
good  government  of  the  country,  and 
I  think  that  measures  ought  to  be  taken 
to  provide  that  these  offences  shall  be 
triable  in  the  future  as  thej  have  been  in 
the  past.  Looking  at  the  enormous 
maritime  and  commercial  interests  of 
this  country,  it  seems  to  me  a  matter  of 
the  first  importance  to  take  measnres  to 
prevent  any  infringement  of  onr  rights 
on  the  high  seas. 

Mh.  RENTOUL  (Down,  E.)  said, 
the  Government  maintained  that  this 
Amendment  was  not  necessary;  but  he 
should  have  thought  that  an  Irish  ship 
on  the  high  seas  would  have  been  ■  re- 
garded as  Irish  territory,  and  that  the 
words  *'  making  laws  for  the  peace, 
order,  and  good  government  of  Ireland  " 
would  distinctly  relate  to  such  a 
ship.  The  framen  of  the  Bill'  of  1886 
had  thought  this  provision  necessary,  for 
tiiey  had  inserted  it  in  that  measure ; 
ud,  BO  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  had 
been  nnaUe  to  see  any  difference  be- 
tween the  Bill  and  the  measure  of  1886 
that  would  affect  this  subject  or  render  a 
clause  that  was  necessary  in  1886 
imnecessary  now.  Take  the  case  of 
O'Donnell,  who  murdered  James  Carey, 
the  Dublin  informer,  and  was  tried,  con- 
victed, and  executed.  Suppose  he  had  been 
on  an  Irish  ship  and  this  Home  Rule  Bill 
had  been  law,  it  Vould  have  been  in  the 
power  of  the  Irish  Courts  to  deal  with 
the  case,  and  to  declare  that  O'Donnell 
had  Qot  been  guilty  of  any  offence  what- 
ever— as  an  Irish  jury  would  have  been 
very  likely  to  do.  It  was  vastly  im- 
portant, he  thought,  that  these  matters 
with  regard  to  shipping  and  the  high 
seas  should  be  made  very  clear.  The 
Solicitor  General,  no  doubt,  recollected 
the  case  of  the  Franconia^  a  vessel 
which  ran  into  a  British  ship  two-and-a- 
iwlf  miles  from  the  Dover  coast.  A 
prosecution  was  commenced  at  the  Old 


Bailey,  and  the  German  captain  was 
convicted ;  but  in  the  Court  for  the  Con- 
sideration of  Crown  Cases  Reserved 
seven  Judges  held  that  the  Central 
Criminal  Conrt  had  no  jurisdiction, 
whilst  six  Judges  took  the  opposite 
view.  It  was  evident  that  cases  of  this 
sort  raised  questions  of  the  very  greatest 
possible  doubt;  and  it  would,  therefore^  be 
to  the  interests  of  all  parties  that  the 
point  should  be  made  exceedingly  clear 
in  the  Bill.  The  Amendment  appeared 
perfectly  reasonable,  and,  inasmuch  as  it 
practically  appeared  in  the  Bill  of  1886, 
he  could  not  make  out  why  the  Govern- 
ment should  oppose  it. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,E.R., 
Holdemess)  thought  it  only  proper  that 
the  Irish  Legislature  should  not  have 
any  power  of  varying  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Courts  in  a  matter  of  this  kind. 
When  the  Colonial  Conrts  were  given 
jurisdiction  over  offences  committed  on 
the  high  seas  it  was  specially  laid  down 
that  the  law  they  were  to  administer 
was  to  be  the  English  law.  That  being 
so,  there  was  every  reason  for  insisting 
that  the  Irish  Courts  should  be  bound  by 
the  same  law,  and  that  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature should  have  no  power  to  vary  it. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
scarcely  treated  the  Amendment  with 
the  respect  which  was  due  to  its  im- 
portance ;  bnt  no  doubt  since  be  had  had 
the  opportnnityof  consulting  the  Solicitor 
General  he  had  seen  that  the  proposal 
was  of  a  much  more  important  character 
than  he  appeared  at  first  to  suppose. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  see  no  reason 
whatever  why  I  should  alter  the  opinion 
I  formerly  expressed.  The  whole  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
opposite  turns  on  procedure  ;  but  this  is 
not  an  Amendment  on  procedure,  but  one 
affecting  legislation.  It  seemed  to  me 
that  some  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's arguments  were  arguments  that 
would  have  been  adduced  if  his  own 
Amendment  had  been  under  discussion. 
One  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
spoke  about  an  Irish  ship.  What  is  an 
Irish  ship  ? 

Mr.  RENTOUL  :  A  ship  owned  by 
Irishmen.  I  was  thinking  of  a  ship 
flying  a  green  flag,  manned  by  Irishmen, 
and  sailing  from  an  Irish  port. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Well,  that  is  one 
of  the  most  unscientific  descriptions  I 
ever  heard.     I  can  only  recognise  ships 
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governed  hy  our  Merchfint  Shipping 
Act. 

Mb.  RENTOUL  said,  he  understood 
the  Amendment  to  be  aimed  at  possible 
legislation  witli  regard  to  the  establish- 
ment of  registered  Irish  ships. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  But  we  eauuot 
deal  with  all  these  poasible  contingencies 
and  hypothetical  cases.  We  are  dealing 
with  things  as  they  are,  and  with  things 
as  the  law  of  tho  land  now  establishes 
them.  The  Bill  excepts  from  the  legis- 
lative powers  of  the  L-ish  Legislature  all 
laws  dealing  with  trade  and  navigation. 
On  what  possible  construotiou  can  it  be 
supposed  that  the  Irish  Legislature 
.would  be  able  to  deal  with  questions  con- 
cerning matters  arising  on  the  high  seas  ? 
Such  matters  are  outside  the  ambit  of 
Ireland,  and  outside  the  competcney  of 
.the  Irish  Legislature.  I  have  heard  no 
arguments  to  shake  the  opinion  I  have 
already  expressed. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  thought  it  was  un- 
necessary to  spend  much  more  time  in 
disuussing  the  Amendment,  although  it 
was  a  very  important  one.  He  agreed 
with  his  right  hon.  Friend  that,  as  the 
Jaw  at  present  existed,  there  was  no 
Vuch  ship  as  au  Irish  ship.  As  long  as 
there  was  only  one  flag  the  law  did  not 
recognise  more  than  one  kind  of  British 
ship.  His  right  hon.  Frieud  said  that 
it  was  uuneeessary  to  put  iu  a  prohibi- 
tion of  legislation  iu  respect  of  a  matter 
clearly  outside  the  power  of  the  Irish 
Legislature.  This,  however,  was  a  very 
dangerous  doctrine.  The  Irish  Legis- 
lature would  think  that  the  sub-seutions 
of  this  clause  contained  all  the  prohibi- 
tions of  action  on  their  part.  Take  the 
case  of  piracy.  It  could  be  dealt  with 
in  Irelaud  as  much  as  iu  Engluud. 
Irishmeu  had,  in  one  sense,  as  much  in- 
terest in  the  subject  as  Englishmen  had. 
If  a  ship,  sailing  from  Queenstown,  and 
haviug  an  Irish  crew,  were  boarded  by 
pirates  and  members  of  the  crew  were 
killed,  aud  the  purate  was  afterwards 
taken  as  a  prisoner  into  Queenstown, 
the  Irish  Legislature  might  say  they 
wished  to  deal  with  the  offence  he  had 
committed.  What  was  to  prevent  them 
doing  that,  unless  mi  express  prohibition 
were  put  into  the  Act  ?  Of  course,  the 
crime  of  piracy  came  within  the  external 
and  not  the  internal  area  ;  and  the  Irish 
Legislature  ought,  therefore,  to  be  pre- 
vented from  dealing  with  it.     His  right 
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hoD.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  said  the 
Irish  Legislature  could  not  deal  with 
it,  aud  yet  he  would  not  say  in  the  Bill 

that  they  should  not  deal  with  it. 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  Piracy  is  clearly 
a  matter  outside  the  Irish  jurisdictiou. 
A  pirate  is  spoken  of  in  the  law  books 
as  an  enemy  of  the  human  race  ;  and, 
that  being  so,  he  cannot  be  regarded  as 
specially  an  enemy  of  the  Irish  race. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  says — and  this  is 
one  of  the  most  alarming  dicta  I  have 
yet  heard  in  these  discussions — whatever 
you  leave  uuexcepted  from  the  Lriah 
powers  will  be  assumed  to  be  within 
those  powers.  It  is  clearly  not  within 
the  competeuce  of  a  local  Legislature  to 
make  laws  respecting  matters  which 
attect  all  portions  of  the  United  King- 
dom and  the  Empire.  When  you  come 
to  procedure  I  admit  that  you  may  have 
other  considerations  to  deal  with  ;  but, 
a£  far  as  legislation  is  concerned,  there 
cannot  be  a  shadow  of  doubt  as  to  what 
the  whole  policy  of  this  Bill  lays  down, 
and  I  really  cannot  see  why  we  should 
accept  the  Amendment. 

TheMabquess  ov  CARMARTHEN 
(Lambeth,  Brixton)  said,  he  wished  to 
bring  before  the  Committee  a  matter 
which  would  be  within  the  scope  of  the 
Irish  Parliament.  There  used  to  be,  and 
he  believed  still  was,  iu  existence  a  kind 
of  law,  based  he  supposalon  superstition, 
amongst  the  fishermeu  of  the  West  Coast 
of  Irelaud  which  induced  them  not  to 
allow  auy  Ashing  boat  to  approach  the 
Coast  before  a  certain  date.  As  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary- 
was,  no  doubt,  aware,  that  unwritten  law 
had  resulted  in  many  and  great  outrages 
being  committed  on  those  who  had  ven- 
tured to  approach  the  Coast.  Outrages 
might  be  committed  in  the  future  aa  they 
had  been  in  the  past.  [Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy  :  When  ?]  He  could  not  give 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  the  date 
off-hand  ;  but  ho  should  be  happy  to 
supply  him  with  dates  within  two  days' 
time.  Well,  he  asked  what  chance  the 
crews  of  non-Irish  boats  would  have  if 
outrages  were  again  committed,  aud  the 
matter  were  referred  to  an  Irish  Parlia- 
ment ?  He  submitted  that  the  fisheries 
all  round  the  Coast  of  the  United  King- 
dom should  bo  open  to  all  the  people  of 
the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
he  was  surprised  to  hear  that  the  Go- 
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TenrnwDt  would  not  accept  the  Amend- 

ma%  which  was  based  upon  the  Bill  of 
'     1886.   It  was  clear  that  if  the  Prime 
I     Uioister  thought  the  matter  of  sufficient 
I     importaace  in  1886  to  make  it  the  sub- 
ject of  a  special  sub-section,  he  was  of 
(^inioQ  at  the  time  that  it  ought  to  be 
reftrred  to  in  the  Bill.    Under  these 
circamstBQces,  it  was  surely  not  sufficient 
for  the  Chief  Secretuy  for  Ireland,  in  a 
sort  ot  off-hand  way,  to  say  that  the 
Amendment  was  unnecessary. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  hoa.  Member 
is,  of  coorse,  quite  Hght  in  referring  to 
(he  Bill  of  1886 ;  but  there  are  certain 
words  which  are  not  found  in  the  Bill 
of  1886,  and  are  fouud  in  this  Bill. 
Those  words  occur  in  the  2nd  clause, 
snd  sae  "  matters  exclusively  relating  to 
IrelaDd  or  some  part  thereof.'* 

Sir  H.  JAMES  :  Does  my  right  hon. 
Friend  say  that  piracy  does  not  in  any 
waj  relate  to  Ireland  ? 

Uk.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  never  uid  that 
pinu:y  did  not  relate  to  Ireland.  What 
I  ssy  is  that  piracy  does  not  relate  ex- 
clusively to  Ireland. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  :  Nor  does  treason 
relate  exclusively  to  Ireland. 
•Me.  YERBURGH  (Chester)  said,  it 
was  possible  that  in  the  future  an 
Irish  Mercantile  Marine  would  be 
tvought  into  being.  If  so,  as  he 
noderstood  the  law,  the  ships  of  that 
Marine  would  be  treated  as  part  of 
the  territory  of  Ireland,  and  it  woidd 
be  perfectly  open  for  an  Irish  advocate 
to  say  that  they  would  come  under  the 
provision  respecting  "  Ireland  or  any  part 
thereof.  Mr.  Hall,  in  his  book  on  Inter- 
i  natioml  Lam^  showed  what  the  state  of 
I  the  taw  was  on  this  point.  It  would  be 
perfectly  open  for  an  advocate  for  the 
I  Irish  Parliament  to  argue  that  under  the 
luterDational  Law  the  territory  of  a 
State  extended  to  its  ships,  and,  there- 
fore, that  the  Irish  Parliament  was  at 
perfect  liberty  to  pass  any  laws  with 
refereace  to  offences  on  the  high  seas. 

Ms.  SEXTOX  (Kerry,  N.)  pointed 
out  that  a  Mercantile  Marine  sailing  under 
ifligwhichwas  not  the  flag  of  the  British 
Uncantile  Sparine  could  only  be  created 
|>yaB  Imperial  Act.  It  must  be  borne 
tumiod  that  the  authority  to  whom  the 
hoo.  Geattemau  had  referred  in  speaking 
of  the  jurisdiction  of  a  State  over  offences 
coQUQitted  at  sea  referred  to  a  State  that 
lud  a  flag  of  its  own.     Every  ship 
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sailing  under  a  British  flag  was,  accord- 
ing to  law,  British  tvritory,  and  every 
act  done  on  board  such  ship  was  un- 
doubtedly matter  of  Imperial  jurisdiction. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Sir  U.  James)  asks 
why  have  you  put  treason  among  yotir 
excepted  suhjects  ?  But  he  forgets  that 
treason  may  take  place  upon  Irish  soU. 
Piracy  does  not  take  place  upon  Irish 

soil. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  162  ; 
Noea  225. — (Division  List,  No.  115.) 

I  The  CHAIRMAN  :  Thenext  Amend- 
ment standing  on  the  Paper  in  the  name 
of  the  hoD.  Member  for  North  Islington 
(Mr.  Hartley)— 

In  Clause  3,  page  2,  line  4,  at  end,  add 
"offences  against  the  law  of  nations ;  oroffeaces 
committed  in  violation  of  anj  treaty  made  or 
hereafter  to  be  made  between  Her  Majesty  and 
any  Foreign  State ;  or  offences  committed  on 
the  high  seas ;  or  " 

— is  not  in  Order 

Mr.  BARTLEY  then  moved  the 
following  Amendment  : — In  Clause  3, 
page  2,  line  5,  after  "  honour,"  insert 

except  such  as  relate  exclusively  to 
and  are  distinctively  styled  Irish  dignities 
or  titles."  He  said  it  seemed  to  him  this 
was  the  first  Amendment  which  proposed 
to  extend  the  powers  of  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture ;  and  he  must  say  it  was  putting  on 
unnecessary  restrictions  where  they  did 
not  in  any  way  affect  the  progrras,  the 
position,  and  the  stability  of  this  country. 
If  the  Irish  Parliament  thought  proper 
to  recommend  honours  of  an  Irish 
nature,  he  saw  no  possible  reason 
why  they  should  not  be  allowed 
to  do  so.  He  should  object  to 
their  being  allowed  to  suggest  any 
Imperial  dignities ;  but  he  saw  no 
objection  to  permitting  them  to  recom- 
mend Irish  honours  and  dignities  if  they 
wished.  The  power  and  influence  of 
these  dignities  were  very  great.  They 
had  seen  examples  in  recent  movements 
of  the  important  part  which  dignities 
had  played  in  Parliamentary  work. 
They  had  known  hon.  Members  who  had 
changed  their  opinion  considerably  being 
rewarded  for  so  doing  by  haviug  dis- 
tinctions and  and  titles  given  to  tbem ; 
and  he  did  not  see  why,  if  the  Irish 
Parliament  desired  to  make  use  of  the 
same   material,  they    shouUL.  not  be 
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allowed.  The  Irish  people  were  as  food 
ci  hoDoars  and  dignities  as  most  of  them. 
Why  he  should  like  to  see  the  Amend- 
ment put  in  was  because  he  felt  eertaia, 
if  the  Irish  Legislature  were  ever 
created,  this  question  of  dignities  and 
titles  would  lead  to  an  agitation  in  that 
House  by  the  Irish  Members ;  and, 
therefore,  it  would  be  better  to  gire  them 
the  power  right  off,  and  let  them  deal 
with  it  in  their  own  way.  If  they  were 
going  to  entrust  the  Irish  Partiament 
with  the  right  of  taxation  and  a  great 
number  of  other  rights  and  privileges, 
there  was  no  reason  why  they  should  not 
be  allowed  to  reconunend  to  the  Sovereign 
or  the  Lord  Lieutenant  persons  for  these 
dignities  and  titles.  He  did  not  want  to 
tue  up  the  time  of  the  Committee,  and, 
therefore,  he  should  not  go  to  a  Division, 
but  should  be  satisfied  with  the  Amend- 
ment being  merely  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
5,  after  the  word  "  honour,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  except  such  as  relate  exclusively 

to  and  are  distinctively  styled  Irish 
dignities  or  titles." — {Mr.  Bartley.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Mr,  GIBSON  BOWLES  supported 
the  Amendment.  He  felt  no  desire  to 
render  the  Bill  detestable,  though  he  felt  a 
desire  to  prevent  its  passing.  He  re- 
garded it  aa  a  bad  Bill  ;  but  if  it  was  to 
pass  he  should  like  to  make  it  workable. 
Therefore,  although  he  would  restrict 
the  sphere  of  action  of  the  Irish  Legis- 
latnre,  still  he  would  enlarge  its  powers 
within  that  sphere  ;  and,  consequently,  he 
thought  there  was  something  to  be  said 
in  many  ways  for  allowing  it  to  recom- 
mend or  impart  titles  and  honours.  He 
thought  great  advantage  would  be  found 
in  allowing  this  to  be  done.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  who  had  not  received  honours 
at  the  hands  of  the  Government  might  go 
over  to  Ireland  and  be  made  Baronets, 
or  perhaps  Peers ;  and  he  thougbt 
unappreciated  merit  would,  consequently, 
find  new  advantages  in  a  Home  Rule 
Bill  such  as  had  never  occurred  to  any- 
body before.  There  were  hon.  Members 
sitting  on  those  (the  Irish)  Benches  who 
might  very  properly  be  furnished  with 
Irish  titles  by  the  Irish  Legislature. 
There  might  be  Sir  Timothys  and  Sir 
Justins,  whom  they  should  be  very  glad 
to  see  back  in  that  House  with  their  new 
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honours.  He  was  very  glad  to  stand  up 
in  defence  of  the  extension  of  the  powers 
of  the  Irish  Legislature  for  this  if  for 
no  other  reason ;  that  his  objection  to  the 
Bill  was  that  instead  of  being  an  enabling 
it  was  a  disabling  Bill,  instead  of  being 
a  Bill  for  the  extension  of  local  authority 
it  was  a  centralising  Bill,  and  he  should 
like  to  see  it  deprived  of  some  of  its 
centralising  character. 

Amendment  negatived. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  next  Amend- 
ment, standing  on  the  Paper  in  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Member  of  South  Londoii'- 
derry  (Sir  Thomas  Lea}— 

In  Clause  3,  p«gc  2,  alter  line  S,  insert  the 
following  mb-aeetion  :— **  (6)  language,  or." 

— is  out  of  Order. 

•Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (Leeds. 
Central)  moved  the  following  Amend- 
ment 

In  Clause  3,  page  2,  after  line  6,  insert  the 
following  Bob-section  "  (6)  Appointment  of 
jodgss  or  magi  titrates ;  or." 

The  object  of  the  Amendment,  the  hon. 
Member  explained,  was  to  withdraw 
from  the  Irish  Legislature  the  power  of 
enacting  laws  dealing  with  the  Preroga- 
tive of  the  Crown  to  make  appointments 
to  judicial  posts.  He  had  originally 
placed  upon  the  Paper  an  Amendment  to 
the  1st  sub-section  of  the  clause  with- 
drawing from  the  sphere  of  the  Irish 
Legislature  not  merely  the  Crown,  but 
the  Prerogative  and  other  Executive 
powers  of  the  Crown.  In  deference  to 
representations  mode  to  him  by  the 
Solicitor  General,  the  justice  of  which 
he  was  constrained  to  recognise,  he  with- 
drew that  Amendment,  undertaking,  at  the 
same  time,  to  frame  particular  Amend- 
ments dealing  with  the  specific  points  he 
wished  to  withhold  from  the  competency 
of  the  Irish  Legislature.  On  the  occasion 
to  which  he  referred  he  understood 
the  Solicitor  General  to  say  that  the 
word  "  Crown "  included  the  Preroga- 
tives of  the  Crown.  He  thought  it 
would  be  of  some  interest  to  the  Cona- 
mittee  if,  before  the  discussion  on  this 
clause  came  to  a  conclusion,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  could  tell  them  what 
Prerogatives  of  the  Crown  were  included 
under  the  word  "Crown,"  for  he  had 
since  been  devoting  attention  to  this  sub- 
ject, andhad  consiiltedauthoritiesas  to  the 
significance  of  this  word  "  Prerogative,** 
and  he  found  almost  evfry  sinele  subject 
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vbiek  in  this  clause  was  withh^  from 
the  conaideratioD  of  the  Irish  Legislature 
was  A  FrerogatiTe  of  the  Crown,  and  not 
onlj  that,  but  the  catalogue  of  excluded 
gnbjecta  very  nearly  exhausted  the  list 
of  what  he  might  call  the  Executive 
PrerogatiTes  of  the  Crown.    AmoDg  the 
eompaTatirelj    few  important  subjecta 
which  did  remain,  he  might  mention  the 
power  of  pardoning  and  of  bestowing 
offices,  and  the  subject  with  which  the  pre- 
MDt  Amendment  dealt— namely,  the  right 
of  appointing  to  judicial  posts.  He  hoped 
the  Solicitor  General  would  some  time  or 
nther  inform  the  Committee  whether  the 
Prerogatire  of  Mercy  and  the  patronage 
of  the  Crown  was  included  under  the 
word  "Crown"  in  the  1  at  sub-section  of 
thia  clause.    At  all  events,  as  regarded 
the  t^pointment  to  judicial  posts,  he  bad 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman^s  dis- 
tinct assurance  that  nothing  in  this  Bill 
votild  prevent  the  Irish  Legislature  from 
pusing  laws  dealing  with  that  subject. 
The  clause  of  the  Bill  to  which  the 
Solicitor  General  referred  —  the  only 
elaose  in  the  Bill,  he  thought,  which 
dealt  with   judicial  appointments — was 
Clause  35.      The   2nd  sub-section  of 
Ct&ase  35  read  as  follows  : — 

« Durinj;  six  years  from  the  passing  of  this 
Act,  the  amiointment  of  a  Judge  of  the  Supreme 
Coutor  other  Superior  Conrt  In  Ireland  (other 
tl»n  one  of  the  Exclieqoer  Judges)  shall  be 
made  in  parsuauce  of  a  warrant  from  Her 
Majesty  conntcisigned  as  heretofcne." 

He  had  two  observations  to  make  upon 
diat  sub-section.   First  of  all,  it  did  not 
contemplate  the  case  of  appointments  to 
the  poet  of  Magistrate;  and,  secondly, 
that  after  the  six  years  mentioned  in 
the  clause  were  over  the  Irish  Legisla- 
tore  would  be  at  perfect  liberty  to  enact 
what   laws    seemed  to    it    fitting  in 
regard  to  the  appointment  of  Judges  for 
the  future.    That  was  exactly  what  he 
desired  to  prevent.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
was  eminently  one  of  those  subjects 
which  ought  to  be  withheld  from  the 
competence  of  an  Irish  Parliament.  He 
would  like  to  make  one  point  quite 
^Imd.     The    question    whether  the 
appointment  of  judicial  officers  should  be 
vested  in  the  Imperial  or  in  the  Irish 
Executive  was  undoubtedly  a  point  of 
great  importance,  and  one  which  would 
have  to  be  raised  in  Committee  before 
the  discussions  on  this  Bill  came  to  an 
end.   For  his  part,  he  thought  that  the 
answer  to  the  question  would  depend 
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upon  the  kind  of  Executive  that  they 
were  going  to  set  up  in  Ireland.    If  the 
Irish  Executive  was  to  be;  comparatively 
speaking,  an  independent  Body  like  the 
Executive  in  the  United  States,  then  he 
certainly  could  see  no  harm  whatever  in 
giving  to  it  full  powers  to  appoint  to 
judicial  poets.    But  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  Irish  Executive  was  to  be  responsible 
to  the  Irish  Legislative  Body,  then  he 
thought  the  question  would  undoubtedly 
arise  wfaeUier,  under  these  circumstancea, 
the  power  of  appointment— at  all  events  to 
the  higher  judicial  posts  in  Ireland — should 
notbereservedforthelmperial  Executive? 
But  that  question  was  not  raised  by  the 
Amendment.    What  would  bo  the  effect 
of  his  Amendment  ?    If  the  Bill  were 
to  pass  as  it  stood,  at  the  end  of  the  six 
years  mentioned  in  Clause  35  how  would 
the  Irish  Judges  be  appointed  ?  The 
Bill  seemed  to  contemplate  their  ap- 
pointment being  vested  in  the  Irish 
Executive,  and  Uiat  would  appear  to  be 
con6rmed  by  another  clause  in  the  Bill, 
which  enabled  the  Judges  to  be  removed 
upon  an  Address  from  both  Houses  of 
the   Irish   Legislature.     It   would  be 
plausible   to   infer   that    if  the  Irish 
Houses   had  the  power  of  dismissing 
the   Judges,  they   were  also  to  have 
the  power  of  appointing   the  Judges. 
But,  so  far  as  he  could  discover,  there 
was  nothing  in  the  Bill  which  distinctly 
stated  that  after  the  six  years  were  over 
the  appointment  of  the  Judges  should 
be  vested  in  the  Irish  Executive.  In 
the  absence  of  any  legislation  dealing 
with  this  subject  either  by  the  Imperial 
Parliament  or  by  the  Irish  Legislature, 
such  a  transference    could   only  take 
place  by  an  Ordinance  of  the  Executive. 
The  enect  of  this  Amendment  would 
simply  be  to  prevent  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture having  a  voice  in  the  matter.  It 
would  not  necessarily  have  the  effect  of 
vesting  the  appointment  of  the  Judges 
in  the  Imperial  Executive.     It  would 
confine  legislation  on  the  subject  to  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  but    would  not 
otherwise  alter   the  existing  state  of 
things.     It  might  be  asked  what  did 
he  fear  the  Irish  Legislature  might 
do  ?   That  Legislatiure  might  pass  a  law 
requiring  the   sanction  of  one  or  both 
Houses  to  any  appointment  of  Judges 
that  might  be  made,  or  it  might  take 
away  the  appointment  altogether  from 
the  Executive  and  vest  it  in  4^e  Legis* 
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Ittture,  or  it  might  direct  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  Judges  should  take  place 
in  accordance  -  with  the  popular  vote. 
He  hoped  they  would  not  be  told  again, 
in  the  words  of  the  Prime  Minister,  that 
suppoBitions  of  this  kind  were  wild  and 
extravagant  suppositious,  which  cropped 
up  like  mushrooms  on  the  soil  of  this 
Bill.    Every  one  of  these  systems  of  the 
appointment  of  Judges  was  now  in  force 
in  one  or  other  of  the  State  Constitutions 
of   America ;  and,  considering  the  in* 
fluence  that  the  American-Irish  were 
likely  to  exercise  over  the  future  Irish 
Legislatme,  he  thought  there  would  be 
nothing  improbable  in  the  adoption  in  Ire- 
land of  some  of  those  systems  which 
were  actually  in  force  in  many  of  the 
American  States  in  connection  with  the 
appointment  of  Judges.     Some  State 
Constitution  not  only  directed  that  the  ap- 
pointment to  judicial  posts  should  ]je  made 
by  popular  vote,  but  also  restricted  the 
tenure  of  office  of  the  Judges  to  a  certain 
number  of  years.     The  Bill  prevented 
the  Irish  Judges  being  appointed  for  a 
certain  number  of  years  only ;  the 
Judges  would  hold  their  appointments 
daring  good  bebaviour;    but  it  was 
worthy  of  note  that  the  Bill  contained 
nothing  to  hinder  the  Irish  Legislature 
from  passing  laws  in  regard  to  the  mode  of 
appointment  of  the  Judges,  except  iu  so 
far  as  they  were  restricted  from  doing  so 
for  the  period  of  six  years.    He  was  not 
goiug  to  argue  whether  such  chaugCH  in 
the  appointment  of  the  Judges  would  be 
good  or  bad,  for  it  was  not  necessary  for 
his   purpose,   though,    personally,  he 
thought  the  changes  would  be  unfortu- 
nate, and,  indeed,  under  the  circum- 
stances, even  disastrous  in  Ireland.  He 
did,  however,  contend  that,  whether  the 
changes  were  good  or  bad,  it  should  be 
r^erved  to  the  Imperial  Parliament  to 
make  them,  if  they  were  to  be  made  at 
all.     The  Government  were  about  to 
give  to  Ireland  a  rigid  Constitution — 
that  was  to  say,  a  Constitution  which 
was  superior  to  the  Legislative  Body 
it   created j  and   which   could   not  be 
altered  by  the  Irish  Legishiture  except 
in  certain  specified  points.     How  did 
precedent  stand  in  the  matter?  He 
Hiaint«ned  that  it  would  be  difficult  to 
find  an  exampl»~-perhaps  there  was  no 
example  at  all — of  a  rigid  Constitution 
in  which  the  appointment  of  Judges  had 
not  been  fixed  by  that  Constitution.  It 

Mr,  Gerald  Bal/ow 


had  been  so  fixed  in  Canada,  Australia,  the 
United  States,  and  in  every  single  one  of 
the  Constitutions  of  the  separate  States.  In 
no  case  had  the  appointmentof  the  Judges 
been  left  as  a  matter  in  respect  to  which 
the  Legislature  was  entitled  to  enact  laws, 
and,  therefore,  he  submitted  precedent  was 
entirely  iu  favour  of  withholding  this 
power  from  the  Irish  Legislature.  If 
there  was  a  reason  for  withholding  from 
the  Legislature  of  the  United  States  the 
power  of  passing  laws  iu  relation  to  the 
Judges,  there  was  a  still  stronger  reason 
for  doing  so  in  the  case  of  Ireland.  In 
Ireland  he  was  sorry  to  say  that,  when- 
ever a  Judge  had  the  courage  to  enforce 
an  unpopular  law,  be  had  in  almost 
every  case  become  ,on  that  very  account 
the  mark  for  calumny  on  the  part  of  that 
Party  which.  If  this  Bill  passed,  would 
be  likely  to  be  dominant  in  the  Irish 
Legislature.  He  did  uot  wish  to  say 
anything  that  would  promote  animosity  ; 
but  he  thought  those  Members  of  the 
House  who  beard  the  language  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Louth  applied 
to  the  Irish  Judges  on  Thursday  must 
have  carried  away  considerable  food  for 
reflection. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  What  language  ? 
•Mb.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said,  he 
was  within  the  memory  of  the  House  on 
this  matter.  The  hon.  Member  was 
twice  warued  by  the  Speaker  that  be  was 
going  near  to  the  use  of  language  in 
regard  to  certain  Irish  Judges  which 
violated  the  Rules  of  the  House.  One 
other  point  to  which  he  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  was  that  if 
the  position  of  the  Irish  Judges  in  .the 
past  had  not  been  an  easy  one,  it  was 
not  likely  to  be  easier  if  this  Bill  passed. 
Hitherto  it  had  been  sufficient  that  the 
Judges  should  correctly  interpret  the 
law.  In  future  they  would  have  to  decide 
upon  the  validity  of  a  law  wherever 
there  was  any  reason  to  suppose  that  a 
law  passed  by  the  Irish  Legislature  con- 
flicted with  an  Imperial  Act,  or  belonged 
to  that  class  of  subject  which  was  with- 
drawn from  the  competence  of  the  Irish 
Legislature.  The  duty  of  determining 
whether  a  law  was  Talid  or  not  would  not 
be  confined  to  the  two  Exchequer  Judges. 
These  Jndges  would  in  every  case  con- 
stitute a  Court  of  Appeal  where  such 
qnestioDS  arose,  but  many  cases  would 
undoubtedly  have  to  be  decided  in  the 
first  instance  by  Inferior  Courts.  In 
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America  the  Federal  Coarts  formed  a 
network  over  the  whole  country,  and 
cues  in  which  there  was  a  conflict  be- 
tweeo  Federal  Law  and  State  Law  were 
generally  taken  to  the  Bubordinate 
Federal  Courts.  No  subordiuate  Courts 
of  a  similar  descriptiou  were  provided  for 
Dnder  this  Bill,  and,  therefore,  many 
cases  would  iu  the  first  iustance  be  takeu 
b^ore  the  Inferior  Courts,  and  would 
hare  to  be  decided  by  them.  It  would 
be  perfectly  clear  to  the  Committee  that, 
tinder  these  circumstances,  the  Imperial 
Parliament  should  take  great  pre- 
caution that  competent  persons  were 
appoiuted  to  judicial  posts  in  Ireland, 
considering  that  these  persons  would  have 
to  decide  cases  of  conflict  between  the 
Lnperial  Laws  and  the  Irish  Laws.  The 
natural  thing  would  be  to  determiue  in 
the  Bill  the  method  by  which  the  Judges 
^ould  be  appointed,  so  that  uo  discussion 
could  arise  on  the  matter  hereafter.  They 
might  reserve  the  matter  for  Imperial 
I^ialation,  or  leave  the  appointments  to 
the  Irish  Executive  ;  but  whatever  the 
method  adopted,  he  thought  they  should 
refuse  to  allow  the  Irish  Legislative  Body 
to  encroach  upon  a  function  which, 
whether  upon  the  grounds  of  precedent 
or  expediency,  should  be  withheld  from 
their  competence.  He  begged  to  move 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  n,  after  the  word  "or,"  to 
insert  as  a  new  sub-section  the  words  "  (6} 
Appointment  of  jmiges  or  magistrates ;  or."— 
(Mr.  Gerald  SaJfour.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 

be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  The 
Government  have  gone  a  long  way  in 
admitting  that  restraint  with  regard  to 
the  appointment  of  Judges  is  justifiable 
daring  a  transition  period  for  the  sake  of 
good  feeling  and  to  allay  unreasonable 
fears.  But  the  hon.  Member  is  not 
utisfied  with  this  prohibition,  and 
deures  to  impose  a  permanent  disability 
upon  the  Irish  people  in  this  matter.  It 

i  appears  to  us  that  the  Body  which,  under 
the  authority  of  a  widely-extended 
oatiooal  constituency,  shall  m&ke  laws  for 

I  the  order  and  good  government  of  Ireland 
are  also  the  persons  who  ought  normally 
to  make  provision  in  all  particulars 
respecting  the  Judges  of  Ireland.  In 


this  matter  Ireland,  I  am  sony  to  say, 
has  a  much  better  record  than  EngUnd. 
This  is  not  a  case  of  general  imputation 
or  loose  opinion.  As  long  as  the  English 
Government  regulated  the  proceedings  of 
the  Irish  Legislature,  before  the  repeal 
of  Poyniug's  Act,  the  English  Govem- 
meut  required  the  Irish  Judges  to  bold 
office  during  pleasure  ;  but  when  Ireland 
got  a  Parliament  of  its  own,  one  of  the 
earliest  steps  it  took  was  to  secure  the 
iudcpeudeuce  of  its  Judges.  Our  view 
in  this  matter  Is  that  we  ought  to  allow 
the  general  rule  in  this  case  to  prevail.  We 
have  gone  a  long  way  in  admitting  that 
restraint  may  be  justified  during  a  transi- 
tion period,  but  a  permanent  disability  in 
the  matter  we  cannot  agree  to  recognise. 
With  respect  to  the  words  suggested,  I 
have  another  independent  and  specific 
objection.  lam  atlvised  that  the  inser- 
tion of  these  words  will  prevent  the  Irish 
Legislature  from  legislating  respecting 
the  numbers  of  the  Judges  in  Ireland, 
and  that  they  would  preclude  the  reduc- 
tiou  of  the  number  of  the  Judges  in  Ire- 
laud.  Now,  Sir,  the  numbers  of  the 
Judges  in  Ireland  are,  perhaps,  tha 
greatest  scandal  in  Europe.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  in  any  country  we  can  find 
anything  approaching  to  the  profligate 
extravagance  of  the  Irish  Judiciary.  Tho 
Irish  judicial  establishments  are  entirely 
the  outgrowth  of  the  Union,  and  the 
Irish  judicial  estabUshmeuts  stand 
among  the  judicial  establishments  of 
Europe  very  much  as  the  old  Irish 
Church  stood  among  the  Churches  of 
Europe.  It  was  particularly  distinguished 
from  them  for  the  same  kind  of  dispro- 
portion between  pay  and  work.  To  pre- 
vent the  Irish  Legislature  from  laying 
their  hands  on  this  astounding  excres- 
cence, this  monstrous  overgrowth,  which 
is  totally  indefensible,  and  which  ought 
to  raise  a  blush  to  the  cheek  of  every 
man  who  has  to  refer  to  the  subject,  I 
can  hardly  believe  to  be  the  intention  of 
the  hon.  Member.  I  think,  however, 
that  this  is  the  effect  of  the  suggested 
words,  because  if  the  Irish  Legislature 
are  to  pass  a  very  stringent  law  for  tho 
reduction  of  the  number  of  Judges,  it 
may  be  said  that  an  attempt  is  being  made 
to  alter  the  character  of  the  office  of 
those  Judges  who  remain.  I  think  that 
the  hon.  Membffl-  will  see  bow  imtenable 
such  a  proposition  is.  But  even  if  it 
were  not  so,  we  must  still  resist  anything 

Digitized  by  Google 


267  Government  of  {COMMONS}  Ireland  Bill.  268 


in  the  nature  of  the  imposition  of  a  per- 
maneDt  disability  oa  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture with  respect  to  a  matter  which  we 
consider  to  be  one  of  the  essential  attri- 
butes of^free  local  govwument.  It  is  so 
recognised  in  our  Colonies  all  over  the 
world,  and  I  cannot  see  why  a  stigma 
should  be  placed  on  Ireland  in  this 
respect. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddiug- 
toD,  8.)  :  I  uuderstand  tho  right  lion. 
Gentlemau  to  hold  that  under  the 
Amendment  the  Irish  Legislature  would 
be  precluded  from  fixiug  the  number  of 
Judges.  I  couteud  that  that  would  not 
be  the  effect  of  the  Amendment.  There 
is  the  word  "  appointment "  in  the 
Amendment;  and  as  far  as  the  number  of 
Judges  are  (conceraed,  their  pay,  their 
tenure  of  office,  and  their  pensions,  the 
Irish  Legislature  will  have  the  power  to 
deal  and  to  fix  what  t«rms  within  de- 
fined limits  they  think  politic.  But 
when  I  come  to  the  ap|>oiutmcut  of 
the  Judges,  I  think  I  can  bring  forward 
a  point  with  which  the  right  hou. 
Grentleman  has  not  dealt.  When  has  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  known,  almost  in 
any  time  in  English  history.  Parliament 
interfering  with  the  appointment  of 
Judges  ?  It  is  perfectly  open  to  any 
Parliament — it  will  be  open  to  the  Irisli 
Legislature  under  this  Bill,  if  a  bad  ap- 
pointment has  beeu  made — to  move  an 
Address  of  both  Houses  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant ;  and  if  the  case  is  a  gross 
one,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  may  advise  the 
Crown  to  alter  the  appointment.  This 
Bill  introduces  a  slight  Amendment  in  the 
appointment  of  Irish  Judges,  l>ecause  the 
two  Exchequer  Judges  are  to  be  ap- 
pointed under  the  Great  Seal  of  Eng- 
land. Even  before  17B2  there  is  no  pre- 
cedent for  that  system.  Tho  Irish 
Judges  were  always  appointed  under  the 
Great  Seal  of  Ireland.  In  later  times  the 
practice  lias  been  for  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland  to  recommend  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  the  person  beet  quali- 
fied for  the  Bench ;  and  the  decision  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  Irish  Lord 
Chancellor  has  been  always  ratified.  But 
it  has  been  usual  also  to  make  the 
Imperial  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted 
with  the  appointment,  and  he  has  been 
allowed  to  make  any  remarks  on  the 
appointment  which  be  thinks  desirable. 
I  have  never  heard  of  a  case  in  which 
the  Imperial  Lord  Chancellor  took  ob- 

Mr.  W.  E.  GUtdttme 


jection  to  the  appointment  of  au  Irish 
Judge  by  the  Irish  Lord  Chancellor, 
which  was  ratified  by  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant. That  being  so,  why  should  the 
GovOTument  change  the  old  practice  ? 
This  Amendment  only  takes  away  from 
Ireland  exactly  what  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature will  not  want,  and  a  power  which 
the  Irish  Legislature  could  not  exercise. 
Why  should  not  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, without  interferiug  with  the  powers 
of  the  Irish  Parliament,  withhold  the 
Judicial  Beuch ;  why  not  keep  the 
appointment  of  the  Irish  Judges  in  the 
old  method — as  I  think  he  will  if  he 
adopts  these  words— or  produce  others 
that  shall  keep  the  appointment  of  the 
Irish  Judges  in  the  hands  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  ?  I  think  that  would  be  ad- 
visable, even  from  a  financial  point  of 
view,  and  the  Lord  Lieutenant  would  act 
upon  the  advice  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  tho  Imperial  Government. 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  It  is  a  good  rule  iu 
all  matters  that  where  there  is  respon- 
sibility there  should  be  power.  The 
Executive  Government  would  be  respon- 
sible for  the  peace,  order,  and  good; 
govorument  of  Ireland,  and  it  would  bo 
one  of  their  main  duties  to  provide  the 
proper  Judiciary.  This  Amendpient,  it 
is  said,  although  it  prohibits  entirely  any 
legislation  by  the  Irish  Legislature  with, 
regard  to  the  appointment  of  Judges, 
still  gives  them  sufficient  control.  1 
venture  to  doubt  that  very  much  indeed. 
Suppose  that  the  Irish  Legislature 
passes  a  Bill  that  there  shall  be  no  new 
appoiutmeut  of  Judges  uutil  the  number 
is  reduced  to  a  certain  point. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL :  You  can 
do  that  under  this. 

Sir  J.  KIGBY :  The  uoble  Lord  is 
entitled  to  his  opinion  ;  it  is  not  mine. 
You  arc  to  make  no  law  abont  the  ap- 
pointment of  Judges. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL :  No;  the 
Amendment  refers  to  the  appointmeut 
of  certain  Judges,  and  I  hold  that  this 
Amendment  would  not  prevent  the  Irish 
Parliament  from  reducing  the  Judicial 
Beuch  to  what  number  it  likes. 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  The  uoble  Lord  is 
entitled  to  his  opinion,  but  this  is  a 
question  of  the  construction  of  a  Statute, 
and  I  must  be  entitled  to  have  my 
opinion  on  the  subjeot.  Again,  I  say, 
that  you  are  legislating  about  the 
appointmeut  of  Judges,  aud  that  iu  the 
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cue  supposed  the  appointments  will  not 
take  place  in  accon^nce  with  the  law 
as  it  exiated  before ;  but,  BtUl,  that  is 
a  smaller  matter.  Undw  the  proposed 
system  of  goTemment  the  Irish  Legis- 
btore  will  have  fiill  control  as  to  the 
salaries  that  ought  to  be  given  to  the 
Judges^  and  they  would  have,  according 
to  the  noble  Lord*s  view — though  it  is  not 
mine — if  this  Amendment  were  adopted 
In  this  form,  the  power  of  determining 
the  numbers,  and  would  have  to  send 
over  to  Great  Britain — to  this  country — 
to  ascertain  who  were  the  persons  to  be 
appointed  on  the  Irish  Bench. 

LoBD  S.  CHUBCHILL  :  That  does 
not  follow  from  my  argmneat. 

Sib  J.  BI6BY :  I  do  not  think  the 
noble  Lord  was  quite  accurate  in  his 
statement  of  fact.  True  it  is  -that  the 
Irish  Judges  are  appointed,  as  a  rule, 
under  the  Great  Seal  of  Ireland. 

Lord  R.  CUURCHILL:  Are  there 
any  exceptions  ? 
•Sib  J.  RIGBY:  I  wiU  teU  you 
of  one ;  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  who 
is  an  important  jodicial  officer  in  Ireland, 
is  appointed  under  the  Great  Seal  of 
Great  Britain.  True  it  is  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  now  has  a  poten- 
tial voice  in  the  appointment  of  those 
Jadges ;  but  when  we  alter  the  state 
of  things,  the  Irish  Lord  Chancellor, 
aasuming  there  is  such  an  officer,  will 
Dot  occupy  the  same  piosition  that  he  does 
DOW.  He  will  be  one  of  the  Members  of 
the  Irish  £xecutive,  I  prraume,  and  the 
great  principle  the  noble  Lord  ia  con- 
tending for  is  this  :  that  a  particular 
Member  of  the  Irish  Executive  shall 
recommend  the  Judges,  and  have  so 
fixed  a  position  in  that  regard  that  the 
whole  Legislature  shall  not  alter  it  in 
one  jot  or  particular.  That  system,  if 
adopted,  would  not  provide  for  what  is 
properly  an  Imperial  appointment  of  the 
Judges  ;  it  would  only  give  an  additional 
or  Executive  right  of  patronage  to  the 
Irish  Lord  Chancellor,  instead  of  to  the 
Irish  Prime  Minister  or  the  Irish  Cabinet. 

Lord  B.  CHURCHILL:  The  ap- 
pointments in  England  are  not  made  by 
either. 

*Snt  J.  RIGHT  :  It  would  not  be  of 
the  slightest  advantage  to  this  Debate  to 
attempt  to  correct  the  noble  Lord  ;  I  am 
simply  stating  what  the  effect  of  this 
appointment  would  be.  It  comes  to  this, 
that  you  secure  the  recommendation  of  the 
Irish  Judges  from  one  Member  of  the 

TOL.  XIII.     [rOUBTH  flERIBS.] 


Ireland  Bill.  270 

Irish  Cabinet ;  that  is  to  say,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  instead  of  the  Cabinet  as  a 
whole. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  it 
would  greatly  conduce  to  the  brevity  of 
the  Debates  if  the  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, in  dealing  with  Amendments,  would 
go  to  the  point  instead  of  beating  about 
the  bush  with  verbal  objections  and 
totally  irrelevant  criticism.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  has  talked  about  the  number  of 
Judges,  about  the  Great  Seal,  about  the 
Cabinet,  and  various  points  which  he 
says  he  understands,  and  which  the  noble 
Lord  does  not  understand,  and  what  he 
has  not  talked  about  is  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member.  The  speech  in 
which  my  hon.  Friend  proposed  the 
Amendment  was  perfectly  clear.  In  his 
speech  my  hon.  Friend  says  that,  under 
the  Parliamentary  power  you  are  giving 
this  Irish  Legislature,  it  would  be  com- 
petent for  that  Legislature  to  say 
that  henceforth  the  appointment  of  all 
judicial  functionaries  in  Ireland,  be  they 
Judges  or  be  they  Magistrates,  shall  not 
be  vested,  as  at  present,  in  the  Crown, 
acting  under  the  advice  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  or  otherwise,  but  shall  be 
vested  in  popular  Bodies  elected  through 
vote  by  Ballot.  That  is  my  hon.  Friend's 
point,  and  he  says  that  is  not  an  extra- 
vagant proposition.  It  is  the  practice 
largely  in  force  in  many  States  in 
America  at  this  moment,  and  why 
should  not  the  Irish  Legislature  do  it  ? 
The  question  has  not  been  touched  by 
the  Government ;  they  have  not  thought 
it  worth  while  to  answer  a  single  argu- 
ment. The  Prime  Minister  has  told  us, 
and  in  tiiat  I  entirely  agree  with  him, 
that  the  number  of  Jadgea  at  the  present 
moment  in  Ireland  i%  excessive.  It  was 
.  certainly  not  my  hon.  Friend's  intention 
'  to  stereotype  that  number  of  Judges  ; 
and  if  bis  Amendment  would  have  that 
result,  the  slightest  verbal  modification 
would  put  it  right ;  and  if  it  were  made 
to  read  thus  :  "  the  mode  of  appointment 
of  Judges  and  Magistrates,"  fully  half  of 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
Ueman  would  become  irrelevant.  Neither 
is  it  a  question  whether  the  appointment 
of  the  Irish  Judges  is  to  be  vested  in  an 
Irish  Executive  or  an  Imperial  Execu- 
tive. That  is  a  question  of  great  im- 
portance ;  it  is  a  question  we  shall  have 
to  discuss  before  this  Committee  closes  ; 
it  is  a  question  on  3rJ*i?^bJ®l^©gtc«« 
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opiDion,  but  it  is  uot  a  question  raised 
by  this  Amendment.  My  hon.  Friend 
does  uot  propose  to  withdraw,  by  his 
Amendment,  from  tlie  Irish  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, in  concert  with  the  Irish  Lord 
Lieutenant,  the  power  of  appointing 
Judges  ;  that  system  my  hon.  Friend 
not  only  does  uot  propose  to  abolish, 
but  proposes  to  maiutaiu.  His  desire  is 
that  in  the  future,  as  in  the  past,  the  Irish 
Judges  shall  be  appointed  by  the  Crown 
on  &e  advice  of  Ministers,  and  iu  this 
Amendment  he  does  not  say  whether 
they  are  to  be  Irish  or  English  Ministers ; 
he  leaves  that  open.  What  he  says  is,  it 
shall  not  rest  with  the  Irish  Legislature 
to  determine  whether  we  shall  substitute 
for  the  appointment  of  Irish  Judges  by 
the  Crown  a  system  of  popular  appoint- 
ment. "But,  then,"  says  the  Prime 
Minister,  "  why  should  we  withdraw 
from  the  Irish  Legislature  powers  given 
to  Colonial  Legislatures  and  given  to 
American  Legislatures  ;  why  should  we 
violate  the  uniform  practice  of  the  civi- 
lised world  in  the  case  of  the  Irish 
Legislature  ?  '*  I  appeal  to  the  practice 
of  the  civilised  world  ;  I  appeal  to  the 
precedents  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman attaches  so  much  importance,  and 
I  would  point  out  it  is  the  general  prac- 
tice in  America,  aud  it  is  laid  down  in 
the  Constitution  the  principle  on  which 
the  Judges  are  to  be  appointed  ;  and  we, 
in  framing  our  Colonial  Legislatures, 
have  not  been  unmindful  of  the  example 
set  us  by  America.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  quotes  the  Colonies ;  I  will 
read  him  a  section  out  of  the  British 
North  American  Act.  It  is  called  30 
&  31  Vict.,  c.  3,  s.  93— 

"  The  Governor  General  shall  appoint  the 
Judges  o£  the  Superior,  District,  and  County 
Courts  in  each  I^vince,  except  those  in  the 
Court  of  Probate  In  Nova  Scotia  and  New 
Branswick." 

So  that  we  have  clearly  adopted  the 
principle  for  the  Colouies  which  my  hon. 
Friend  recommends  us  to  adopt  iu  this 
Bill,  and  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  adopted  u  he  had  known  of 
these  Acts. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  If  the 
Amendment  was  different  from  what  it  is. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  must  say 
I  think  the  action  of  the  Government  in 
dealing  with  these  Amendments  is  such 
as  I  have  never  seen  in  this  House  before. 
I  will  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
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what  it  differs  from  the  practice  of  every 

Government  I  have  seen  on  that  Bench. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Hear, 
hear. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  whose  memory  goes 
back  farther  than  mine,  may  be  able  to 
quote  precedents  20  or  30  years  ago 
which  may  perhaps  support  his  present 
practice.  I  only  speak  of  the  facts  I 
have  known.  I  can  assure  t^ie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  it  generally  conduces  to 
shortening  debate  u,  when  an  Amend- 
ment is  made  and  the  speech  points  oat 
a  real  defect  in  the  Bill,  the  Government 
did  not  rely  on  some  verbal  deficiency  in 
the  Amendment  proposed.  The  Govern- 
ment have  been  in  the  habit  of  saying, 
"  This  does  not  carry  out  the  object,"  and 
they  have  never  suggested  the  substitu* 
tion  of  such-and-such  words  When  the 
Amendment  could  be  accepted.  Now,  I 
understand  that  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man is  ready  to  accept  an  Amendment  on 
this  subject,  but  not  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  and  he  thinks  he  has 
done  his  dnty  in  conducting  this  Bill  in 
simply  pointing  out  certain  verbal  de- 
ficiencies without  making  any  suggestion 
in  return.  The  duty  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  failed  to  perform  I  will 
endeavour  to  perform  for  him,  and  I 
suggest  to  my  hon.  Friend  to  introduce 
before  the  words  "  appointment  of  Judges 
and  Magistrates  "  the  words  "  the  mode 
of."  By  that  he  would  avoid  all  the 
criticism  passed  by  the  right  hoo. 
Geutleman  upon  the  present  strength  of 
the  Judicial  Bench  ;  he  would  avoid  all 
the  criticism,  so  far  as  I  was  able  to 
understand  it,  from  the  Solicitor  General, 
and  he  would  briug  his  Amendment  into 
absolute  conformity  with  those  colonial 
precedents  iu  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  expresses  such  implicit  con- 
fidence and  belief  when  they  agree  with 
the  character  of  his  Bill,  but  which  he 
brushes  aside  when  they  run  counter  to 
his  own  prejudices  aud  the  English 
practice.  Really,  I  think  the  Govern- 
ment will  see  that  the  claim  put  forward 
by  my  hon.  Friend  is  of  the  most  im- 
portant description.  He  does  not  desire 
to  hamper  the  Irish  Executive  at  all,  or 
to  throw  into  the  hands  of  English 
Ministers  the  appointment  of  Irish 
Judges,  but  he  desires  that  the  practice 
of  appointing  judicial  officers  in  Ireland 
shall  conform  to  the  practice,  which  is 
universal  in  tl^ize9^w7GI6)^wiich  we 


{COMMONS} 


^73         Governmeui  of 

i»re  impoeed  bj  Statute  on  the  Colonies. 
This  is  a  moderato  request ;  and  the  Go- 
Teinmeot  would  not  only  obey  the  dic- 
tates of  reason,  but  they  would  save  time, 
I  if  they  gave  some  coosideratioD  to  this 
matter. 

•Me.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said,  he 
had  DO  objection  to  the  words  suggested, 
though  thej  in  no  way  altered  the  sense 
i    of  the  Amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Does  the  hoii. 
Gentleman  move  ? 

He.  GERALD  BALFOUR  then 
moved  to  insert,  befwe  the  words 
"appointment  of  Judges  or  Magistrates  " 
the  worda  **  mode  of." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Ameadmeut,  before  the  first  word, 
"Appointment,"  to  insert  the  words 
"the  mode  of."— (itfr.  Gerald  Bal- 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  inserted  in  the  said  proposed  Amend- 
ment." 

Hs.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  On 
almost  every  occasion,  including  this, 
over  and  over  again  on  Amendments, 
ioolading  that  divided  upon  before 
dinner,  it  is  admitted  that  the  Amend- 
ment goes  too  far  or  it  does  not  express 
ita  purpose,  and  we  are  invited  to  find 
ideas.  ["  No,  no  I  "]  At  any  rate,  we 
an  invited  to  put  ideas  into  form.  That 
is  not  the  proper  mode  of  couducting  a 
Debate  of  this  kind — that  Amendments 
aie  to  be  put  down,  and  then  we  are  to 
be  told,  We  do  not  mean  those,  but 
something  vm-y different."  [**No,noI"] 
I  say  it  has  been  done  over  and  over 
agun.  The  words  of  an  Amendment 
were  not  the  proper  words,  and  some- 
thing else  was  suggested.  I  have  made 
this  reference  not  in  any  way  of  hostile 
eritieism.  We  entirely  differ  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  the  coostruc- 
tioQ  of  this  Amendment.  We  have 
taken  the  best  advice  we  could  upon  it, 
ud  we  have  applied  to  it  a  totally 
diftrent  construction  to  that  put  upon 
it  BOW.  We  had  no  notice  of  the 
eoutniction  to  be  placed  upon  it. 
I  Us.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  was  the 
eoosbnetion  of  the  Mover  <rf  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  It  is 
tot^j  contrary   to  our  construction. 
^'Hien  we  saw  the  Amendment  on  the 
Totes  we  placed  upon  it  the  best  con- 
'    ^netion  ve  could.   The  speech  of  the 
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Mover  does  not  fix  the  construction  of 
the  Amendment.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  desires  to  raise  the  question 
whether  it  would  be  wise  to  vest  these 
appointments  in  the  Crown,  that  is  a 
fair  question  to  raise  ;  but  it  ought  to  be 
raised,  as  it  was  raised  in  the  only 
Colonial  Statute  referred  to,  by  a  positive 
enactment  to  that  effect. 

LoED  R.  CHURCHILL:  I  would 
submit  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
with  all  respect,  thftt  he  places  the 
Opposition  in  a  very  difficuU  position. 
If  we  move  Amendments,  raising  very 
grave  Constitutional  questions,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  censures  us  because,  he 
says,  we  are  raising  points  that  have 
been  raised  over  and  over  again  ;  if  we 
really  try  to  amend  the  Bill  on  subjects 
that  cannot  well  excite  Party  opinion  to 
any  high  pitch,  then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  sa^  that  we  do  not  know 
our  own  mind — ^that  we  have  not  drafted 
our  Amendments  properly.  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  on  many  of  these 
points  under  Clauses  3  and  4,  want  the 
Opposition — whom  I  utterly  deny  are 
Parliamentary  idiots — to  suggest  Amend- 
ments without  their  being  met,  or  will 
he  meet  them  on  argumentative  grounds, 
and  be  prepared  to  make  concessions  in 
the  drafting  of  the  Amendments  ? 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  prepared 
to  make  us  those  concessions  in  uie  draft- 
ing of  Amendments  we  are  prepared  to 
make  simihir  concessions  to  him.  How 
can  you  miAe  it  a  matter  of  charge 
against  the  Oppositiou  that  when  yon  do 
not  agree  wiu  our  Amendments  you 
have  really  no  discussion  ?  Why  do  you 
blame  us  when  we  endeavour  to  obtain 
your  assistance  in  settling  a  form  of 
words  that  will  meet  the  case  ?  I  appeal 
to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  do 
his  best  to  secure  that  the  progress  of  the 
Committee  may  be  perfectly  quiet  and 
harmonious.  \_A  laugh.'\  What  ui  there 
to  laugh  at  in  that  ?  Do  hon.  Gentle- 
men want  the  reverse  of  quiet,  because 
there  are  hon.  Members  in  this  House 
who  will  gratify  them.  When  we 
endeavour  to  meet  the  Government  by 
altering  the  terms  of  our  Amendments,  it 
is  very  hard  to  bring  against  us  the 
charge  that  we  do  not  understand  our 
position,  or  the  position  of  the  Bill,  or  the 
position  of  the  Government,  and  that  the 
terms  of  our  Amendments  are  altogether 
impossible.  I  only  ask  thought  hon. 
Geatileman  whether  b^itisyU^^aMd^^fd 
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Bill  any  word  which  will  vest  in  the 
most  restrictive  manner  the  appointment 
of  Irish  Judges  in  the  Crown  ?  All  we 
want  is  that  the  actual  nomination  and 
selection  of  the  Judges  shall  be  vested  in 
the  Crown,  the  Irish  Parliament  retain- 
ing full  power  of  criticising  the  appoint- 
ment, if  a  bad  one. 

•Mr.  BLAKE  (Longford,  S.)  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  if  the  question  was 
really  the  substitution,  for  the  existing 
method,  of  popular  election  there  was 
little  difference  of  opinion  in  the  Com- 
mittee. There  waspracticallyno  difference 
of  opinion  on  the  point  that  the  method 
of  appointing  Judges  which  existed  here 
and  in  all  our  Colonies,  so  far  as  he  knew, 
was  the  most  advisable  method ;  and  he 
was  qnite  sure  that  those  who  constructed 
the  Bill  and  those  who  were  supporting 
it  had  no  desire  that  any  other  method 
should  replace  it.  They  did  not  share 
the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
suggested  that  the  appointments  should 
be  on  the  advice  of  the  English  Execu- 
tive. Upon  the  general  question  of  the 
method  of  the  appointment  of  Judges,  he 
doubted  whether  any  single  Member  of 
the  House  dissented  from  the  view 
that  the  appointments  ought  to  be 
made  by  the  Crown  on  the  advice 
of  the  responsible  Executive.  If  it  was 
proposed  to  prescribe  the  method  of  ap- 
pointing Judges,  let  it  be  done  In  the 
proper  place  in  connection  with  the 
tenure  of  the  office  of  Judges  in  the  26th 
clause.  They  might  have  a  sentence 
analogous  to  the  sentence  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  read  out  of  a 
Colonial  Constitution  providing  that  the 
Judges  should  be  appointed  by  the 
Crown  on  the  advice  of  the  Irish  Execu- 
tive. But  it  was  somewhat  of  a  disabling 
change  to  provide  that  they  should 
not  alter  the  mode  of  appointment  as 
was  provided  by  tlie  Amendment,  and 
they  did  not  know  how  far  it  would  reach. 
To  an  Amendment  in  the  proper  place 
vesting  the  appointments  in  the  Crown 
on  the  advice  of  the  Irish  Executive 
there  would  not  in  his  view  be  the 
slightest  objection. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  think 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down  has  materially  assisted  us 
in  coming  to  a  conclusion,  because  from 
what  he  has  said  it  appears  there  is  very 
little  difference  of  opinion  between  him 
and  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment.  The 
only  difference  appears  to  be  as  to  the 
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place  the  Amendment  should  occupy. 
As  to  that,  I  shall  only  say  that,  as  we 
are  dealing  now  with  restrictions  upon 
the  legislative  capacity  of  the  Irish 
Legislature,  I  should  certainly  have 
thought  this,  which  will  be  a  legislative 
restriction  in  restraint  of  legislation,  wonld 
properly  come  in  the  place  in  which  it 
has  been  moved.  Although  I  have  said 
there  would  appear  to  be  very  little  differ- 
ence between  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
and  those  who  support  the  Amenameiit, 
I  cann9t  say  as  much  for  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  position  they  have  taken  up. 
They  made  objections  of  two  kinds  to 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
opposite.  Their  first  was  an  objection 
of  detail,  and  their  second  was  an  objec- 
tion of  principle.  The  objection 
of  detail  was  that  this  Amendment 
was  so  wide  that  it  would  preclude  the 
Irish  Legislature  reducing  the  number  of 
Judges,  or  interfering  in  any  way  with, 
the  character  of  the  appointments. 
Suppose  it  did,  would  not  that  be  a 
matter  which  would  be  perfectly  safe  in 
the  hands  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  P  It 
was  said  the  number  of  Judges  in  Ireland 
was  a  scandal,  and  it  might  be  that  that 
scandal  was  originally  due  to  the  action 
of  preceding  British  Governments  ;  bat 
that  scandal  might  have  been  removed 
long  ago  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  oppo- 
sition of  the  Irish  Members.  If  they 
now  wished  to  reduce  the  number,  there 
would  not  be  the  slightest  difficulty  in 
insuring  attention  to  their  wishes  in  llie 
Imperial  Parliament.  The  objection  of 
the  Prime  Minister  has  been  fully  met 
by  the  Amendment  to  the  Amendment. 
If  the  Amendment  were  limited  to  the 
"  mode "  of  appointment,  that  would 
leave  absolutely  to  the  Irish  Legislature 
the  power  of  dealing  with  the  number  of 
Judges.  The  matter  of  detail  is  a  small 
question,  but  the  matter  of  principle  is 
of  much  greater  importance  ;  and  this  is 
only  one  of  .  several  Amendments 
which  the  Opposition  have  on  the 
Paper,  some  of  whi<^  go  much  further 
than  the  Amendment  under  disonSsioii. 
The  Solicitor  GenenU  said  that  where 
the  responsibility  was,  there  should 
be  the  power,  and  that  as  the 
Government  proposed  to  make  the  Irish 
Legislature  responsible  for  peaee  and 
order  that  Legislature  should  be  given 
the  right  to  appoint  the  Judges.  Bnt 
there  must  be  some  fiJl«cy  here,  for  the 
Government  QX|NcaHdy(Efirid!@^nSBpover 
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of  appointing  Judges  for  six  years,  and 
bj  Sab-section  5  ot  Claase  4  ikey  lay 
down  that  the  powers  of  the  new  Lisgis- 
litnre  shall  not  extend  to  the  making  of 
anj  law  whereby  any  person  might  be 
dejoived  of  life,  liberty,  or  property  with- 
out due  process  of  law,  or  whereby 
prirate  property  might  be  taken  without 
jost  compensation.  The  Grovemment  are 
well  aware  that  they  are  now  approach- 
ing one  of  the  most  important  questions 
srising  under  this  Bill.  It  is  one  of  the 
three  or  four  great  questions  which 
separate  the  GoTemmeut  from  those  hou^ 
Members  who  are  prepared  to  give  a 
large  measure  of  self-gOTemmeot  to  Ire- 
land— [Ironical  Minuterial  cheers  and 
laughier^ — ^but  who  are  not  prepared  to 
accept  this  Bill.  Some  hon.  Members 
cheer  iromcaUy.  If  I  were  going  to 
write  an  article  for  The  Daily  Newt,  I 
■faould,  no  donbt,  refer  to  the  "  malignant 
uid  insulting  interruptions "  of  hon. 
Members.  It  appears  to  be  thought  by 
some  hon.  Members  that  there  is  no  one 
in  this  House  who  is  prepared  to  grant 
bdand  a  large  scheme  of  local  self- 
goTemmeut,  whilst  not  being  ready  to 
grant  the  right  of  appointing  the  Judges. 
To  show  these  hon.  Memlrars  that  £ey 
ire  in  error,  I  wonld  point  to  an  hon. 
Member  of  this  House  who  is  in  that 
position.  I  do  not  see  him.  It  is  a  most 
singular  thiug,  at  the  very  moment  when 
this  point  comes  on  for  discussion,  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  is  absent.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  declared  as  late 
u  May,  1887,  that  he  would  never 
be  willing  to  hand  over  the  appointment 
of  the  J  udges  and  Mitf  istrates  to  a  Party 
represented  hjr  hon.  Members  below  the 
Guigway  opposite.  Everyone  in  this 
HonsB  blows  that  we  have  not  to  deal 
m  Ireland  with  the  same  state  of  things 
nith  which  we  had  to  deal  when  granting 
Constitutions  to  the  great  self-governing 
Colonies.  In  the  case  of  Ireland  we 
have  to  deal  with  a  country  which  is 
divided,  in  which  there  are  two  religions 
uid  two  Parties  which  have  been 
separated  by  bitter  controversies  for  a 
great  number  of  years.  The  Govern- 
ment themselveB  admitted  that  in  view 
of  this  fact  it  was  neeessary  to  provide 
cwtam  saf^oardB,  in  order  that  these 
dtferenoes  might  be  covered  by  the  wo- 
twting  eegis  of  Imperial  authority.  But 
tlwse  are  not  the  only  difficulties  in  the 
tue.  There  has  been  a  bitter  feud 
txtweoi  Ireland  uid  this  country,  and, 
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consequently,  the  Government  feel,  as 
we  do,  that  it  would  not  do  to  trust 
absolutely  the  new  Irish  Legislature 
with  unlimited  powers  respecting  ques- 
tions that  might  arise  between  Ireland 
and  England.  How  do  they  propme  to 
protect  themselves  ?  By  keeping  in  their 
own  hands  the  appointment  of  Judges. 
They  provide  for  the  appointment  of 
two  Exchequer  Judges,  before  whom 
questions  in  which  England  is  concerned 
will  go.  I  am  treating  this  as  an  ad- 
mission on  the  part  of  the  Government 
that  it  is  necessary  to  protect  interests 
which  are  threatened  by  these  serious 
difEerences  of  opinion.  It  is  proposed 
that  we  should  protect  the  pecuniary 
interests  of  England  by  reserving  in  our 
own  hands  the  appointment  of  Judges. 
Would  it,  then,  not  be  selfish  to  limit 
our  protection  of  the  minority  in  Ireland 
by  enacting  that  after  six  years  the 
appointment  of  the  Judges,  who  would 
decide  questions  affecting  the  lives  and 
property  of  that  minority  should  pass 
into  the  hands  of  the  Irish  Govenmient  ? 
This  will  be  one  of  the  most  critical  and 
important  divisions  on  the  whole  Bill.  I 
cannot  understand  why,  although  we  are 
referred  again  and  again  by  the  Grovem- 
ment to  Colonial  Constitutions,  our  argu- 
ments are  always  put  aside  when  we,  in 
our  turn,  refer  to  Colonial  Constitutions. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  We  are 
perfectly  ready  to  consider  the  question 
whether  we  should  adopt  a  provision  such 
as  that  which  has  been  read. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  did 
not  understand  my  right  hon.  Friend 
before  to  say  even  as  much  as  he  has 
said  now ;  but,  at  all  events,  that  is  not 
enough.  I  will  prove  that,  I  think,  to 
the  satisfaction  of  himself.  Does  he 
admit  t^t  we  have  a  point  here,  and 
does  he  pledge  himself  at  a  future  stage 
of  the  Bill  to  endeavour  to  give  us  satis- 
faction ?  That  yould  be  something  to 
tell  us. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  said 
the  point  was  an  entirely  new  point  to 
UB.  We  construed  the  Amendment  in  a 
totally  different  manner;  but  the  point 
now  raised,  being  new  to  us,  we  are  quite 
willing  to  consider  It. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBEBLAIN  :  I  oonfess 
I  really  find  myself  unable  to  under- 
stand how  the  point  can  be  new  to  the 
Government.  I  do  wish  my  right  hon. 
Friend  would  consult  with  his  Col- 
league,  the  Secretar^Jw^^c^fe^t 
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it.    It  is  not  new  to  him.    Hifi  speeches 
in  1886-7  were  fall  of  this  point.  His 
(diief  objections  were  based  upon  this 
matter,  and  I  confess  I  caimot  Dnder- 
Btand  how  a  matter  of  this  cardinal 
importance  can  have  foiled  to  come 
under  my  right  hon.  Friend's  notice,  and 
have  been  discussed  from  every  point  of 
view.    Mj  right  hon.  Friend  has  stated 
th&t   he  misunderstood  this  particular 
Amendment,     [Cric*  q/"  "No,  no  I  "] 
Well,  that  he  had  misconstrued  it ;  but 
to  what  extent  has  he  done  so  ?  [Mr. 
BoBT :   No,    no  I  ]     Let    my  right 
hon.  Friend  contradict  me  if  I  am 
wrong.    I  Feally  cannot  accept  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eccles  as  Uie  interpreter- 
in-ordinary   to   the    Prime  Minister. 
How  can  it  be  that  the  right  hon.  iGren- 
lleman  misconstrued  the  Amendment  ? 
The  Amendment,  at  any  rate,  included 
the  mode  of   appointment ;   it  raised 
the  whole  question  of  the  mode  of  ap- 
pointment, which  the  Committee  are  now 
discussing,  as  well  as  the  appointments. 
If,  therefore,  my  right  hon.  Friend  bad 
regarded  the  Amendment  beforehand 
with  a  view  to  this  Debate,  he  surely 
must  have  contemplated  this  question  as 
well  as  the  lai^r  one  in  which  it  was 
included.   We  are  again  and  again  con- 
fronted with  the  Canadian  and  other 
Colonial  Constitutions.    But  it  must  be 
borne   in  mind   that   in   the   case  of 
Canada,  it  was  not  with  the  Constitution 
of  the  Dominion  Parliament  we  were 
dealing,  but  with  the  Inter-provincial 
Constitutions  of  Parliament,  the  position 
of  the  Central  or  Dominion  Parliament 
in  regard  to  the  Provincial  Parliament, 
and  in  the  case  of  Canada,  for  the  same 
Teastms  which  should  goyem  and  control 
our  action — ^the  sharp  division  of  opinion 
between  two  religions  in  the  country — 
the  Criminal  Law  and  inwsedure,  the 
appointment  of  Judges,  and  the  mode 
<a  appointment,  were  reserved  to  the 
Dominion    Parliament.     Now,   Sir,  if 
that  is  the  analogy  to  which  we  are 
referred,  we  claim  that  that  should 
be  observed  in  the  present  Bill.  In 
these  circumstances,  I  will  again  ask 
my  right  hon.  Friend  whether  he  will, 
at  some  future  stage,  insert  words  to 
preTent   the   Irish   Legislature  from 
dealing  with  the  mode  of  appointment 
of  Ju^^  ?   I  think  that  it  is  a  reason- 
able request,  and  if  my  right  hon.  Friend 
will  say  the  Government  will  undertake 
to  bring  up  some  proposal  to  Ifire  effect 
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at  a  subsequent  stage  to  what  is  contem- 
plated by  the  Amendment,  I  think  it 
will  tend  to  facilitate  the  progress  of  the 
discusuon. 

*Mr.  BRTC£  :  My  right  hon.  Friend 
who  has  just  sat  down  cannot,  I  think, 
have  heard,  or  must  have  misunderstood, 
the  interpretation  put  upon  the  Amend- 
ment by  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition. 
We  had  been  discussing  words  which  had 
been  at  first  taken  in  different  senses  by 
the  Government  and  by  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment,  and  the  Government  had 
only  subsequently  gathered  the  sense  in 
which  the  Amendment  is  now  pressed, 
which,  up  to  the  present,  was  really  non- 
existent. I  do  not  think  there  is  any  sub- 
stantial difference  between  the  two  sides  of 
the  House  regarding  the  particular  point 
on  which  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
had  dwelt.  When  the  Amendment  was  first 
put  down,  we  placed  a  totally  different 
construction  upon  it  from  which  it  is  now 
explained  the  Mover  intended  to  attach, 
to  it.  We  understood  it  to  mean  that  the' 
Irish  Legislature  were  to  have  no  power 
to  deal  with  the  number  of  the  Judges  or 
tbe  conditions  affecting  their  offices  ;  but 
that  everything  relating  to  the  Judges 
was  to  be  left  to  tbe  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment. As  soon  as  the  point  was  put  to 
the  GoTemment  that  what  was  meant 
was  tbe  mode  of  the  appointment  of  Lrish. 
Judges,  which  it  was  desired  should  not 
be  left  in  the  future  to  popular  election,  we 
admitted  that  this  pointwas  fair  matter  for 
consideration.  We  are  still  willing  to  con- 
sider it,  but  we  submit  that-  this  is  not 
the  time.  In  the  first  place,  the  form  of 
words  in  the  amended  Amendmnit, 
would  tend  to  stereotype  the  existing 
method  of  appointment  in  every  case ;  and 
it  might  prolMtbly  be  found  that  there  were 
possible  improvements  in  the  methods  of 
appOLDtment  which  it  would  be  advisable 
to  allow  the  Irish  Legislature  to  effect. 
For  instance,  the  Irish  Master  of  the 
Rolls  is  appointed  in  a  different  way  from 
the  other  Irish  Judges,  though  there  is 
no  reason,  in  the  nature  of  things,  why 
that  should  be.  The  Government  cannot, 
therefore,  accept  the  Amendment,  evra  in 
its  amended  form,  because  we  do  not  think 
that  the  Irish  Legislature  ought  neces- 
sarily to  be  disabled  &om  inaking  any 
chai^  wiutever,  small  or  great,  in  the 
present  modes  (tf  appointment.  But  what 
we  feel  is  this:  If  there  be  any  real  danger 
that  the  Irish  Legislature  would  lend 
itself  to  daugei^u^^i^^i^^,^;^^  for 
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instance,  appointment  by  popular  vote, 
a  method  which  has  been  adopted  with 
most  nnfortnnate  results  in  manj  of  the 
United  States — the  GrOTemment  are  quite 
ready  to  consider  the  propriety  of  pre- 
venting such  a  step.  But  it  baa  never 
occurred  to  us— certainly  not  to  myself, 
though  I  am  pretty  familiar  with  the 
subject — for  a  moment  that  that  was  the 
precise  object  which  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment  had  in  view.  Clause  26, 
relating  to  the  tenure  of  the  Judges,  would 
seem  to  be  the  fitting  place  to  raise 
this  question.  We  cannot  raise  it  here ; 
but  when  we  come  to  that  clause  we 
shall  be  perfectly  willing  to  consider  it, 
and  in  these  circumstances  I  submit  that 
the  proper  course  would  be  for  the 
I  Amendment  now  to  be  withdrawn. 
I  *SiR  H.  JAMES  observed  that  the 
1  Cbaucellor  of  the  Duchy  had  placed  the 
question  in  a  most  remarkable  position. 
It  waa  a  question  of  legislation,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  just  said  that 
the  Irish  Legislature  ought  not  to  be 
prevented  from  dealing  with  the  mode  of 
appointment  in  any  way  it  pleased. 

Mr.  BRYCE  replied  that  he  had  said 
nothing  of  the  kind.  What  he  did  say 
VIS  that  he  did  not  think  it  right  to 
withdraw  from  the  Irish  Legislature  all 
power  of  making  Amendments,  great  or 
small,  in  the  present  modes  of  appoint- 
ment. 

•Sib  H.  JAMES  said,  that  this  was 
the  Legislative  Clause,  and  Clause  26 
had  uo  relation  whatever  to  the  subject 
of  legislation.  It  was  perfectly  foreign 
to  that  subject,  and  if  they  now  were  to 
draw  this  Bill  symmetrically  and  follow 
the  wishes  of  thedistinguished  draughts- 
man  of  the  Bill,  this  subject  must  be  left 
mt  of  the  Bill  altogethw,  or  inserted 
in  the  clause  under  discussion.  He 
could  not  conceive  that  anyone  would 
pat  upon  the  Ameudment  the  con- 
struction that  it  was  to  deal  only  with 
the  diminution  or  increase  of  numbers. 
It  most  include  the  mode  of  appointment, 
and  that  question  must  have  been  con- 
sidered by  the  Government. 

•Ma.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  had  stated  that 
lua  right  hon.  Friend  below  him  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfonr)  had  put  an  entirely  new 
OHiBtarttcUon  on  the  Amendment. 
Uh.  BRTCE  :  A  construction  we  did 

not  put  upon  it. 

•Ur.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said,  the 
coDstroetion  his  right  hon.  Friend  put  upon 
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it  was  the  coustrnctiou  he  himself  ex- 
plained in  hia  speech  in  moving  the 
Amendment.  He  could  not  con- 
gratulate the  Govemment  upon  their 
power  of  intopreting  plain  English 
words.  Such  perversity  of  interpretation 
was  only  to  be  explained  in  one  way.  The 
Government  did  not  wish  to  put  the  natural 
interpretation  on  the  words,  in  order  that 
they  might  have  an  easier  case  to  answer, 
and  that  atone  was  the  explanation  of  the 
attitude  they  had  taken  up.  He  should 
certainly  go  to  a  Division  on  the  ques- 
tion. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  really  cannot 
understand  why  the  hon.  Gentleman 
should  have  thought  fit  to  import  a  new 
tone  into  the  discussion  by  saying  we 
did  not  wish  to  understand  or  did  not 
care  rightly  to  interpret  his  words  because 
we  did  not  wish  to  understand  them. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  must  know  very 
well  that  that  is  not  the  explanation. 
What  happened  ?  The  hou.  Member 
made  his  speech  and  moved  his  Amend- 
ment, and  then  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  to 
explain  and  annul  the  meaning  of  the 
Ameudment.  It  was  at  the  suggestion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  new 
form  for  the  Amendment  was  pressed 
upon  the  House. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  only 
dealt  with  the  matter  very  briefly,  and 
not  as  suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gen^ 
tieman. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  at  all  events 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  admit 
that  ike  real  intention  of  the  Ameud- 
ment had  been  conveyed  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers. 

Mb.  a,  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  Go- 
vernment should  not  only  meet  the 
prejudices  of  his  bon.  Frieuds,  but  carry 

out  their  wishes. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  said,  coming  to 
Clause  3,  they  found  themselves  in  an 
extraordinary  position.  They  had  done 
their  best  to  meet  and  reconcile  pre- 
judices ;  but  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
did  not  seem  to  be  satisfied.  Might  he 
be  allowed  to  point  out  that  this  clause 
was  a  clause  excepting  from  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Irish  Legislature  certain 
large-fields  of  I^iialation  F  The  Amend- 
ment, however,  proposed  to  except  a 
specific  detail  in  a  specific  manner — 
namely,  the  subject-matter  relating  to 
the  appointment  of  Judges.  He  quite 
agreed  himself  it  wa5^^^o^|ii@,^^^ 
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tail.  He  did  not  want  to  underrate  or 
minimise  the  importance  of  this  Amend- 
ment ;*bat,  as  he  had  said,  there  was  a 
large  hranch  of  legislation  which  would 
come  under  the  limitation  of  powers,  and 
the  GoTermnent  contended  that  the 
matter  should  be  dealt  with  on  Clause 
26.  They  were  about,  bj  this  BUI,  to 
give  the  Irish  Xiegialature  power  to  make 
laws  for  seouriug  the  good  order  and  go- 
Terament  of  their  country  and  it  was 
absurd  to  say  that  that  Legislature,  who 
were  fit  to  make  those  laws,  were  not  fit 
to  appoint  the  Judges  who  were  to  ad- 
minister the  laws  they  might  impose. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Birmingham,  who  had  been  respon- 
sible for  the  order  and  the  good  goTern- 
ment  of  that  great  Municipality,  would 
scarcely  undertake  to  say  that  he  would 
care  to  be  responsible  for  that  order  and 
tiiat  good  gOTemmoit  if  the  Municipal 
Body  had  no  Exeeutire  power  over  those 
entrusted  with  the  carrying  out  of  the 
laws  that  Body  might  make. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  the 
Munioipality  in  question  did  not  appoint 
one  of  its  Magistrates,  Stipendiaries,  or 
Recorders,  who  administered  the  law. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  the  Munict- 
pality  did  not  make  the  laws  which  the 
Magistrates,  the  Stipendiaries,  or  the 
Recorders  administered,  whereas  the  Irish 
Legislature  would  make  those  laws.  He, 
howflTer,  had  been  refeiring  to  the  other 
Municipal  officers,  and  not  to  JudgesJ 
If  the  Legislature  was  capable  of  making 
laws  it  was  surely  capable  of  having  them 
carried  out.  He  thought  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  had  very  clearly  defined 
the  position,  and  he  need  say  no  more 
with  regard  to  it. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh, 
N.)  (who  was  received  with  cries  of 
"  Divide  I  **)  said,  he  would  only  occupy  a 
minute  or  two*s  time,  and  he  thought  no 
man  had  a  better  right  to  speak  on  this 
question  than  he  had,  because  he  repre- 
sented that  body  of  ^e  Irish  population 
who  would  be  presided  over  by  these 
Judges.  He  must  say  that  he  was 
entirely  in  the  dark  as  to  the  intentions 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  with 
regard  to  this  question.  If  the  Judges 
were  appointed  by  the  Irish  Executive 
they  would  be  appointed,  as  they  now 
were,  by  the  Independent  Irish  Lord 
Chuicellor,  who,  if  they  might  credit 
newspaper  reports,  would  be  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Louth. 

Mr.  J.  Morley 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  As  good  ss 
Ashbourne,  anyhow. 

Colonel     SAUNDERSON  said, 
when  they  had  a  Laud  League  Govern- 
ment the  object  of  that  Government 
would  be  to  bring  the  law  into  harmony 
with  the  feelings  of  the  majority  of  the  i 
Irish  people.   He  would  not  look  upon 
it  as  a  concession  to  allow  the  Judges  to  ' 
be  appointed  by  the  Lord  Chancelh)r  of 
Ireland  under  a  Home  Rule  Government. 
The  Party  he  belonged  to  would  look 
upon  a  concession  of  tbat  kind  as  abso- 
lutely fatal  to  their  liberty,  their  freedom, 
and  their  safety.     They  knew  that  the  | 
future  Irish  Judges  would  bring  the  law  i 
into  harmony  with  the  wishes  of  the  Irish  | 
people,  which  was  to  make  the  law  of  | 
the  land  synonymous  with  the  law  of  the  i 
League.   They  did  not  care  whether  the  I 
law  was  BO  brought  into  harmony  by 
Judges  chosen  one  way,  or  elected  as  in 
various  other  places.    He  would  support 
theAmendmentjbecause  he  looked  upon  it 
as  a  foundation-stone  for  further  pro- 
posals.   [  Cries  of  "  Oh  I  "]    There  was 
only  one  possibility  of  establishing  any- 
thing like  justice  under  Home  Rule,  and 
that  was  that  the  Judges  should  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Imperial  Parliament.  To 
vest  that  power  in  any  other  authority 
would  be  absolutely  rejected  by  him  and 
his  friends.    The  Government,  however, 
appeared  to  refuse  any  concession  in  Uiis 
direction. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  said,  that 
concessions  had  been  made  over  and  ovot 
again.    The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man spread  the  question  over  a  wide 
field  ;   but  the  right  hon.  Member  for  | 
West  Birmingham  brought  it  to  a  point ;  j 
and  he  wished  to  make  sure  that  the  ' 
position  of  the  Government,  and  of  him- 
self, was  appreciated.    With  reference 
to  the  appointment  of  the  Judges  by  the 
Crown,  they  had  made  a  promise  during  i 
the  Debate.   In  principle  they  had  no  i 
objection  to  that  course  ;  but  in  practice  \ 
it  mi^ht  be  found  objectionable.  If  they 
remamed  of  the  same  mind,  they  would 
give  effect  to  that  proposition ;  but  if 
they  saw  the  expediency  of  altering  their 
intention,  then  others   would  have  an 
opportunity  of  expressing  their  views. 
Their  objection  to  the  present  proposal 
was  that  it  was  a  disabling  measure.  In 
their  view,  this  should  be  done  by  a 
positive  proposal.    He  would  point  to 
the  speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  with  regard  to-^is  matter.  He 
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saitl  that  there  might  be  particular 
matters  as  to  which  there  ought  to  be 
l^slation,  and  with  which  the  Irish 
L^B^latnre  should  have  power  to  deal. 
He  could  see  no  reason  why  the  appoiut- 
mmt  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  ^uld 
stand  on  a  different  footing  to  that  of  other 
Judges.  They  must,  otherwise,  refuse 
to  shut  out  the  Irish  Legislature  from 
interfering  with  matters  in  which  it  might 
be  in  their  power  to  make  very  important 
improTements.  The  Government  were 
not  aware  of  any  objection  to  the  in- 
sertion of  such  a  provision  in  the  Bill ; 
but  it  would  be  necessary  to  consider 
in  what  form  and  where  it  ought  to  be 
inserted. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBBRLi.iif  and  Mr.  J.  J. 
Cuxcr  rose. 

Mb.  speaker  called  upon 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN,  who  said,  he 
would  not  stand  between  the  hon.  and 
learned  Grentleman  on  the  opposite  Bench 
for  more  than  a  moment.  He  merely 
rose  because  of  the  reference  that  had 
been  made  to  him  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  wished  his  own  position  and 
that  of  the  Government  to  be  well 
nnderstood  in  regard  to  this  matter.  He 
(Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  certainly  did  think 
he  understood  his  right  hon.  Friend  per- 
fectly ;  but  he  could  not  say  that  his 
statement  was  consistent  with  the  extra- 
ordinarily rigid  speech  of  the  Chief 
Secretary,  because,  after  bis  right  hon. 
Friend  bad  expressed  his  willingness  to 
give  a  favourable  cousideratiou  to  the 
principle  of  the  Amendment,  the  Chief 
Secretary  got  up  and  renewed,  in  the 
strongest  possible  terms,  the  protest  of 
the  Solicitor  General,  and  said  that 
where  responsibility  was  given  there 
power  must  also  be  given,  bo  that  if 
power  were  given  by  this  Bill  to  the 
Irish  Legislature  to  elect  Judges,  they 
most,  a  fortiori^  be  trusted  as  to  the  mode 
of  election.  Although  he  thought  the 
popular  mode  of  election  of  Judges  was 
ioadvisable,  yet  if  the  majority  of  the 
Representatives  of  the  people  in  Ireland 
should  in  the  future  desire  that  the 
election  should  be  popular  instead  of  the 
Judges  being  appointed  by  the  Crown, 
be  did  not  see  on  what  ground,  accord- 
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ing  to  the  principle  of  the  Chief 
Secretary,  there  could  be  any  objection. 
He  thought,  therefore,  the  Unionists 
were  boand  to  take  a  Division  by  way  of 
asserting  the  principle  they  desired  to 
have  accepted — that  with  regard  to  those 
matters  as  to  which  they  had  reason  to 
believe  the  lives  or  property  of  the 
minority  would  be  in  danger  they  were 
entitled  to  have  safeguards  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  said, 
he  would  not  detain  the  Committee.  He 
desired  to  say,  on  behalf  of  those  with 
whom  he  acted,  that  they  did  not  bind 
themselves  beforehand  to  vote  for  any 
Amendment  of  the  character  that  was 
suggested  by  the  Prime  Minister.  They 
were  entirely  in  accord  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy)  as  to  the  expediency  of 
vesting  the  appointment  of  the  Judges  in 
the  Crown,  acting  on  the  advice  of  the 
responsible  Executive.  He  had  never 
heard  any  Irish  Member  express  his  pre- 
ference for  any  other  mode,  and  he  did 
not  believe  that  an  Irish  Parliament 
would  propose  any  other  kind  of  appoint- 
ment. This,  however,  was  an  exclusively 
Irish  matter,  and  the  Irish  Legislature 
ought,  therefore,  to  have  the  power  to 
deal  with  the  subject  as  it  liked.  He 
desired  to  safeguard  the  position  of  his 
Party,  not  only  with  regard  to  this  eon- 
cession,  but  also  with  regard  to  some 
other  concessions,  or  promised  con- 
cessions, as  to  which  they  must  not  be 
taken  beforehand  as  assenting  to  them. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  it  would 
spare  a  Division,  and  so  save  time,  if  the 
Amendment  were  amended  as  proposed, 
and  a  Division  taken  upon  it  in  its 
amended  form. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  '  mode  of ' 
bo  inserted  before  the  word  *  appoint- 
ment,* *'  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  *(6) 
The  mode  of  appoiutment  of  Judges  or 
Magistrates  or,^  be  there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  255  ; 
Noes  291.— (Division  List,  No.  116.) 

And,  it  being  after  Midnight,  the 
Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his 

report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 
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PIEK    AND    HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  3)  BILL.-;(No.3420 
Bead  the  third  time»  and  passed. 

PIER    AND   HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL.- (No.  354.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

NEW  WRIT. 

For  Linlithgowshire,  r.  Peter. 
M'Lagan,  esquire,  Manor  of  Nqrthstead. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled^ 
"  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
the  Madras  and  Bombay  Annies." 
[Madras  '  and  Bombay  Armies  Bill 
\Lord8\. 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to 
confirm  certain  Provisioual  Ot-ders  made 
by*  tlie  Education  Department  under 
*^Tlie"  Elementary  Education  Act,  1870,' 
to  enable  the  School  Boards  for  Chiswick, 
Hawortb,  and  West  Ham  to  put  in  force 
*  The  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act, 
1845  ;*  and  the  Acts  amending  the  same." 
[Elementary  Education  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (CWswick,  &c.) 
Bill  ^Lords']. 

.  lUUway  Rates  and  Charges, — That 
they  .do  give  leave  to  the  Lord  Balfour  of 
Burleigh  to  attend  in  order  to  his  being 
examined  as  a  Witness  before  the  Select 
Conunittee  appointed  by  this  House  on 
Kailway.  Rates  and  Chaiges,  his  Lord- 
ship (in  his  place)  consentiug. 

PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Hibbert,  Bill  to  ffrani 
money  for  the  pnrpose,  of  certain  lo(»l  loans, 
onlered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sit  John  Hibbert 
ami  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Billpresentedf  and  read fint  tiifie.  [Bill383.] 

COUNTY  OP  THE  CITY  OF  GLASGOW  BILL. 

Select  Committee  on  the  Coanty  ctf  the  Citj 
of  Gla^w  Bill  mnninated  of, — Dr.  Cameron, 
Mr.  Dcoiald  Crawford,  and  Sir  Herbert  Max- 
well, witii  two  Members  to  be  added  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection. — ( Mr.  Matjorihanlu.) 

LAND  TAX  COMMISSIONSBS*  NAMES 
BILL.— (No.  164.) 

Read  a  second  tirne^  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 


Ordered,  That  the  Members  for  Counties  do 
prepay  lists  of  the  Christian  and  surnaraee  of 
Commivionera  for.  executing  the  Land  Tax 
Acts  for  their  respective  Counties.  ' 

Ordered, '  That  Members  for  Boroi^hs  and 
Places  having  Commissionerg  executing  excla- 
sive  jarisdietion  within  the  Bame  undfer  the  said 
Acts  do  {)iepar«  similar  lists  of  Commissioners 
for  executing  the.  said  Acts  within  such 
BoroughA'ana  Places  lypectively. 

.  Ordered^  That  Members  for  other  Boroughs 
and  Places'do  prepare  similar  lists  of  Commis- 
sioners for  executing  the  said  Acta  for  the 
Counties  in  which  ■  such  last-mentionetl 
Boroughs  apd  Places  are -situate. — (tiir  John 
JlibbertJ.  ,  ■  , 

AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINGS  BILL. 

(No.  35.)  .  : 

. '  Otder  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn,  . 

FIRMS  RKGISTIIATION  BILL.— (No.  119.> 

Order  f  Or  -  Second  Reading  read^  aad 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn.  ' 

PUBLIC  ACCOUNTANTS  BJI,L.— (No.  65.) 

Order  for.  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  .withdrawn. 

PUBLIC  ACCOUNTANTS  (No.  2)  BILL. 

(No.  248.)  •  ' 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

FERTILISERS  AND  FEGDINO  STUFFS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Herbert  Ganlner,  'BilI  to 
amend  the  Law  with  respect  to  the'  sale '  of 
Agricultural  Fertilisen  uid  Feeding  Stoffs* 
onlered  io  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  HerbeYt, 
Gardn^,  Mr.  John  Morley  and  the  hcxd  Advo-' 
cate. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bi]1884.X 

lUPkOVEUENT  OP  LAND  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Herbrtrt  Oardner,  Bill  to 
extend  the  o)>eration  of  "The  Improvement  of 
Land  Act,  1864,"  so  far  as  regards  Scotland, 
ordered  to  be  brouglit  in  by  Mr.  Herbert  Gard- 
ner and  Sir  George  Trevelyan. 

Bill  pre8cnted,and  read  first  time.  [Bill  385.] 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minuted 
after  Twelve  o'clock.- 


Digitizes  by 


Google 


289    Authorised  Companies     {6  June  1893} 


(Liquor)  Bill.  290 


HOUSE    OF  LORDS, 
Tuesday^  6th  June  1893. 


Sevenl  Lords — ^Took  the  Oath. 

AUTHORISED    COMPAyiBS  (LIQUOR) 
BILL  [H.L.]  (No.  26.) 
SECOND  READING.  [aDJOCBNED 
DEBATE.j 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

'The  Bishop  of  CHESTER,  iu 
mortng  the  Second  Readmg,  said,  he 
voflld  try  to  be  as  brief  as  he  possibly 
conld,  bat  his  subject  Qecessarily  carried 
him  to  some  extent  into  unfamiliar 
regions.  He  wonld  especially  avoid 
going  again  over  the  ground  he  traversed 
iu  moving  the  First  Reading.  The  late 
Sir  George  Comewall  Lewis  said 
that  the  practical  experiments  of  one 
coQDtry  served  as  the  scientific  experi- 
ments of  its  neighbours.  Unfortunately, 
(he  jHiuitieal  experiments  of  other  nations 
wu  a  somewhat  lengthy  matter,  which 
required  somewhat  fuller  treatment  than 
those  within  our  own  experience.  He 
wonld  explain  at  the  outset  the  views  of 
the  authors  and  promoters  of  this  Bill 
with  regard  to  temperance  legislation. 
They  were  not  under  the  delusion  that 
it  was  possible  to  make  men  temperate  by 
Act  of  Parliament,  but  they  did  believe 
that  it  was  possible  to  clear  away  the 
obstructions  which  hindered  those  other 
influences — religion,  education,  and 
civilisation  generally— which  were  them- 
Eelves  the  strongest  motive  Inflnences  in 
creating  temperance.  They  considered 
that  that  was  a  general  belief,  and  it  was 
Gurely  acknowledged  to  be  so  when 
lieensing  proposals  were  before  Parlia* 
meet  and  the  country  in  1888  and  1890. 
It  was  remarked  that  at  that  time, 
although  opinions  differed,  no  oue  was 
fonnd  to  say  "  Why  can't  you  let  it 
alone  ? "  The  revelations  iu  Govern- 
m^t  Returns  and  elsewhere  spoke 
so  very  strongly  that  it  was  felt, 
he  believed  on  all  sides,  that  things 
ought  to  be  made  better,  if  legislation 
Gould  do  anything  in  that  direction.  In 
a  Farliunentary  Return  it  was  shown 

VOL.  XIII.   [fourth  series.] 


that  every  year  one  person,  on  an  average, 
out  of  every  173  was  convicted  of 
drunkenness,  and  that  iu  borouglm  the 
number  of  public-houses  bore  exactly  the 
same  proportion  to  their  inhabttantu;  there 
was  one  pnblic-house  for  every  1 73  inhabi- 
tants. Lord  Randolph  Churchill,  in  moving 
a  Resolution  on  the  subject,  pointed  out 
that,  although  a  considerable  reduction 
had  been  made  iu  the  number  of  public- 
houses,  a  further  reduction  was  necessary  ; 
and  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  had  remarked  that  that  was 
the  opinion  of  all  his  Colleagues,  as  well 
as  of  himself.  The  principles  of  the 
Bill  which  he  asked  their  Lordships  to 
read  a  second  time — its  main  novel 
features,  if  he  might  say  so — were  that 
it  first  of  all  placed  very  clearly  before 
the  mind  of  the  country  the  idea  that 
the  entertainment  of  the  people  was  of 
the  highest  national  importance.  All 
were  agreed  that  the  entertainment  ^^hould 
be  made  as  bright,  wholesome,  and 
serviceable  as  it  could  be  ;  aud,  in  order 
to  do  this,  the  Bill  proposed  to  give  a 
fair  chance  to  that  public  spirit  whtchy 
in  other  departments  of  life,  had  douo  so 
much  to  give  greater  purity  and  whole- 
someness  to  life.  What  would  our 
social  life  be  if  everything  was  to  be 
handed  over  to  private  enterprise,  and 
public  spirit  were  to  be  entirely  put  out 
of  sight  ?  This  was  a  point  on  which 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  laid  great 
stress.  Xhey  thought  it  was  desirable 
to  let  a  little  new  blood,  as  it  were,  into 
our  system  of  licensed  victualling.  That 
had  been  done  with  success  in  Scandi- 
navia, and  why  could  it  not  be  done  in 
England  ?  He  believed  that  it  could  be 
done  with  equal  success  in  England  if 
the  experiment  were  properly  tried,  as  it 
would  be  under  this  Bill.  The  measure  did 
not,  he  ventured  to  say,  iu  any  objection- 
able way  interfere  with  personal  freedom. 
It  attempted  to  carry  out  the  first  recom- 
mendation of  the  Committee  upon  which 
sat  the  Bishop  of  Peterborough,  the 
author  of  the  famous  paradox  that  "  he 
would  rather  see  England  free  than 
sober."  He  had  carefully  inquired  whether 
any  detrimental  effects  had  followed  the 
introduction  of  this  system,  and  he  had 
found  none.  The  Swedes  and  Nor- 
wegians were  as  good  sailors  now  as 
they  ever  were,  and  our  own  Army  had 
not  suffered  any  detriment  from  the 
introduction  of  what  was  practically  the 
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Gothenburg  system,  and  from  its  great 
development  in  India  under  the  auspices 
of  Lord  Roberts.  It  was  of  the  greatest 
importaace  that  their  Lordships  should 
distinguish  between  the  negative  freedom 
— wliich  too  frequently  usurped  the  title — 
and  positive  freedom.  Negative  freedom 
clauued  the  right  to  be  what  one  liked, 
acd  to  have  do  master  l>at  oiie*s  own 
mood,  which  was  the  freedom  of  the  spoilt 
child,  or  of  the  rake,  or  anyone  else  who 
went  the  wrong  way.  Positive  freedom — 
the  power  to  be  one's  best  and  fullest  self 
— could  never  be  won  except  by  self- 
■diseipline ;  and  self -discipline,  for  the 
station,  must  surely  very  often  take  the 
form  of  legislation.  He  had  attempted, 
when  he  was  introducing  the  Bill,  to  show 
what  the  growth  of  the  Gothenburg 
system  had  been.  Starting  from 
1879  it  underwent  a  very  thorough  and 
searching  examination  at  the  hands  of  a 
Committee  of  their  Lordships^  House,  and 
became  the  first  recommendation  of  that 
Committee.  Since  that  time  the  system 
had  spread  over  Sweden  and  Norway. 
It  had  been  adopted  in  principle  by  the 
Federal  Government  of  Switzerland.  At 
the  International  Alcoholic  Congress, 
held  in  Christiania  tn  1890,  the  Director 
of  the  Swiss  Federal  monopoly  said  that 
the  Gothenburg  system  was  the  best  yet 
known  solution  of  the  question  of  in- 
temperance. The  evidence  up  to 
February  Ust  was  satisfactory  on  the 
side  of  the  Gothenburg  system.  Since 
then,  however,  he  had  received  further  in- 
formation. A  Supplementary  Report 
had  been  received  from  Sir  Francis 
Plunkett,  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at 
■Stockholm,  which  was  satisfactory  as  to 
Sweden.   It  stated— 

"  I  hear  from  all  qnarteis  that  the  system 
contiaues  to  be  in  Sweden  as  etmpletely  satis- 
factoiy  as  ever."  * 

As  to  the  returns  of  drunkenness  and 
pauperism,  the  Report  pointed  out  that 
the  weak  point  of  any  attempt  to  deal 
with  the  statistics  of  Sweden  lay  in  the 
fact  that  the  Grothenburg  system  at 
present  had  no  control  over  beer  and  wine 
drinking,  which  had  been  growing,  and 
had  unfortunately  even  affected  women — 
a  perfectly  new  thing  ia'  Sweden.  In 
Sweden  the  sale  of  b«er  was  not  under 
Government  control,  and  [there  was  no 
Excise  Duty  on  beer  or  malt ;  but  the 
whole  movement  of  opinion  in  Sweden 
and  Norway  was  to  brmg  beer  and  wine 
Tk»  Bishop  of  Chester 
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uuder  control  as  well  as  spirits,  which 
were  formerly  the  great  national  cause 
of  intemperance.  Passing  next  to 
pauperism.  Sir  Francis  Plunkett  referred 
to  a  pamphlet  circulated  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  County  Brewers'  Society.  Ac- 
cording to  those  crudely  stated  statistics,  it 
would  seem  as  though  Sweden  was  inahid 
state  with  reference  to  pauperism ;  but 
Sir  Francis  Plunkett  had  inquired  the 
Statistical  Department,  and  had  fonnd 
that  the  reason  of  the  great  increase 
since  1887  was  due  to  the  Returns  being 
now  made  out  on  a  different  basis  from 
formerly.  He  had  been  informed  also 
that  in  Norway  medical  relief  such  as  was 
granted  in  our  hospitals  and  dispensaries 
constituted  pauperism ;  and,  therefore, 
if  our  pauper  statistics  were  treatol  on 
the  same  basis,  they  would  soon  mount 
up.  Pauperism,  it  was  further  pointed 
out,  existed  in  Sweden  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent ;  but,  as  compared  with  the  large 
British  towns,  the  condition  in  Sweden 
was  remarkable  for  the  absence  of  any 
number  of  hungry  and  needy  poor.  All 
the  Despatches  from  the  Consuls  and 
the  Vice  Consuls  in  Sweden  continued 
to  be  satisfactory.  Sir  Francis  Plunkett 
made  this  very  significant  statement — 

"  In  no  place  where  the  Oothenbur?  Bjatem 
of  licensing  had  been  introduced  is  any  desiit 
expressed  to  go  back  to  the  former  state  of 
things." 

He  admitted  that  the  correspond  ing  Report 
from  Norway  was  not  a  satisfactory  one  on 
the  surface.  Though  the  Consul  General 
had  sent  a  Report  to  the  Foreign  Office, 
which  was  on  the  whole  unsatisfactory 
and  disparaging  to  the  system,  he 
doubted  whether  they  should  be  able  to 
accept  it  as  representing  the  real  facts  of 
the  case.  Last  year  the  Consul  General 
published  a  new  edition  of  Murrajf*s 
Guide  to  Norvoay;  and  if  thdr 
Lordships  compared  the  statements 
made  in  that  tiook  with  those  in  the 
Report  a  year  afterwards,  it  would  be 
seen  that  there  were  some  discrepancies 
not  easy  to  account  for.  The  Norwegian 
Government  had  receutly)f  orwarded  to  the 
Foreign  Office  a  refutation  of  the  Consul 
General's  Report,  describing  it  as  being  in 
a  deplorable  degree  inconsistent  with  the 
facts,  and,  on  the  whole  case,  giving  an 
entirely  misleading  conception  <^  the 
later  working  of  the  Norw^pan  institu- 
tion. The  Burgomaster  of  Bergen,  a 
Member  of  the  Norwegian  FarliameDt, 
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Kad  Mioister  of  the  Govcroment  Depart- 
meat    in    charge   of    Liceusmg,  bore 
out  the  view  as  to  the  value  of  the 
Gotbenbnrg   system  and   the  uDtrust- 
worthioess  of  the  Report.    The  leadiag 
British  residents  id  Norway  were  at  the 
present  time  drawing  up  a  Petition  to 
the  Foreign  Secretary  asking  him  to 
vi&draw  the  Report  from  circuhition. 
He  had,  besides,  a  considerable  body  of 
testimony   from   Burgomasters,  police 
officials,  ecclesiastics,  and  other  repre- 
i    sentative  men  in  Norway,  as  well  that 
of  the  eminent  American  specialist.  Dr. 
Gonld,  who  had  been  sent  over^u  behalf 
of  the  Washington  Labour  Department  as 
President  of  a  Commission   to  inquire 
into  the  conditions  of  labour  in  the  great 
manufacturing  couutriesof  £urope.  Dr. 
Gould  had  been  studying  the  Gothenburg 
system,  and  his  Report  to  Congress  spoke 
strongly  in  favour  of  the  system,  de- 
scribed its  beu^cial  effects,  and  stated 
that  any  &ilnre  was  due  rather  to  defects 
in  the  existing  law — referring  to  what 
had  been  so  frequently  mentioned — the 
absence  of  control  over  the  sale  of  beer 
and  vrine.    The  net  result  of  the  evi- 
dence in  regard  to  the  working  of  the 
j    Gothenburg  system  was  decidedly  favour- 
I    able  to  it,  and  the  system  now  stood  in 
I    their  Lordships  presence,  so  to  speak,  in 
a  stronger  position  by  far  than  it  occupied 
in  1879,  when  it  was  first  recommended 
by  the  Committee  of  theu*  Lordships^ 
House — f arstronger  even  than  iu  February 
last.    Passing  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  itself,  he  explained  that  the  Licens- 
ing Anthority  was  untouched  by  it. 
With  regard  to  the  adoption  or  rejection 
of  the  system,  why  should  not  that  be  left 
[    to  the  people  of  the  locality  ?    It  was 
!    felt  that  the  burden  of  responsibility 
would    be  too  heavy  to  place  on  the 
shoulders  of  the  Licensing  Magistrates, 
bat  why  should  not  the  County  Councils 
have  the  right  of  adoption  or  rejection 
placed  on  their  shoulders  ?    The  reason 
which  decided  them  against  that  was  the 
great  desire  to  keep  the  County  Councils 
free  from  any  connection  with  the  liquor 
taffic.    They  wished  to  keep  the  County 
I     Councils  away  from  drink  issues,  and, 
therefore,  they  came  ultimately  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  was  best  to  leave  the 
decision  to  the  people  who  were,  after 
all,  most  affected — to  those  who  enjoyed 
the  local    government    franchise.  It 
ns  not  easy  to  find  any  method  of  deal- 


ing with  the  subject  which  was  free 
from  difficulty  ;  but,  at  all  events,  the 
authors  of  the  measure  frankly  proposed 
to  place  the  question  before  the  people. 
It  would  be  necessary,  of  course,  to 
educate  them  in  this  matter.  They  were 
perfectly  aware  that  the  publicans  and 
brewers  had  considerable  advantage  in 
commanding  public  opinion ;  but  it  seemed 
to  them  best  to  meetue  public  frankly— 
to  trust  them  and  educate  them,  feeling 
that  when  theyhad  considered  the  question 
in  all  its  bearings  they  would  give  the 
system  a  fair  trial  if  it  came  to  them 
under  proper  auspices.  With  regard  to 
authorisation  and  control  of  the  com- 

Eany,  the  authorisation  rested  with  the 
local  Government  Board,  and  the  con- 
trol with  the  Local  Authorities,  which 
were  to  be  largely  represented  upon  the 
Directorate,  and  which  had  also  the 
power  of  appointing  auditors.  Besides 
that,  there  was  the  important  fact  that 
the  system  was  thoroughly  open  to 
public  opinion,  and  those  who  stndied 
the  history  of  the  matter — in  Switzerland 
as  well  as  in  Sweden  and  Norway — would, 
he  thought,  be  struck  by  the  way  iu 
which  public  opinion  was  brought  to  bear 
upon  any  defects  iu  the  system,  and  upon 
those  who  were  responsible  for  improv- 
ing and  amending  it.  He  now  came  to  the 
great  difficulty  which  beset  not  only  this 
Bill,  but  all  temperance  reform — the 
question  of  compensation.  There  were 
those  who  held  we  doctrine  of  the  im- 
mortality of  licences,  who  said  that 
licences  were  granted  practically  for 
infinity.  The  opposite  extreme,  of 
course,  was  no  compensation.  Was 
there  not  some  solid  ground  to  be  found 
between  these  two  extremes  ?  They 
did  not  suppose  that  they  had  in  that 
Bill  fouud  the  best  solution  of  the  diffi- 
culty. They  had  endeavoured  to  find 
the  best  working  hypothesis  or  method 
that  they  could.  Thronghout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  the  country  there  were 
vast  numbers  of  persons  who  simply 
wanted  to  do  what  was  just  and  equit- 
able, if  they  could  see  clearly  what  was 
just  and  equitable.  They  wished 
to  do  what  was  just  to  the  publican  and 
just  to  the  people.  As  to  compensation, 
they  all  rocoguised  that  there  was  a 
reasonable  expectation  of  continuance, 
and  it  had  been  stated  that  Probate  was 
levied  upon  the  principle  that  licences 
might  last  for  ever.    CapitaL  had  been 
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invested  on  this  reasonable  expectation. 
On  the  other  hand,  could  it  he  said  that 
the  law  contemplated  the  existence  of 
mere  "tippling"  houses,  or  the  tied 
house  system,  to  the  extent  to  which  it 
had  gone  in  this  country  ?  ,  Again,  with 
regard  to  notice  to  the  licensed  victuallers, 
he  pointed  out  that  in  Mr.  Bruce's  Bill 
of  1871 10  years  was  made  the  limit,  and 
since  then  licensed  victuallers  had  had 
^  23  years^  notice  allowed  to  them. 
Theu  it  must  not  be  forgotten  that 
licences  were,  after  all,  the  property 
of  the  people  for  the  good  of  the 
people,  and  that  that  lucrative  mono- 
poly had  to  be  used  and  controlled 
for  the  benefit  of  the  people  at  large, 
^he  proposal  of  the  Bill  was  that  five 
years'  notice  should  be  given,  and  that 
within  that  period  the  owners  of  a  licensed 
house  could  compel  the  company  to  buy 
them  up,  just  as  the  company  could  com- 

Sel  the  publicaus  to  be  bought  out.  He 
[d  not  say  that  was  an  ideal  solution, 
but  it  was,  at  all  events,  the  most  liberal 
solution  of  the  question  at  present  before 
the  country.  It  was,  at  all  events,  an 
honest  attempt  to  provide  a  working 
hypothesis  for  the  further  discussion  of 
this  fundamental  question.  The  Bill 
proposed  that  clubs  should  be  registered ; 
but  as  that  subject  was  under  the  con- 
sideration of  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  he  did  not  regard  it  as  an 
essential  part  of  the  Bill.  The  provision 
had  been  introduced  because,  from  all 
sides,  and  certainly  not  least  from  the 
licensed  victuallers  themselves,  the  pro- 
moters were  told  that  clubs  were  becom- 
ing a  terrible  source  of  mischief  through- 
out the  country.  As  regarded  the 
reduction  in  the  number  of  public-houses 
and  the  questions  of  interest  and  surplus 
profits,  he  left  the  Bill  to  speak  for  itself. 
The  scheme  ciune  to  Ihelr  Lordships  re- 
commended by  a  Committee  of  that 
House.  The  authors  and  promoters 
desired  that  it  should  be  made  as  effec- 
tive and  as  equitable  as  possible,  and  he 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  look  beyond 
the  Mover  of  the  Second  Beading  to 
those  veterans  (if  he  might  so  call  them) 
in  philanthropy,  and  in  Parliamentary 
and  licensing  experience  who  had  set  their 
seal  to  the  Bill,  to  the  experience  of 
Scandinavia,  and  of  our  own  Army,  and, 
above  all,  to  the  interests  of  those  multi- 
tudes whose  lives  were  so  grey,  and  even 
ghastly  in  many  instances.    Surely  their 
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Lordships  would  think  any  attempt  to 
brighten  and  improve  the  lives  of  those 
multitudes  worthy  of  attention. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2».'* 
—{The  Bishop  of  Chester.) 

*The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  did  not 

intend  to  follow  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
into  any  details  of  the  Gothenbui^ 
system.  Like  other  Members  of  that 
House  he  had  read  a  good  deal  upon  the 
subject  and  of  the  evidence  in  favour  of 
it,  and  had  always  thought  that,  theoreti- 
cally, there  was  much  to  be  said  in  its 
favour.  In  particular,  it  tended  to  con- 
centrate the  responsibility  of  those  who 
sold  liquor  and  enabled  the  virtuous  feel- 
ings of  the -community  to  find  expression 
in  the  management  of  those  houses.  If 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  insisted  on  pushing 
the  Motion  to  a  Division  he  should  cer- 
tainly not  be  inclined  to  vote  against  it ; 
but  he  could  not  help  asking  him  to  con- 
sider the  position  of  Parliament  with 
reference  to  the  whole  question.  This 
was  the  second  attempt,  and  a  most 
gallant  attempt  it  was,  from  the  Episcopal 
Bench  to  rescue  this  question  from  tbe 
hands  of  political  Parties,  and  tbe  object 
seemed  to  be  rather  to  raise  tbe 
general  principle  in  that  House,  and  to 
have  the  question  of  liquor  legislation 
fairly  debated  there.  Unfortunately, 
their  Lordships  knew  that  Debates  in 
that  House  which  were  not  followed 
by  a  Division  were  apt  to  fail,  but 
on  this  occasion  a  special  appeal 
was  made  to  their  I^irdships  which 
he  thought  they  should  recognise. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  began  by  direct- 
ing the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
part  which  it  was  possible  for  legislation 
to  take  in  the  promotion  of  temperance 
amongst  the  people.  That  was  a  very 
luge  and  most  interesting  subject — one 
of  the  most  interesting  social  questions 
which  could  be  debated  in  either  House 
of  Parliament ;  and  it  was  one  upon 
which  there  was  more  difference  of 
opinion  than  at  first  sight  appeared.  He 
could  not  quite  agree  with  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  that  the  Gothenburg  system  left 
personal  freedom  untouched.  That,  he 
thought,  could  not  be  said  in  favour  of 
any  legislation  which  had  been  proposed 
on  this  subject.  It  certainly  would  put 
au  end  to  the  freedom  of  obtaining  in- 
dividual licences  ;  and  when  a  vote  was 
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taken  under  the  Gothenburg  system, 
iodividaal  liberty  with  regard  to  the  sale 
of  drink  was  unquestionably  interfered 
iritb.  He  -was  not  one  of  those,  how- 
6Ter,  who  thought  that  a  fatal  objection. 
Probablj,  no  Member  of  their  Lordflbipft' 
House  entertained  a  stronger  feeling  than 
hinuelf  in  favour  of  the  general  principle 
of  indiridoal  liberty,  and  be  ventured  to 
assert  that  the  onus  probandi  in  such 
eases  ought  always  to  be  laid  upon  those 
who  wished  to  restrict  individual  freedom 
in  any  matter  of  trade  and  commerce. 
Still,  there  was  no  difficulty  in  making 
eat  a  strong  case  for  some  limitation  on 
individual  freedom  in  regard  to  the  sale 
of  alcoholic  'drink.  Their  Lordships 
might  easily  reject  the  Bill  of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate,  bat  they  would  not  get  rid 
<rf  the  subject.  The  subject  was  before 
them  and  before  the  people,  and,  what 
was  more,  it  was  in  the  hands  of  the 
political  Parties,  and  notwithstanding  all 
their  efforts,  the  right  rev.  Bench  would 
not  be  able  to  get  it  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  political  Parties.  It  affected  too 
many  votes,  and  was  a  burning  question 
in  too  many  cases,  and  he  was  not  at  all 
sore  that  this  proposal  would  not  increase 
tbe  irritation  and  passion  in  regard  to  it. 
There  were  at  the  present  moment  five 
separate  schemes  dealing  with  the  liquor 
traffic  beftm  the  country. 

The  Earl  op  WEMYSS  said,  there 
were  11  altogether. 

•The  Buke  op  ARGYLL  said,  his 
noble  Friend  on  tbe  Cross  Benches  was 
taking  in  a  number  of  small  local  mea- 
sures, but  there  were  at  least  five  large 
intjposals  before  Parliament.  First  of 
all,  there  was  the  existing  law,  which, 
thoogh  it  might  require  amendment,  was 
founded  on  a  very  intelligible  principle. 
Then  there  were  the  plan  of  the  Govern- 
ment, the  plan  of  the  Bishop  of  London, 
the  plan  of  the  Bishop  of  Chester,  and 
tiie  Bill  relating  to  the  liquor  traffice  in 
connection  with  the  North  Sea  Fisheries, 
which,  though  small  in  regard  to  the 
area  of  its  application,  was  stronger  than 
any  he  had  seen  in  regard  to  the  principles 
involved.  That  was  a  Bill  which  he 
presomed  would  pass,  because  it  was 
backed  by  the  Foreign  Office,  and  it  was 
not  merely  a  mnnicipal  or  national 
matter,  but  a  Bill  involving  principles 
to  which  this  country  was  bound  by 
Protocol  with  foreign  nations.  All  these 
ftve  schemes  were  before  Fhrliament,  and 
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they  ought  to  be  considered  more  or  less 
together.  One  feature  common  to  all 
tbe  plans  was,  that  each  assumed  that  it 
was  right  and  practical  on  the  part  of 
Parliament  to  restrict  the  liquor  trade. 
Individual  freedom  wm  not  the  principle 
adopted  in  any  one  of  those  schemes. 
It  was  not  the  principle  of  the  existing 
law  ;  it  was  not  tbe  principle  of  the  Go- 
vernment plan  ;  it  was  not  the  principle 
of  the  Bishop  of  London's  Bill  ;  it  was 
not  the  principle  .of  the  Gothenburg  sys* 
tem  ;  uor  was  it,  above  all,  the  system 
which  had  been  agreed  upon  with  regard 
to  the  supply  of  liquor  to  the  fishing  fleet 
in  the  North  Sea.  Was  there  agreement 
in  recognising  the  principle  that  the 
liquor  trade  should  be  put  on  another 
footing  from  any  other  trade?  That 
was  the  fundamental  principle  before 
their  Lordships,  and  upon  that  ques- 
tion they  did  not  appear  to  be 
agreed.  Many  of  their  Lordships  ob- 
viously thought  that  all  legislation  on 
this  subject  was  absolutely  useless  ;  and 
the  logical  conclusion  from  that  was 
that  it  was  perfectly  useless  for  Parlia- 
ment to  take  any  step  in  the  matter  at 
all.  At  once  he  would  say  that  he  did 
not  agree  with  that  view.  Their  Lord- 
ships had  no  doubt  seen  the  letter  of 
Lord  Grimthorpe  in  The  Time$  of  tlut 
morning  against  the  Bill;  and  if  they 
read  between  its  tines,  it  was  plain  that 
that  noble  and  learned  Lord  was  against 
all  restrictions  whatever  in  regard  to  the 
sale  of  drink.  That  was  the  feeling  of 
a  great  many  people  in  regard  to  this 
Bill.  They  said  it  would  not  stop 
drunkenness  ;  then  they  said  it  was  im- 
possible to  make  meu  sober  by  Act  of 
Parliament ;  then  they  referred  to  the 
great  change  which  bad  taken  place  in 
the  habits  of  the  upper  and  middle 
classes,  and  hoped  that  change  would 
come  about  for  tbe  working  cluses  also. 
He  entirely  agreed  in  the  desirability  of 
that  consummation.  Tbey  all  hoped 
that  with  change  of  opinion  and  change 
of  habit,  with  more  popular  amusements, 
and  by  individual  effort,  the  working 
classes  might  be  ultimately  weaned  from 
tbe  excessive  use  of  driuk.  But  their 
Lordships  would  be  more  sanguine  than 
he  was  if  they  did  not  think  that  tiiis 
consummation  was  still  at  a  remote  dis- 
tance. It  was  said  by  some  that  exces- 
sive eating  was  as  had  as  excessive 
drinking.     That   was^^  n,g^^g|^. 


{6  June  1893} 


299      Authorised  Companies  {LORDS} 


(Liquor)  Bill.  300 


ceesive  eating  and  excessive  drink- 
ing could  not  be  put  on  tbe  same 
footing.  Excessive  drinking  was  a 
nuisance,  whereas  excessive  eating  was 
not.  To  put  excessive  eating  and  ex- 
cessive drinking  on  tbe  same  footing 
■yas  to  deny  obvious  facts.  In  the  man- 
agement of  their  own  estates  their  Lord- 
ships would  admit  that  the  prohibition  of 
public-houses  on  them  was  a  great 
advantage.  On  his  own  estate  in  Scot- 
land, where  lie  had  cons^erable  property 
on  the  shores  of  the  Firth  of  Clyde,  it 
wag  considered  an  element  in  the  vaJue 
of  those  lands  that  a  leaseholder  should 
be  prohibited  from  selling  drink,  and  a 
distinct  additional  value  was  given  to 
property  where  no  public-houseB  were 
allowed.  A  few  years  ago  a  very  re- 
markable case  was  brought  before  their 
Lordships'  House  in  their  judicial  capa- 
city by  a  distinguished  Member  of  the 
House.  At  first,  under  the  feu  charters  of 
his  estate,  no  <me  was  allowed  to  erect  a 
public-house  on  the  property ;  but  that 
clause  had  not  been  enforced  for  many 
years,  and  after  a  time  a  number*  of 
houses  were  devoted  to  the  sale 
of  drink.  The  proprietor  at  last 
said  that  the  houses  ought  to 
be  closed.  The  answer  to  that 
was,  "  You  have  condoned  them  now  for 
so  many  years  that  you  cannot  shut  them 
up."  That  case  was  brought  before  the 
Court  of  Session  in  Scotland,  which  held 
that  the  proprietor  had  lost  his  right  to 
prohibit  them ;  but  he  appealed  to  this 
House,  and  it  was  decided  that  he  bad 
not  lost  his  right.  He  quoted  that  case 
to  show  that  owners  in  the  management 
of  their  properties  were  accustomed  to 
recognise  that  the  existence  of  public- 
houses  was  often  considered  a  nuisance 
to  those  around,  and  a  source  of  public 
inconvenience  and  danger,  and  that  their 
absence  increased  the  value  property. 
With  regard  to  the  question  whether 
legislation  could  affect  drunkenness  or  not, 
he  had  himself  always  gone  on  the 

Cciple  that  the  exclusion  of  public- 
les  had  a  great  effect  in  producing 
sobriety.  He  bad  never  given  sites  for, 
or  sanctioned  the  opening  of,  public- 
houses  on  certain  parishes  on  bis  estate. 
He  did  not  say  that  the  prohibition 
of  public-houses  prevented  drinking. 
It  did  not.  He  did  not  want  to 
prevent  people  drinking  in  their  own 
Jtouses.  What  he  wanted  was  to  prevent 

The  Duke  of  Argyll 


people  drinking  in  public-houses,  for 
public-houses  were  centres  of  temptation. 
He  entirely  agreed  with  the  Bishop  of 
London  that  every  public-house  was  a 
temptation  to  a  certain  class  of  persons; 
and  that  if  the  number  of  public-houses 
were  diminished,  the  chance  of  drunken- 
ness would  also  be  diminished.  He  conld 
say  that  in  the  particular  parish  he  had 
mentioned  tbe  absence  of'  public-houses 
had  had  the  best  possible  effect.  Snmken- 
nesB  was  hardly  known  there.  True,  it 
happened  to  be  an  island,  and  could 
therefore  be  more  easily  d^ended,  as  the 
people  could  only  get  drink  from  Glas- 
gow, but  he  believed  that  drunkenness 
was  comparatively  unknown  in  that 
parish.  It  was  denied  by  some  that  the 
abolition  of  public-houses  would  h&ve 
any  effect  in  limitiug  drunkenness,  but 
that,  he  thought,  was  a  paradox,  and  it 
was  not  the  principle  of  the  existiog 
law.  The  existing  system  recognised  the 
principle  of  local  discretion  in  restraiut. 
It  aimed  at  the  limitation  of  drinking^ 
and  it  allowed  Local  Authorities  to  ex- 
ercise a  very  hu^e  discretion.  Licences 
ought  not  to  be  suppressed  without  some 
compensation,  but  lie  did  not  tbiuk  that 
the  right  to  compensation  for  public- 
houses  was  the  same  thing  as  the  right 
to  compensation  for  private  property. 
After  all,  a  licence  was  a  monopoly  given 
to  a  particular  man,  and  it  was  an  im- 
mensely lucrative  monopoly.  Their 
Lordships  all  knew  how  it  added  to 
the  value  of  houses.  It  increased 
their  value  many  times  over.  He  cer- 
tainly conld  not  approve  the  proposal  to 
take  the  licensing  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Magistrates  and  place  it  in  the  bands  of 
the  ratepayers  by  a  Body  popularly 
chosen.  It  would  lead  to  a  great  deal  of 
bribery  and  corruptiou.  If  this  duty  was 
to  be  placed  upon  any  Local  Body,  it 
should  be  given  to  a  Body  chosen  not  for 
that  purpose  alone.  He  could  not 
conceive  anything  worse  than  the  constant 
agitation,  leading  to  wholesale  bribery 
and  corruption,  if  this  power  were  given 
to  Bodies  without  any  judicial  control  or 
any  control  except  of  the  pUhiscite, 
His  own  impression  was  that  it  would 
not  act  in  favour  of  temperance.  It  might 
do  so  in  certain  parishes  or  wards;  but  to 
take  the  case  uf  a  large  city  like  Glasgow, 
divided  into  a  number  of  wards,  the 
result  would  be  one  action  in  one 
ward    and    another  ^n    others.  A 
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greater  source  of  confuBion  he  could  not 
conceive.  That  was  his  great  objection 
to  the  Bill,  among  others,  into  which  it 
wta  not  necessuy  then  to  enter.  That 
was  the  propoeal  in  the  Government 
BiU.  The  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl 
of  Kunberley)  aaid  the  other  night  that 
he  wonld  vote  for  the  Bishop  of  Lon- 
doD*8  BiU  because  it  contained  the  prin- 
ciple of  local  option. 

The  Earl  of  EIMBERLEY  :  No ; 
I  think  I  said  that  it  involved  the  prin- 
ciple of  popular  control. 
•The  Duke  op  ARGYLL  said,  that 
loeai  option  and  local  control  were  much 
the  same  thing.  He  had  a  great  ob- 
jection to  the  term  local  option,  because 
it  was  very  ambiguous.  There  was 
nothing  of  fair  ptaj  or  fair  consideration 
in  the  Government  Bill ;  it  depended 
open  the  will  and  decision  of  a  mere 
majority  of  the  ratepayers  whether 
public-houses  should  exist  or  not.  There 
was  to  be  either  total  suppression  or 
nothing.  He  believed  such  a  Bill  as 
that  would  never  pass  in  this  country. 
He  certainly  hoped  it  never  would  pass, 
because  in  the  regulation  of  restrictions 
there  onght  to  be  some  regard  to  legal 
j  rights  for  vested  interests  and  for  the 
feeling  of  classes  who  might  not  be  re- 
presented by  a  bare  majority  of  the 
people.  There  was  more  justice  in  the 
[H'esent  Bill  than  in  the  Government 
measure.  Passing  to  the  Bill,  which, 
he  supposed,  would  certainly  pass  that 
Hoase,  as  it  was  drawn  up  by  the 
Foreign  Office — ^the  North  Seas  Fisheries 
Bill — that  was  a  confession  on  the  part 
d  all  the  countries  interested  that  free 
I     trade  in  drink  was  a  great  danger. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  That 
I     BiU  is   coming   on   to-morrow,  and  I 
would  ask  if  it  is  in  Order  to  discuss  it 

WW? 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  was 
not  going  to  discuss  it  ;  he  was  only 
discnssing  the  principle  of  it— restriction. 
He  imagined  that  would  not  be  made  a 
contentions  matter  on  any  side  of  the 
House. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY ;  I 
hope  not. 

Tbe  D0KE  OF  ARGYLL  believed  it 
would  not,  aa  the  noble  Marquess  had 
himself  {Ht>posed  it. 

•The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
I  think  it  is  of  much  more  ancient  date 


than  that.  I  believe  that  early  in  Lord 
Granville^B  career  he  proposed  it. 
*The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  it  was,  at 
all  events,  a  confession  not  only  on  the  part 
of  individuals  but  of  nations — of  Holland, 
of  England,  of  France,  Belginm,  and 
Germany — that  the  free  sale  of  liquor 
was  a  great  pubUc  danger  as  regards  the 
sailors  of  the  fishing  fleet  in  the  North 
Sea. 

•The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
The  danger  of  shipwreck. 

•THKDuKE0FARGYLLsMd,ye8;  but 
there  was  many  a  shipwreck  on  land  from 
this  cause.  Possibly  there  was  never  any 
Bill  which  had  anyUiing  like  tbe  strength 
of  that  measure.  It  absolutely  prohibited 
the  sale  of  drink  to  the  sailors  of  the 
fishing  fleet  in  the  North  Soa,  who  were 
an  enormous  body  of  men.  His  own 
belief  was  that  the  existing  system,  with 
some  reforms,  was  better  than  any  of 
the  changes  proposed  ;  and  that  if  there 
was  to  be  any  change  at  all,  the  Gothen- 
burg system  was  likely  to  be  a  better 
solution  of  the  diflicnlty  than  any  other. 
His  impression  was  that  the  present 
law,  with  comparatively  few  improve- 
ments, might  be  got  to  work  smoothly 
and  to  gwd  purpose.  They  should, 
however,  get  rid  of  the  InhuKi  Revenue 
Licence,  for  he  did  not  see  why  there 
should  be  two  Licensing  Authorities. 
That  system  could  not  work  well,  and  he 
believed  that  the  licences  given  by  the 
Inland  Revenue  were  a  serious  impedi- 
ment in  the  cause  of  temperance.  He 
thought  that  in  every  locality  there  ought 
to  be  full  and  complete  authority  over 
the  granting  of  licences  in  that  place. 
Two,  at  least,  of  these  pending  measures 
involve  the  principle  of  a  statutory 
maximnm  of  the  population.  He  did 
not  know  how  that  wonld  work;  but  it 
was  a  plausible  suggestion,  and  worthy 
of  consideration.  There  might  be  im- 
posed upon  the  Justices  in  every  county 
a  Parliamentary  maximum  as  regarded 
population.  That  might  be  very  easily 
grafted  upon  the  present  system. 
Lastly,  the  Legislature  might  empower 
the  raising  of  a  compensation  rate. 
That  moderate  proposal,  he  believed, 
would  be  a  better  solution  than  any 
other.  With  regard  to  the  Gothenburg 
system,  he  was  afraid  it  was  too  theoretic 
and  complicated  for  the  English  people 
to  be  induced  to  adopt  it,  as  a  practical 
people  fond  of  going  from  step  to  step. 
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and  uot  eager  to  adopt  the  ideas  of  other 
uatioue.  He  thooght  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  import  into  this  couotry  a  system 
which  might  work  more  easily  id  a 
smaller  couutry  like  Sweden.  If,  bow- 
ever,  the  right  rev.  Prelate  insisted  upon 
going  to  the  vote  upon  this  Bill,  he,  for 
one,  would  uot  vote  against  it. 
•Loui>  XORTOX  said,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  no  legislation  ou  this  snb- 
ject  could  possil^ly  succeed  upon  the 
principle  of  restricting  lit>erty.  It  was 
impossible  to  restrict  the  legitimate  use 
of  anything,  and  what  they  should 
direct  their  efforts  to  was  to  prevent  abuse. 
Tiieir  aim  was  to  check  drunkenness,  and 
that  would  be  best  secured  by  preveut- 
iug  the  abuse  of  the  sate  of  alcoholic 
liquor.  How  was  it  possible  for  Par- 
liameut  to  regulate  the  supply  of  drink 
required  in  any  particular  locality  ?  Nor, 
on  the  other  hand,  could  they  wait  for 
the  iuHuence  of  education,  which  had 
done  so  much  in  stopping  drunkenness  in 
the  upper  and  middle  classes,  which  many 
years  ago  was  quite  as  oommoD  as  it  is 
now  in  the  lower  ranka  of  society.  We 
had  almost  led  ourselves  astray  by  the 
phraseology  used  in  reference  to  this  sub- 
ject. Liquors  were  uot  intoxicating  except 
to  blocklieads,  who  did  not  know  how 
to  use  them  properly.  As  the  late  Lord 
BramwcU  used  to  say,  "  You  might  as 
well  call  water  a  drowning  fluid."  To 
endeavour  to  prevent  tbe  sale  or  use  of 
intoxicating  drinks  altogether  would  be 
to  undertake  a  senseless  task.  If 
their  Lordships  adopted  the  principle  of 
confiscation,  they  were  bound  aiao  to 
recognise  the  principle  of  compensation ; 
but  he  held  strongly  to  the  view  that  if 
a  licenceholder  conducted  his  house  in  an 
illegal  manner,  or  in  a  manner  that  was 
dangerous  to  the  public,  be  ought  to  for- 
feit his  licence  without  compensation.  The 
Act  of  1872  enacted  that  a  tenant's  licence 
after  three  convictions  should  be  for- 
feited, and  that  he  should  be  disqualified 
from  holding  a  licence  for  five  years. 
The  premises  also  were  disqualified.  That 
was  the  right  principle  to  carry  out. 
A  penalty  for  abuse,  and  that  alone, 
-frould  reduce  the  supply  of  drink  to  its 
legitimate  limit.  No  arbitrary  action  of 
the  wisest  Body  in  the  world  could  exactly 
adjust  the  supply  to  the  demand.  A  far 
better  method  of  dealing  with  the  matter 
would  be  by  introducing  a  short  Bill 
(which  he  would  be  ready  to  attempt  him- 
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self  if  necessary)  to  more  effectually  carry 
out  the  existing  Act  of  1872  by  making  the 
merely  discretionary  forfeiture  absolute. 
So  that  ipso  faeto  upon  a  third  con- 
viction for  eiwer  rioting,  or  dmnken- 
ness  on  premises,  or  adulteration  of  drink, 
tbe  licence  would  become  void,  and  that 
which  was  aimed  at  would  be  done. 
If  their  Lordships  would  allow  him  to 
try  bis  own  band  in  the  matter,  he  would 
endeavour  to  show  that  it  was  possible 
by  a  short  Act  to  carry  out  satisfactorily 
the  existing  Utw  of  1872,  and  so  stop  the 
abuse  which  they  all  deplored. 

Lord  THRING  pointed  out,  havug 
drawn  the  Bill,  that  it  was  not  a  great 
measure,  and  certainly  did  not  cover  the 
vast  ground  which  had  beeu  represented. 
It  was  confined  to  a  very  narrow  compass, 
and  was  simply  a  Bill  for  improving  the 
condition  of  public-houses.  It  proposed 
to  make  them  refreshment-houses,  and  to 
take  away  tbe  whole  incentive  for  selling 
intoxicating  liquors  by  tbe  ^mpaniee 
which  were  to  be  fonned,  putting  in 
managers  who  would  be  paid  a  com- 
mission on  the  sale  of  non-alcoholio 
liquors  only,  and  would  receive  nothing 
on  Uie  sale  of  alcoholic  liquors. 

•The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
Are  those  tbe  provisions  of  the  Bill  ? 

Lord  THRING  said,  they  would  be 
provisions  in  the  Articles  which  would 
accompany  the  Bill  if  it  was  passed,  and 
which  would  be  binding  on  the  com- 
panies. He  admitted  freely  that  no 
better  control  than  the  Licensing  Magis- 
trates could  be  found,  but  everybody 
knew  there  were  always  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  forfeiting  or  even  of  endcnrsing 
licences.  It  was  no  doubt  a  serions 
matter,  for  a  mere  endorsement  on  a 
licence  took  £100,  £200,  or  £300  off  the 
value  of  a  bouse,  while  the  forfeiture  of  ft 
licence  might  mean  tbe  destruction  of 
property  to  the  value  of  £1,000  or  more. 
Licences  consequently  were  not,  as  a 
rule,  either  forfeited  or  endorsed.  If 
their  Lordships  desired  to  know  whether 
the  control  of  the  Magistrates  was  snf-^ 
ficient,  why  did  they  not  have  a  Return  of 
the  number  of  licences  forfeited  and 
endorsed  ?  In  either  case,  th«y  would 
find  that  the  number  waa  very  smaU. 
The  companies  formed  under  wis  Bill 
would  get  no  mercy  from  the  JusticeSf 
while  the  whole  incentive  to  sell  intoxi- 
cants would  be  taken  away.  During  the 
last  30  years  the  Gothenburg  syston  had 
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sjHvad  over  the  whole  of  Sweden  and 
Nonr&7,  aod  the  consumption  of  spirits 
in  Sweden  had  diminished  by  nearly  one- 
half,  while  the  spirits  now  supplied  were 
good  and  wholesome  instead  of  being,  as 
they  formerly  were,  of  the  moat  de- 
strocttTe  and  dangerous  kind.    It  would 
be  open  to  each  community  to  adopt  the 
system  if  it  so  desired.    There  was  do 
eompnlsioD.    If  the  measure  foiled,  it 
would  do  no  harm ;  but  if  it  succeeded,  it 
would  go  for  to  solve  the  great  and 
seriouB  diffienlty  of  the  liquor  trade  and 
I     to  reconcile  the  conflicting  interests  of 
I      ihs  teetotalers,  the  temperance  advocates, 
I     aod  the  publicans.    He  trusted,  ther^ore, 
their  Lordships  would  give  the  BUI  a 
!     Second  Reading. 

Thb  Dukb  op  WESTMINSTER 
said,  it  had  been  stated  that  those  who 
embarked  in  temperance  l^slation 
sought  to  navigate  an  ocean  snrronnded 
in  every  direction  with  rocks,  and  their 
Ltndshipa  certainly  had  an  instance  of 
that  the  other  day  in  the  rejection  of  the 
Bishop  of  London*8  BilL  In  regard  to 
I  civilising  influences  which  some,  and 
j  notably  the  noble  Marquess  the  Leader 
I  of  the  Opposition  desired  should  be  left 
I  to  operate  in  this  matter,  they  no  doubt 
had  been  successful  among  the  upper 
classes,  who  no  longer  drank  to  the 
extent  they  did  iu  old  times,  and  he 
bdieved  that  the  middle  classes  were 
abo  now  more  temperate  in  their  habits. 
It  was  Boggested  that  the  same  infln- 
enees  woold  ultimately  prevail  amongst 
the  lowest  classes,  where  the  greatest 
tmoant  of  intoxication  now  unfortunately 
existed,  and  that  legislation  was  not  to 
be  depended  upon  to  anything  like  the 
degree  in  which  those  civilising  influ- 
\  enees  might  be  looked  to.  But  many  in 
I  this  country  held  a  firm  conviction  that, 
SB  legislation  had  effected  very  much  in 
dnt  direction  already  by  Sunday  closing, 
ahortening  of  hours,  and  better  police 
BQpervisioD,  more  might  still  be  done. 
PnbUo-houses  were  now  much  better 
cuidaeted  than  formerly,  and  last,  but 
not  least,  crime  had  diminished  in  a  very 
KBoarkable  degree.  Of  course,  there 
were  other  influences  at  work  besides 
Acts  of  Parliament,  as  far  as  crime  went ; 
hot,  still,  legislation  must  be  credited 
with  having  had  a  very  considerable 
share  in  tibe  improvement  in  these 
matters.  He  had  never  heard  that  the 
Forbes-Mackenzie  Act  had  proved  other- 


wise than  beneficial  in  ScotUind,  or  that 
anyone  desired  its  repeal.  Then  there 
was  the  Welsh  Act  of  1881,  the  working 
of  which  was  inquired  into  in  1888  by  a 
Committee  which  reported  in  favour  of 
the  continuance  of  Sunday  closing  in 
that  country  ;  and  their  Lordships  had 
also  seen  the  eflfect  of  the  closing  of 
public-houses  in  Ireland.  Legislation  had 
effected  very  much,  and  he  thought 
more  might  still  be  done.  The  necessity 
for  it  was  evinced  by  what  occurred  in 
the  Police  Courts,  by  the  crowded  state 
of  our  Lunatic  Asylums,  and  by  the  re- 
ports of  the  clergy  and  Magistrates,  and 
the  public  opinion  in  the  matter  was 
shown  by  the  numerous  Bills — no  less 
than  eleven — which  had  been  brought 
forward  dealing  with  this  most  diflicult 
subject.  The  (iothenburg  system  was, 
no  doubt,  entirely  new  in  this  country  ; 
but  we  had  the  experience  of  Sweden, 
where  its  success  had  been  tangible 
and  undeniable.  There  was  no 
reason  why  it  should  not  be  suocees- 
ful  here.  The  Licensing  Anthwity 
would  be  maintained,  and  the  consent  of 
the  ratepayers  would  have  to  be  got 
before  the  machinery  could  be  put  in 
motion.  Its  adoption  would  lead 
eventually  to  that  reduction  in  the 
number  of  houses,  which  the  advocates 
of  temperance  consider  an  essential 
element  in  the  solution  of  this  question. 
There  would  also  be  a  restriction  as  to 
hours.  This  system  was  advocated  by 
Lord  Aberdare,  probably  the  greatest 
authority  upon  these  matters  in  their 
Lordships*  House.  It  was  only  an 
experiment ;  and,  as  Lord  Thring  said, 
no  harm  would  be  done  if  it  failed,  while 
a  great  amount  of  good  would  follow  if 
it  should  succeed.  If  the  Bill  were 
allowed  a  Second  Reading,  its  provisions 
as  regarded  compensation,  and  in  other 
directions,  might  be  altered.  The  main 
principle  of  the  Bill  was  public,  not 
private,  profit ;  and  it  was  not  a  sweeping, 
but  a  moderate  and  careful  reform. 

•The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  reminded 
their  Lordships  that  Lord  Thring  had 
infcnmed  them  he  drew  the  BilL  That 
ought  scarcely  to  be  an  inducement  to 
them  to  pass  it,  because  for  many  years 
the  noble  Lord  had  been  drafting 
measures — from  the  Irish  Laud  Bill 
downwards ;  and  most  of  our  recent 
legislation   containing  eviL^  princioles 
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had  been  drafted  hy  bis  noble  Friend. 
This  Bill  embodied  one  of  tbose  prin- 
ciples. Had  it  been  earlier  in  the  even- 
ing be  migbt  have  been  tempted  to  enter 
more  fnlly  into  the  subject,  and  he 
would  very  shortly  state  his  own  feeling 
with  regard  to  the  Bill.  He  might  use 
the  words  which,  at  the  most  eventful 
period  in  the  lives  of  the  right  rev. 
Prelates,  tfaey  were  supposed  to  utter, 
no  doubt,  with  much  sincerity — nolo 
epise^ari.  His  first  objection  to  it  was 
mat  it  proposed  to  introduce  a  new 
system  in  this  country  from  a  country 
where  the  drunkards  were  44  per  1,000 
of  the  population,  whereas  the  drunkards 
here  were  only  in  the  proportion  of  five  per 
1,000.  Further,  this  Gothenburg  system 
only  applied  to  spirits ;  but  in  this  country 
drunkenness  was  not  so  much  due  to  spirits 
as  to  beer.  In  Gothenburg,  however,  the 
beerhouses  were  called  "  temperance 
houses."  Had  the  promoters  of  this  Bill 
considered  what  effect  it  would  have  on 
the  Revenue?  Millions  were  raised 
annually  for  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Civil 
Services  of  the  country  by  the  Licensing 
Taxes,  taxes  which  the  people  of  the 
country,  as  a  whole,  would  not  be  sorry  to 
see  increased.  Under  this  Bill,  however, 
his  impression  was  that  the  money  now 
raised  by  licensing  would  have  to  be 
raised  by  heavy  taxation,  weighing  upon 
all  alike,  and  this  in  the  hope  of  making 
a  few  men  sober  who  now  got  drunk. 
He  hoped  the  right  rev.  Prelate  would 
give  the  House  some  information  as  to 
the  effect  on  the  Revenue  what  he  pro- 
posed on  that  point.  This  was  a  proposal 
which  the  House  ought  not  to  sanction, 
and  he  hoped  that  the  Second  Reading 
would  not  be  assented  to.  He  thought, 
however,  that  the  legislative  proposals  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  stood  out  in  admir- 
able contrast  with  the  proposed  legislation 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  on  this 
question,  by  which  they  hoped  to  catch 
tie  Alliance  Vote.  In  the  legislation  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  there  was  something 
like  justice,  something  like  Christian  feel- 
ing shown  in  dealing  with  publicans.  The 
principle  of  compensation  was  admitted. 
They  were  not  looked  upon  by  him  as 
pariahs,  and  told  to  go  to  Jericho  if  they 
chose,  which  was  the  feeling  of  the 
Alliance  people  and  the  Rev.  Price 
Bugheses  and  the  Lawsonit^,  who 
viewed  with  indignation  the  proposal  to 
gruit  publicans  compensation. 

The  Earl  of  Wsmyss 


The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  the 

COUNCIL  AND  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  yoR  INDIA  (The  Earl  of 
Kimberley)  :  My  noble  Friend  behind 
me  did  not  certainly  give  any  great  en- 
couragement of  the  Bill  passing  into  law, 
because  I  olwerved  that  he  said  it  is  a 
Bill  which  would  not  attract  the  support 
either  of  teetotalers  or  publicans.  If 
that  is  the  case,  the  chances  of  the  Bill 
becoming  law  are,  I  fear,  extremely 
small.  My  noble  Friend  referred  to  the 
literature  dealing  with  the  success  of  this 
system  in  Sweden  and  Norway.  I  have 
read  the  bulk  of  this  literature,  but  am 
entirely  unable  to  form  a  conclusion 
upon  it.  The  opinions  are  so  conflicting, 
and  the  conclusions  drawn  from  the 
statistics  are  so  diverse,  that  I  confess 
they  leave  me  without  really  any  sound 
conviction  on  my  mind.  On  the  other 
hand,  no  doubt  there  is  something  attrac- 
tive in  this  proposal ;  and  the  Committee, 
of  which  I  was  a  Member,  and  of  which 
the  noble  Duke  on  the  Cross  Benches  was 
the  Chairman,  reported  that  they  would 
be  glad  to  see  an  expmment  tried  in  this 
direction.  That  is  an  opinion  which  I 
have  no  doubt  has  had  some  effect  upon 
those  who  have  brought  forward  this 
Bill.  Another  point  I  should  like  to 
mention  is  this:  Your '  Lordships  will 
observe  that  the  surplus  profits  under  the 
Bill  are  to  be  applied  to  public  objects— 
to  recreation  grounds,  to  libraries,  to 
pensions  for  old  age,  or,  indeed,  anything 
that  the  Local  Government  Boai^  may 
approve  of.  There  is  a  clause  providing 
that  the  Local  Authority  is  to  appoint 
one-third  of  the  directors.  It  is  alleged 
by  some  of  those  who  do  not  believe  in 
the  great  results  claimed  for  Sweden  and 
Norway  as  regards  sobriety  that  the 
desire  of  the  population  to  get  the  money 
which  can  be  obtained  over  the  5  per 
cent,  dividend  for  the  purpose  of  apply- 
ing it  to  those  public  objects,  that  it 
would  neutralise  the  effect  of  this  system; 
and  that  if  you  put  one-third  of  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  tiocal  Anthority  upon 
the  Board  of  Directors,  their  interest 
wonld  be  directly  to  get  as  large  an 
amount  as  could  be  obtfuned  from  the 
sale  of  liquors.  It  is  not  necessary,  of 
course,  that  tliere  should  be  representa- 
tives of  the  Local  Authority  appointed, 
but  I  point  out  that  as  part  of  the 
scheme  of  the  Bill.  I  quite  agree  with 
my  noble  Friend  the,J[)nke  m  Argyll 
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that  tha%  is  something  rather  undesirable 
in  entertaining  this  scheme  in  the  present 
position  of  matters.  My  noble  Friend  on 
the  Cross  Benches  went  to  some  extent 
into  the  question  of  the  Government 
Bill.  I  need  Iianlly  say  that  I  should  not 
consider  myself  justified  in  discussing 
that  Bill  DOW,  as  it  has  been  proposed, 
and  is  before  the  other  House.  I  do  not 
think  this  Bill,  as  far  as  I  can  judge, 
would  be  entirely  inoonsistent  with  the 
GoTemment  Bill.  If  the  two  measures 
were  wholly  inconsistent,  it  would  be  un- 
posfltble  that  I  could  in  any  way  give 
encouragement  to  this  Bill.  My  feeling 
in  the  matter  is  precisely  that  of  my 
Doble  Friend  on  the  Cross  Benches.  I 
sincerely  hope  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late will  be  content  with  the  discussion 
vhicb  has  taken  place  to-night,  and  that 
he  will  not  press  the  matter  further.  If 
it  should  happen  that  the  right  rev. 
I^elate  desires  to  press  it  to  a  Division, 
I  feel,  on  the  whole,  as  a  Member  of  the 
Committee  which  reported  that  the  ex- 
periment should  be  tried,  that  I  should 
not  be  justified  in  voting  directly  against 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.  lu  saying  that, 
I  must  add  that  I  think,  if  ever  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  comes  to  be  trans- 
lated into  a  law,  it  would  have  to  be  very 
carefully  considered  as  regards  details, 
uid  that  the  details  in  this  Bill  would 
not  be  those  which,  in  my  opinion,  would 
work  well.  I  think  we  might  be  justi- 
fied iu  asserting  so  much  as  this  :  that 
this  Grothenburg  system  deserves  favour- 
able consideration,  and  might  possibly  be 
tried  as  an  experiment.  Beyond  that  I 
cannot  go,  and  I  must  say  there  are 
provisions  in  this  Bill  which,  though  they 
are  introduced  by  my  noble  Friend  Lord 
Thring,  who  is  a  most  excellent  drafts- 
man, he  would  find  would  not  work  satis- 
factorily if  they  became  law. 
•The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
My  lords,  I  am  in  the  unusual  position  of 
agreeing  almost  entirely  with  all  the 
Boble  Earl  opposite  has  said.  I  am  much 
puzzled  with  this  Gothenburg  system. 
All  the  witnesses  appear  to  be  bent  on 
contradicting  each  other,  and  therefore  it 
is  impossible  that  we  can  form  any 
opinion  upon  the  materials  put  before  us 
w  the  basis  of  this  proposed  legislation. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  Bill  attracts  my 
sympathy  in  some  respects.  It  is  a  very 
liberal  Bill  in  the  matter  of  compensation, 
ud  it  tha^ore  avoids  the  great  rock  on 


which  most  of  these  Bills  split.  It  con- 
templates no  injury  to  private  pro- 
perty or  private  interests ;  but  I  doubt 
very  much  whether  it  is  a  temperance 
Bill.  My  opinion  is  very  much  that  of 
the  noble  Earl  opposite,  that  supposing 
you  could  find  companies  who  could 
undertake  the  great  financial  burden — 
which  I  exceedingly  doubt  there  would  be 
— ^you  would  find  more  liquor  sold,  though 
probably  it  would  be  of  a  better  sort, 
and  it  would  be  eonsumed  under  more 
civilised  conditions.  I  do  not  think  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  is  so  well  acquainted 
with  companies  as  perhaps  are  other 
Members  of  your  Lordships'  House,  or 
he  would  find  that  not  only  would  there 
be  the  one-third  of  the  directors  pressing 
the  sale  of  drink  in  the  interests  of  the 
Municipality,  but  that  the  other  directors 
also  would  be  pressed  forward  by  their 
shareholders  who  desired  their  dividends, 
and  they  would  all  bedesirous  of  selling  the 
greatest  quantity  of  liquor  they  could.  I 
am  aware  that  the  dividend  is  limited 
to  5  per  cent.,  but,  still,  the  shareholders 
would  wish  to  enjoy  even  that  5  per  cent.; 
and  after  the  liberal  compensation  which 
they  would  be  paying,  and  the  conse- 
quent comparative  limitation  of  houses, 
they  would  have  difficulty  in  earning  that 
5  per  cent.,  and  they  could  only  earn  it 
by  pressing  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors.  At  first  philanthropic  considera- 
tion would  prevent  their  doing  so ;  but  you 
would  find,  possibly,  that  the  philanthropie 
and  religious  persons  would  sell  out,  and 
that  other  shareholders  would  take 
their  place,  and  the  cmnpanr  would 
become  a  commercial  undertaking  like 
auy  other.  So  that,  in  place  of  the  efforts 
of  the  publicans,  who  are  comparatively 
powerless  under  existing  circumstances, 
you  would  have  the  efforts  of  a  great  and 
powerful  company  pressing  in  every  way 
to  the  utmost  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors.  Therefore,  I  have  considerable 
doubt  whether  the  Bill  would  ensure 
&e  estimable  objects  which  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  has  in  view.  I  agree  with 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  that  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  had  much  better,  in  view  of 
the  fact,  as  we  all  know,  tiiat  such  a 
Bill  cannot  possibly  pass  into  law  during 
the  present  Session,  not  to  press  it  to  a 
Second  Reading.  If  he  does,  I  should 
not  vote  against  it,  but  I  should  do  so  on 
the  distinct  understanding  that  it  is  only  on 
account  of  the  peculiarity  of  the  procedure 
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of  Parliament  we  cannot  inTostigate  a 
Bill  until  we  hare  read  it  a  second  time, 
bat  I  do  not  think  it  ought  to  go  a  stage 
further  without  being  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  to  examine  into  all  these  ques- 
tions. 

On  Question,  resolved  in  the  negative. 

BAEBBD  WIRE  FENCES  BILL. 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee with  further  Amendments  :  The 
Report  of  the  Amendment  made  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  of 
the  Amendments  made  bj  the  Standing 
Committee  to  be  received  on  Monday 
next ;  and  BiU  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  131.) 

BORQH  POLICE  (SCOTLAND)  ACT  (1892) 
Atf  ENDHENT  BILL.— (No.  85.) 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee with  further  Amendments :  The 
Report  of  the  Amendments  made  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  bj 
the  Standing  Committee  to  be  receivra 
on  Friday  next. 

RAILWAY  8EBVANTS  (HOURS  OF 

LABOUK)  BILL.-(No.  73.) 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee without  further  Amendment :  The 
Report  of  the  Amendments  made  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  to  be 
reoeived  on  Thursday  the  15th  instant. 

oouurr  sukvbyors  (ireland)  bill 

[H.L.].— (No.86.) 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee without  further  Amendment :  The 
Report  of  the  Amendments  made  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  tc  be 
received  on  Thursday  next. 

8SAL   l-ISHEBT    (NORTH  FACiric)  BILL 
[H.L.] 

A  Bill  to  proride  for  prohibiting  the  catching 
of  SeaU  at  certain  periods  in  Bebring's  Sea  and 
other  parts  of  the  Pacific  Ocean  Mjacent  to 
Behring'B  Sea  —  Was  presented  by  the  Lord 
Boeebery  (^.  Rosebery') ;  read  1* ;  and  to  be 
printed.  (No.  132.) 

BLBCTBIC  UQHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  1)  BILL.— (No.  105.) 
Read  3*  (according  to  Order)  :  An 
Amendment  made ;   Bill  passed,  and 
returned  to  the  Commons. 

The  Marquess  of  Salisbury 


KLECTBIO  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (Na  3)  BILL.— (No.  106.) 
Read  3>  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

COMMONS  REGULATION  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (WEST  TILBTTBIT)  BILL.— (No.  104.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived ; 
and  BiU  to  be  read  3^  on  Thursday  next 

TREASURY  CHEST  FUND  BILL.— (No.  111.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived ; 
and  BiU  to  be  read  3»  on  Thursday  next 

CANAL  RATES,  TOLLS,  AND  OHARQEB 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS. 
Message  of  the  House  of  Commons  of 
the  9th  of  May  last  with  respect  to  the 
following  Bills,  namely  : — 

Canal  Rates,  Toils,  and  Charges 
Provisional  Order  (Leeds  and 
Liverpool  Canal)  BUI ; 

Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges 
Provisional  Order  (Navigation  of 
the  Rivers  Aire  and  Calder)  BiU ; 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (Birmingham  Canal  Kavi- 
gations)  BUI ; 

Canal  Tolls  aud  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (  Grand  Junction  Canal) 
BiU; 

Canal  ToUs  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (Warwick  aud  Birmingham 
Canal)  BUI ; 

considered  according  to  order  : 

Then  it  was  moved  That  a  Committee 
of  Five  Lords  be  appointed  to  join  with 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, as  mentioned  in  the  said  Message 
(The  Chairman  of  Committees)  ;  i^greed 
to :  The  Lords  foUowing  were  named  of 
the  Committee : 

B.  Lauderdale.     |    L.  Lamlngton. 
S.  Camperdown.  I    L.  Brassy. 
B.  Northbrook.  | 

Ordered,  That  such  Committee  have 
power  to  agree  with  the  Conunittee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  in  the  appoint 
ment  of  a  Chainnan  . 
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Than  a  Message  was  CMtlered  to  be 
teat  to  the  House  of  CommoDS,  in  answer 
to  their  Message  of  the  9th  of  May  last, 
to  inform  tfaem  of  the  appointment  of  the 
8ud  Committee  hj  this  House. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes 
.before  Eight  o'clock,  to  Thursday 
next,  a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Tuesda^y  6th  June  1893. 


QUESTIONS. 


THE  MOMBASA  RAILWAY  SURVEY. 

Viscount  WOLMER  OEdiuburgh, 
ff.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  when  the 
final  and  complete  Report  of  the  Mom- 
basa Railway  Survey  will  be  presented 
to  Parliament  ? 

•The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(SirE.  Gret,  N  jrthumberlaud,  Berwick) : 
The  Report  has,  as  I  have  already  stated, 
been  presented,  and  will  be  distributed 
IS  soon  as  the  maps,  the  preparation  of 
irhich  has  caused  a  slight  delay,  are 
ready. 

PORTMAHOMACK  HARBOUR. 
Mr. A. C.MORTON  (Peterborough): 
In  the  absence  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Boss  and  Cromarty  (Mr.  Weir),  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  tor  Scotland  whether 
i     be  has  received  a  communication  from 
Ibe  Convener  of   the  Portmahomack 
Harbour  Committee,  drawing  his  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  the  herrings  shipped 
at  that  place  for  the  last  five  years  have 
mly  averaged  3,439  barrels  per  annum  ; 
^     that  during  the  five  years  ending  1867 
I     die  average  was   17,317  barrels  per 
I     lonum,  shipped  from  an  average  of  120 
boats ;  and  stating  that  this  depreciation 
has  arisen  solely  from  the  want  of  ac- 
commodation to  suit  the  increased  drought 
<tf  water  of  the  boats  now  in  use  ;  and 
whether  such  steps  will  be  taken  to  im- 
prove the  condition  of  Portmahomack 
i     Harbour  as  shall  restore  the  fishing 
industry  of  the  town  ? 


The  SECRETARY  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  I  have  received  the  com- 
munication referred  to,  and  have  obtained 
a  Report  from  the  Fishery  Board,  who 
state  that  this  is  oue  of  the  many  har- 
bours which  require  improvement  in  the 
interests  of  the  fisheries,  but  that  they 
have  no  funds  that  are  available.  The 
money  at  their  disposal  has  been  spent, 
amongst  others,  on  the  harbour  of  Balin- 
tore,  in  the  same  County  of  Ross  as 
Portmahomack,  and  within  a  few  miles 
of  it.  The  ccst  of  re-constructing  the 
harbour  at  Portmahomack,  so  as  to  pro- 
vide accommodation  for  the  modem  type 
of  fishery  boat,  is  estim^ed,  in  a  Report 
which  has  been  laid  before  me,  at  £4,000, 
and, under  present  circumstances,!  see  no 
prospect  of  the  requisite  assistance  being 
granted. 

THE  MOGADOR  CONSULATE. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Afifairs  whether  it 
is  the  intention  to  transfer  the  Consulate 
at  Mogador  to  Casablanca,  and  appoint 
a  Vice  Consul  at  Mogador  ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  :the  facts  that  British  trade 
with  Mogador  amounts  to  nearly  half  of 
the  total  trade  between  Great  Britain  and 
Morocco ;  that  the  distance  between 
Mogador  and  Tangier,  the  residence  of 
the  British  Minister  to  Morocco,  is 
double  that  from  Casablanca,  involving 
more  responsibility  on  the  Briti^ 
Representative  at  Mogador ;  and  that 
there  is  also  a  very  large  district  south 
of  Mogador,  in  which  the  Consul  at  that 

g)rt  has  to  exercise  a  supervision  over 
ritish  interests.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  restore  the  Consulate  at 
Mogador,  and  in  any  appointment  made 
select  an  officer  of  long  experience 
capable  of  holding  the  usual  Consular 
Court  and  dealing  with  the  difficulties 
frequently  arising  in  connection  with 
British  interests  in  that  district  P 

•Sir  E.  GREY  :  It  has  been  decided, 
after  full  consideration  of  the  subject 
with  Sir  West  Bidgeway,  that  it  will  be 
more  advantageous  to  British  interests 
to  establish  a  Consulate  at  Dar-el-Baida, 
under  which  there  will  be  a  Vice  Consu- 
late at  Mogador.  The  officers  selected 
for  the  two  posts  have  the  requisite  ex- 
perience and  knowledge  of  the  country, 
and  it  is  confidently  anticipated  that,  the 
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Dew  arrangement  will  be  preferable  to 
that  which  it  replacefi.  I  may  say  that 
the  statement  Xn  the  question  as  to  the 
proportion  of  British  trade  with  Mogador 
to  the  total  British  trade  with  Morocco 
does  not  correspond  with  the  figures  in 
possession  of  Her  Majestj^a  GrOTeminent 
nor  with  those  in  snch  publioationa  as 
the  Statesman's  Vear-Book*  I  am,  how- 
ever, to  add  that  any  representations 
which  the  right  hon.  Member  has  to  make 
on  the  object  will  be  forwarded  to  Sir 
West  Ridgeway  for  his  consideration. 

THE  HAMPSHIRE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETV. 

Mk.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  whether  he  is 
aware  of  an  error  in  the  Report  of  Mr. 
W.  E.  Bear  to  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Labom*,  where  he  writes  in  paragraph  60, 
on  p.  86,  with  reference  to  the  amount 
of  invested  capital  of  the  Hampshire 
Friendly  Society,  that  the  capital  at  the 
end  of  the  year  amounted  to  £11,077  in 
the  Assurance  Branch,  whereas  the 
actual  amount  was  £111,077  in  1891, 
and  £115,949  in  1892  in  the  As&ur&nce 
Branch  in  addition  to  the  other  invested 
capital ;  and  wliat  steps  can  be  taken  to 
correct  this  error  ? 
•The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OP  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gard- 
NEB,  Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  I  believe 
that  the  facts  are  as  stated  in  the  first  para- 
graph of  the  hou.  Member's  question, 
and  that  the  figure  given  in  Mr.  Bear's 
Report  is  the  result  of  a  printer's  error. 
I  have  communicated  with  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Labour  with  regard  to 
the  matter,  and  I  understand  that  the 
correction  will  be  noted  in  some  suitable 
portion  of  the  printed  proceedings  of  the 
Commission. 

THE  "LABOUR  QAZBTTE." 

Mr.  BANBURY  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  in  what  manner  the 
advertisement  pages  of  the  Labour 
Gazette  a  re  conducted ;  and  if  he  will  take 
steps  to  prevent  a  Government  undertak- 
ing interfering  with  private  enterprise  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  ^r.  MtTHDELLA,  Sheffield, 
Brightside) :  The  advertisements  in  the 
Labour  Gazette^  as  in  other  Government 
publications,  are  arranged  for  by  the 
Stationery  Office  under  the  directions  of 

Sir  E.  Grey 


the  Treasury,  and  the  Board  of  Trade 
has  nothing  to  do  with  them. 

Mr.  BANBURY  :  Then  can  theright 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  give  me  aoy  iafonnation  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

WALSALL  BLUE  COAT  SCHOOL. 

Mr.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Univereity) : 
I  beg  to  aak  the  Vice  Preaident  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  he  is  aware  that  in  the  Blue 
Coat  School  of  Walaall  the  feea  chafed 
are  3d.,  4d.,  and  6d.,  and  the  subjects 
taught  of  an  advanced  character,  and 
that  a  large  proportion  of  the  acholar- 
ships  at  Queen  Mary's  Grammar  School 
iu  Walsall  are  gained  by  boys  educated 
at  the  Blue  Coat  School,  so  that  the 
school  may  be  fitly  described  as  a  higher 
grade  school ;  whether  the  schools  have 
invariably  earned  a  very  high  grant,  (X. 
part  of  which  they  have  been  deprived 
under  the  17s.  6d.  limit ;  and  whether,  if 
this  be  so,  he  stlU  adheres  to  his  determi- 
nation to  prevent  the  school  managers 
from  cliarging  the  fees  authorised  by 
Section  4  (1)  of  *'The  Elementary 
Education  Act,  1891  "  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  ok  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham) :  The  facts  mentioned  by 
the  hon.  Member  are  substantially  correct. 
VfhaX  the  managers  of  the  school  now 
claim  is  that  they  shall  be  allowed  to 
retain  the  high  fees  which  they  have 
hitherto  charged,  aud  at  the  same  time 
receive  some  £300  a  year  iu  addition 
from  Imperial  soiu-ees.  In  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  school  has  hitherto  found 
no  financial  difficulty  in  giving  this  high 
class  education,  I  do  not  consider  that  it 
would  be  for  the  educational  benefit  <A 
the  district  that  fees  should  be  excep- 
tionally sanctioned.  It  would  be  better 
if  the  school  were  free.  I  may  add  that 
the  voluntary  contributions  to  the  school 
have  been  steadily  diminishing  for  the 
last  four  years  ;  were  they  kept  up  to  a 
higher  level  the  school  would  not  sufite 
from  the  178.  6d.  limit. 

THE   NEWFOUNDLAND  LOBSTER 
FACTORIRS. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  Petition  which  was  presented 
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to  the  Newfoundland  Assembly  by  Mr. 
Jamee  R.  Hayes  in  March  last,  claiming 
inquiry  and  compensation  with  regard  to 
the  closiog  of  his  three  lobster  factories 
iD  1891  by  Sir  Baldwin  Walker^  and 

i     vhich  inquiry  had  been  refused  on  the 
groond  tlut  it  was  an  Imperial  question; 
and  whether  t^e  British  Grovemment 
viU  inquire  into  the  matter  ? 
The  under    SECRETARY  of 

'  STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 
BexTON,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  The 
Petition  has  not  been  brought  before  the 
Secretary  of  State  officially,  but  it 
appears  from  the  newspaper  which  my 
hoa.  Friend  has  handed  to  me  that  in  the 
vinterof  1891,  after  the  modus  vivendi 
had  been  in  forco  for  a  year,  and  while 
negotiations  for  its  renewal  were  in  pro- 
gress, Mr.  Hayes,  as  he  alleges,  was 
indneed  to  erect  these  factories  by  a  re- 
assDnng  telegram  from  the  Colonial 
Prime  Minister.  His  claim  for  compensa- 
tion was,  therefore,  rightly  made  against 
the  Colonial  Government.  He  has  no 
claim  against  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
as  the  factories  were  built  after  the 
modus  vivendi  had  been  entered  into, 
a&d,  therefore,  with  full  knowledge  that 
the  right  to  build  them  was  in  dispute. 

VACCINATION. 

•Mb.  HOPWOOD  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Middteton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  by  what  authority  the 
Board  of  Customs  make  the  following 
reqairements  a  condition  precedent  for 
the  appointment  of  boatmen,  &c.,  who 
are  in  other  respects  fit  for  the  nomina- 
tion they  have  received,  namely — 

"^ve  yon  had  the  small-pox  f   When  were 
joa  last  vaccinated  f  " 

It  is  understood 

''that  a  candidate  who  has  not  been  succesa- 
hUlj  Tftccinated  within  the  last  seven  years  will 
be  refused  admission  to  pn>batt(m  by  the  Board 
ofCnstoms"  j 

IB  there  any  law  compelling  re-vaccina- 
tioo ;  when  was  the  practice  adopted  ; 
and,  in  the  absence  of  any  law,  will  he 
use  his  influence  to  abolish  indirect  com- 

I  pnlsioo  to  a  medical  remedy  not  unani- 
moosly  approved  of  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the 
EXCHEQUER  (Sir  W.  Harcourt, 
Derby) :  I  consider  that    it  is  very 

I  desirable  that  persons,  whether  in  public 
or  domestic  service,  should  be  protected 
from  small-pox,  both  for  theur  own  sakes 


and  for  those  by  whom  they  are  sur- 
rounded. I  should  certainly,  for  the 
safety  of  my  own  family,  desire  tliat 
those  who  live  in  my  house  should  be 
vaccinated,  and,  if  necessary,  re-vac- 
cioated ;  and  I  am  not  prepared  to 
recommend  a  different  practice  in  the 
Pablic  Service.  The  Order  as  to 
vaccination  has  been  long  in  foree. 
The  Order  as  to  re-vaccination  is  dated 
1861.  I  do  not  inteud  to  deal  with 
either  of  them. 

•Mb.  HOPWOOD :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  if  it  is  enforced  in  the 
higher  ranks  of  the  Service  ?  Can  the 
Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Customs  be 
called  on  to  forfeit  his  position  for 
neglecting  to  coniply  with  the  condition? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  do  not 
know,  but  I  should  strongly  recommend 
the  Chairman  of  the  Board  to  be  re- 
vaccinated. 

•Mr.  HOPWOOD  :  In  consequence  of 
the  sportive  replies  of  the  right  hoo. 
Gentlenwn,  I  beg  to  give  notice  that  I  shall 
call  attention  to  this  matter  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment,  and  point  out  that  the 
condition  referred  to  in  my  question  is 
nn  justifiable. 

Mr.  long  O^iverpool,  West  Derby): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  the  Interun 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Vaccination  concerning  prosecutions  for 
contumacious  refusal  to  carry  out  vac- 
cination was  a  spontaneous  one  on  the 
part  of  the  Commission,  or  whether  it 
was  a  reply  to  a  question  addressed  to 
the  Commission  from  the  Goverameut ; 
and  whether  he  has  any  reason  to  believe 
that  the  Royal  Commission  considered 
the  question  to  be  one  of  urgency  re- 
quiring to  be  dealt  with  before  their 
Report  was  presented  on  the  whole  matter 
submitted  to  them  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  The  hon.  Member 
in  the  first  paragraph  of  his  ques- 
tion asks  me  information  as  to  what 
took  place  in  the  time,  and,  as  he 
suggests,  at  the  instance  of,  the  late 
Government,  of  which  he  was  himself  a 
Member.  I  have  no  official  knowledge 
on  the  subject;  but  I  find  that  on  February 
29,  1892,  Mr.  Ritchie,  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  of  which 
the  hon.  Member  was  Secretary,  stated 
in  this  Honse  that  he  had  commnnioated 
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with  the  CommisBioners  and  had  learnt 
from  them  that  the  matter  would  receive 
their  cousideratioa.  As  to  the  second 
paragraph,  the  Report  speaks  for  itself. 
The  Commissiooers  unanimously  state 
that  they  have  arrived  at  their  conclusions 
quite  indepeDdently  of  the  question 
whether  vaccination  should  continue  to 
be  compulsorily  enforced,  and  I  cannot 
conceive  why  they  should  have  presented 
their  recoraraendations,  as  they  have 
done,  in  on  Interim  Report,  unless  they 
thought  the  matter  one  of  urgency,  fit  for 
immediate  legislation,  and  entirely  in- 
dependent of  the  larger  questions  sub- 
mitted. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  if  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
an  inquest  held  at  Uttoxeter  on  the  17th 
of  May,  concerning  the  death  of  Thomas 
Henry  Nash,  a  child  nine  weeks  old,  and 
the  verdict  of  the  jury  that  death  was 
attributable  to  pyiemia  or  blood  poiaoning 
from  vaocination  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Sir  W. 
Foster,  Derby,  Ilkeston)  :  The  Local 
Government  Board  have  obtained  copies 
of  the  depositions  taken  at  the  inquest, 
and  have  sent  them  to  the  Vaccination 
Commissioners,  whose  practice  it  is  to 
investigate  any  case  of  the  kind  referred 
to.  The  verdict  of  the  juiy  was  that 
Thomas  Henry  Nash 

"did  die  from  pvEemia,  after  24th  day  of 
vacdnatioD,  and,  from  the  medical  evidence, 
sach  pynmia  would  most  probably  arise  from 
the  vaccination  having  run  together  and  cftueed 
much  matter  and  infiainmation." 

•DB.MACGREG0R(InTeme8B^hire): 
Ib  the  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  blood 
poiaoning  may  arise  from  any  surgical 
operation,  however  skilfully  performed  ? 

SiE  W.  FOSTER:  Yes,  Sir;  any 
slight  abrasion  of  the  skin  may  lead  to 
pyfemia  equally  with  vaccination, 

COALINa  AERANaEMBKTS  AT  KBTHAM, 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  if  the  plans 
for  the  new  coaling  arrangements  at 
Keyham  have  been  completed ;  and  if 
he  will  arrange  for  their  being  made 
accessible  to  Members  of  Parliament  to 
inspect  before  the  Naval  Works  Vote  is 
sulnnitted  to  the  Committee  of  the 
House? 

Mr,  Atquith 


The  CIVIL  LORD  of  the  AD- 
illRALTY  (Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Dun- 
dee) :  The  plans  of  the  new  coaling 
arrangements  at  Keyham  are  in  abey- 
ance, pending  the  consideration  of  the 
new  scheme  for  the  extension  of  the 
dockyard,  which  may  involve  some  modi- 
fication  of  the  plans  in  question. 

WAR  OFFICE  CONTRACTS. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office  if 
the  War  Office,  before  sending  invita- 
tions to  persons  to  tender  for  war  material, 
adopt  measures  to  ascertain  the  compe- 
tency of  the  persons  so  invited  to  execute 
the  work  in  a  satisfactory  and  efficient 
manner,  and  whether  it  is  the  practice 
the  Department  to  accept  the  tender  \ 
which  is  the  lowest  as  regards  price  fnmi  < 
one  of  the  selected  firms,  provided  in 
other  respects  it  complies  with  the  form 
of  tender  and  specifications  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Woodall, 
Hanley)  :  Full  inquiries  are  made  as  to 
a  firm  first  applying  for  a  contract ;  and, 
if  their  price  Is  satisfactory,  trial  orders 
are  generally  given,  increasing  in  amount  i 
until  the  firm  has  approved  itself  equal 
to  the  requirements  of  a  large  contract. 
It  is  the  practice  to  accept,  from  among 
approved  firms,  the  tender  of  the  firm 
which  offers  at  tlie  lowest  price,  pro- 
vided the  rate  of  delivery  is  satisfactory  ; 
but  the  Secretary  of  State  reserves  to 
himself  liberty  to  divide  the  order  if  he 
thinks  it  desirable  to  keep  two  or  more 
firms  at  work.  In  the  case  also  of  ex- 
ceptional warlike  stores,  on  the  efficiency 
of  which  much  may  depend,  the  experi- 
ence in  the  past  with  the  firms  which 
compete  is  taken  into  account  as  well  as 
the  price. 

POLYNESIAN  LABOUBIN  QUEENSLAND. 

Mr.  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  statements  of  the  Govern- 
ment Agent  at  Brisbane,  published  in  the 
recent  correspondence  relating  to  Poly- 
nesian labour  in  the  Colony  of  Queens- 
land, wherein  are  contained  statements 
against  the  missionaries  ;  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  a  letter  which 
appeared  in  tiie  Westminster  GazeUCy  on 
26th  May,  from  Mr.  A.  K.  Langridge, 
the  re{n«6entativ6  in  this  country  . of  &e 
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leuliog  missionary  referred  to,  id  which 
he  refutes  the  alleged  charges,  and  givea 
explanation  of  the  matters  which  he 
states  to  have  been  misrepresented  by  the 
GloTernment  Agent  ;  and  whether  the 
Goverumeot  will  make  inquiry  into  the 
troth  of  these  charges  brought  by  their 
Agent  against  the  missionaries  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  I  am  aware  of 
the  statements  made  by  the  Gorernment 
Agent,  and  I  hare  seen  the  letter  from 
Mr.  Laogridge.  I  am  glad  to  have  seen 
Mr.  Langridge's  letter,  and  I  trust  it  will 
be  found  that  the  Government  Agcut — 
who  I  may  observe  is  the  Agent  of  the 
Colonial  Government  and  not  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government — has  been  mis- 
taken as  to  the  other  facts,  as  well  as  the 
reported  abandonment  of  their  posts  by 
two  missionaries.  Copies  of  Mr.  Lang- 
ridge's letter  will  be  sent  to  the  Governor 
of  Queensland  and  to  the  High  Com- 
missioner, and  Mr.  Langridge^s  letter  and 
iheir  replies  shall  be  puUished  in  the 
Dext  Paper  given  to  Parliament. 

THE  CASE  OF  MR.  DUNFORD 
Mr.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Romford)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  the 
Qomber  of  clerks  ou  the  staff  of 
the  Central  Telegraph  Office  who  were 
ippointed  before  Mr.  Dunford  ;  whether 
the  officer  who  was  pensioned  from  the 
Controller'a  Office  was  an  Assistant 
Saperiateudent  ;  why  Mr.  Dunford  was 
not-  made  an  Assistant  Superintendent ; 
what  were  the  duties  performed  by  the 
pensioned  officer  that  could  not  be  equally 
and  satisfactorily  performed  by  clerks 
reus  senior  to  Mr.  Dunford  ;  and 
whether  the  Controller  claims  to  totally 
disregard  seniority  and  set  aside  the 
ordinary  tests  of  fitness  ? 

Tbe  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEY,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  The 
nnmber  of  telegraphists  now  in  the  office 
who  were  appointed  before  Mr.  Dunford 

18  605.  The  answer  to  the  second,  third, 
&nd  fourth  questions  is  that  the  officer 
penaioned  from  the  Controller's  Office 
held  the  rank  of  Assistant  Superintendent, 
»nd  there  is  no  intention  of  filling  up  hia 
vacancy  at  present.  The  fifth  question 
implies  that  promotions  in  the  Controller's 
Office  are  ouule  by  the  OoDtroUer.  This 
is  not  the  case.  I  am  alone  respoasible 
lor  all  promotions. 

VOL.  Xm.   [fourth  series.] 


GOETAVEHA  NATIONAL  SCHOOL. 

Mb.  DANE  (Fermauagh,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretair  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  is  he  aware  that, 

upon  the  uight  of  the  22nd  May,  the 
National  school  at  Gortaveha,  County 
Clare,  was  broken  into,  as  also  the 
presses  therein,  and  that  a  large  number 
of  books  and  maps  were  destroyed  ;  has 
any  person  been  arrested  in  respect  of 
this  outrage  ;  and  have  the  local  police 
any  clue  to  the  perpetrators  ? 

The  CHIEF    SECRETARY  for 

IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlet,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  It  is  a  fact  that  on  the 
night  of  the  22nd  May  the  National 
school  in  question  was  broken  into  and 
a  number  of  books  and  maps  destroyed. 
No  arrest  has  been  made,  but  the'police, 
who  have  strong  snspicions  as  to  the 
perpetrators,  are  investigating  the 
matter. 

FLAGTOWN  NATIONAL  SCHOOL. 

Ma.  DANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  is  he  aware  that  upon  the  22nd 
of  April  last  the  manager  of  the  National 
school  at  Flagtown,  County  Clare,  gave 
notices  of  dismissal  to  both  the  teachers ; 
and  was  there  any  ground  of  complaint 
against  these  teachers  or  either  of  ^em  ; 
and,  if  not,  will  the  Commissioners  of 
National  Educalion  in  Ireland  hold  an 
inquiry  upon  the  subject  with  the  view 
to  their  re-instatemeut  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  sorry  t 
caunot  answer  this  question,  but  the 
Commissioners  of  National  Education 
inform  me  that  they  cannot  identify  this 
school.  They  are  not  acquainted  with 
it. 

THE    POLICE   AND   THE  ROYAL 
WEDDING. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  Metropolitan  Police 
received  three  days  extra  leave  on  the 
occasions  of  the  official  visit  of  the  Shah 
of  Persia,  of  the  celebration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Jubilee,  and  of  the  recent  visit 
of  the  Grerman  Emperor,  whether  he  will 
grant  a  similar  extra  leave  to  members 
of  the  Force  during  the  present  year,  in 
connection  with  the  opeaiug^  the  Iior 
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perial  Institute  and  the  forthcoming 
Royal  marriage  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  It  would  be  pre- 
mature to  como  to  any  decision  upon 
this  subject  nt  the  present  moment,  but 
the  matter  wiil  be  considered  when  the 
proper  time  arrives. 

PRESTON  GRANGE  COLI.IERV  AND 
FIREBRICK  WORKS.  EAST  LOTHIAN. 
Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  ChanceJIor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  Preston  Grange 
Colliery  and  Firebrick  Works,  East 
Lothian,  hare  been  ruined  and  closed  by 
the  royalties  and  wayleares  taken  by  the 
Crown  and  others  ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  about  250  workmen  have  been 
thrown  out  of  employment  thereby  ;  and 
whether  he  will  reduce  the  royalties  in 
the  interests  of  the  trade  and  business  of 
the  country  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  have  been 
in  communication  with  the  Commissioners 
of  Woods  and  Forests,  and  with  the 
Official  Liquidator  of  the  Company,  and 
am  satisBed  that,  so  far  as  the  Crown  is 
concerned,  the  failure  of  the  Company  is 
not  in  any  way  due  to  the  payment  of 
royalties.  The  royalty  is  a  small  one, 
and  the  average  for  the  last  seven  years 
has  been  equivalent  to  about  2^d.  per 
ton.  The  total  amount  paid  to  the 
Crown  since  1875  has  been  about 
£5,100.  The  debts  of  the  Company 
amount  to  £63,000. 

PRECAUTIONS  AOAmST  CHOLBRA. 

Mr.  H.  S.  foster  (Suffolk,  Lowes- 
toft) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  if  he  is  aware  of  the  fact  that 
the  Council  of  the  Association  of  Muni- 
cipal Corporations,  representing  nearly 
every  Municipal  Corporation  in  the 
Kingdom,  passed  a  resolution  at  their 
last  meeting  expressing  the  opinion  that 
the  expenses  incurred  by  a  Local  Autho- 
rity in  taking  special  jprecautions  to 
prevent  the  introduction  of  cholera 
should  be  defrayed  out  of  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  ;  if  he  is  prepared  to  re-con- 
sider hu  refusal  to  render  such  assistance 
to  Local  Authorities  out  of  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  for  the  above  purposes  ;  and 
whether,  in  the  alternative,  the  Govern- 
ment will  afibrd  the  House  an  early 
opportunity  of  discussing  this  subject  P 

Mb.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby)  : 
I  beg,  at  the  same  time,  to  ask  the  right 

Mr.  James  Stuart 


hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  is  aware 

that  the  Council  of  the  Association  of- 
Municipal  Corporations  have  passed  a 
resolution   to  the   effect  that,  in  tbeir 
opinion,  the   expenses   incurred  by  s 
Local  Authority  in  taking  special  pre- 
cautions to  prevent  the  introduction  of  j 
cholera  should  be  defrayed  out  of  the  I 
Imperial  Exchequer ;    and  what  steps 
have  been  taken  to  provide  the  Seaport 
Sanitary  Authorities  with  hospital  ships 
free  of  charge  by  the  Admiralty  ?  i 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  When  a  depu-  i 
tatiou  came  to  see  mc  on  behalf  of  the  | 
Ports  asking  me  to  undertake  the  pay-  ! 
ment  for  precautions  against  cholera  out 
of  Imperial  funds,  I  stated  that  the  de- 
mand would  ccrtaiuly  be  made  not  ou 
behalf  of  the  Ports  alone,  but  of  all 
Municipal  Authorities.     This   is  what  ! 
has  happened,  as  I  predicted,     I  have  | 
nothing  to  add  to  what  I  stated  to  the  I 
deputation.  j 

Mr.  HENEAGE :  My  right  hon.  \ 
Friend  has  not  answered  the  second  part  j 
of  my  question.  i 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  in  com- 
munication with  the  Admiralty  on  the 
subject,  and  I  hope  that  it  may  be  found 
possible  to  do  something  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  :  Has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seen  the  conditions  under 
which  the  Admiralty  propose  to  lend 
hulks  ?  Is  it  possible  for  Local  Bodies  j 
to  accept  them  ?  Can  he  do  anything  in 
that  direction  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  have  not  ; 
seen  the  conditions.    I  will  do-  what  I 
can  to  press  the  matter  on  the  attention 
of  the  Admiralty. 

Mr.  H.  S.  FOSTER  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  if  the  Government 
will  afford  the  House  an  early  opportu- 
nity of  discussing  this  question  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  There  is  one 
thing  which  the  Government  very  much 
want,  and  that  is  money ;  bat  there  is 
another  thing  which  they  want  still 
more,  and  that  is  time. 

Mr.  H.  S.  FOSTER:  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  will  take  the  earliest 
opportunity  of  calling  attention  to  the 
subject.  I  now  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  what  steps  his  Department  have 
taken,  or  are  taking,  by  way  of  precan- 
tion  against  any  impartation  of  cholera 
into  this  country  ? 
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The  president  ok  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H. 
H.  FowLER,WoIverhampton,E.):  Duriug 
the  outbreak  of  cholera  last  autumD,  and 
subeequently,  the  Local  Govermncnt 
Board  have  carefully  coDBidered  all 
practicable  precantioos  agaiast  the  intro- 
dactioD  of  the  disease  into  this  country. 
There  will  be  no  relaxation  in  the  action 
of  the  medical  staff  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment  Board,  and  I  am  quite  satisfied 
that  they  are  doing  everythiufr  that  is 
within  their  power  to  Hafegnard  the 
health  of  the  country. 

Mr.  H.  S.  foster  :  U»ve  any 
recommendations  been  made  to  the  Port 
Saaitary  Authorities  as  to  the  steps 
they  should  take  to  prevent  an  outbreak 
of  cholera  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  The  Medical 
lospectors  have  been  making  examiua- 
tions,  and  advising  all  the  Port  Sanitary 
Aatborities  during  the  past  few  months. 
•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lyon 
fiegis)  :  When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  that  the  Medical  Officers  are  doing 
all  that  can  be  done,  does  he  mean  that 
they  are  doing  nothing  whatever  except 
to  recommend  steps  to  be  taken  at  the 
expense  of  the  Local  Authorities  ? 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  :  That  is  an 
argumentative  question. 

THE  WEST  COAST  OF  SCOTLAND 
FISHERIES. 

Ma.  BIRKMYRt;  (Ayr,&c.):  I  beg  to 
aak  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  complaints  have  been  made 
that  the  protection  afforded  to  fishermen 
ODthe  West  Coast  of  Scotland  against 
the  depredations  of  the  steam  trawling 
vessels  is  inadequate  ;  will  he  be  pre- 
pared to  famish  a  Report  of  the  watch- 
ing operations  of  the  sea  police  boats  for 
the  month  of  Hay  ;  and  whether  he 
vonld  sanction  the  enrolment  of  selected 
fishermen  as  special  constables  for  fishery 
service,  their  remuneration  to  be  paid 
from  fines  exigible  on  conviction  from 
the  offenders  ? 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON:  On  behalf 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hoss  and 
Cromarty,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
last  Report  of  the  Fishery  Board  for 
Scotland  states  that  at  the  present  day 
Vigilani,  which  is  an  old  sailing 
enusar,  is  not  worth  the  money  which 
she  costs  to  keep  op,  and  ^t  she 


Irish  Dniona,  326 

should  be  superseded  by  a  steam  vessel; 
and  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Scottish  Office  to  remove  this  sailing 
ship  ;  and,  if  not,  will  he  explain  on 
what  grounds  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  The  Go- 
vernment will  have  to  consider,  before 
next  year's  Estimates,  the  advisability 
of  providing,  in  the  place  of  the 
Vigilant^  a  steam  launch  such  as  is 
owned  by  the  Fishery  Board  of  the 
County  of  Lancaster  for  simitar  ser- 
vices as  those  performed  by  the  Vigilant. 

GREENWICH  AGE  PENSIONS. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversham)  :  I  bog  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
has  had  under  his  consideration  theReport 
of  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, presentetl  last  year,  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Greenwich  Age  Pensions  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  iias  arrived  at  any 
decision  in  reference  thereto  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  must  ask 
for  more  notice  of  this  question. 

Mr.KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN: 
I  will  put  it  down  for  Monday. 

INSOLVENT  IRISH  UNIONS. 

Mr.  boss  (Londonderry)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  Poor  Law 
Unions  in  Ireland  are  in  an  insolvent 
condition  ;  and  in  how  many  of  these 
cases  have  the  Boards  of  Guardians  been 
dissolved,  and  paid  officials  appointed  to 
act  in  their  stead  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  If  by  the  ex- 
pression "Poor  Law  Unions  in  an  in- 
solvent condition  '*  the  hon.  Member 
means  Unions  in  which  the  liabilities  of 
the  Guardians  are  at  present  in  excess  of 
their  liabilities,  I  have  to  say  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  Local  Government  Board 
that  it  would  not  be  possible  for  them  to 
state  what  Unions  are  iu  that  position  at 
this  moment,  as  very  few  of  the  accounts 
for  the  six  months  ending  in  March  last 
have  been  audited.  Only  one  Union  is 
at  present  under  the  management  of  Vice 
Guardians. 

Mr.  ROSS :  Has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  any  objection  to  giving  the 
names  of  the  Unions  whose  cheques 
their  bankers  have  refused  to  honour  ? 
That  is  wliat  I  want  to  know. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  PersonaUy,  I 
have  no  objection.   I  will  inquire  of  the 
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Xiocal  Governmeut  Board  if  the  informa- 
tion can  be  obtained. 

Mb.  bodkin  (Roscommon,  N.)  : 
Is  it  calculated  to  restore  the  solvency  of 
a  Union  to  dismiss  the  representatives 
of  the  ratepayers,  who  gave  their  ser- 
tIcos  gratuitously,  in  order  to  employ 
officials  who  have  no  knowledge  of  the 
district,  and  have  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
rates  ? 

Mr.  -sexton  (Kerry.  N.)  :  Was 
the  appointment  of  Vice  Guardians  in 
the  Tralee  Uaiou  due  to  the  insolvency 
of  that  Union  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  answer 
that,  but  I  understand  that  Union  is  now 
in  a  fairly  satisfactory  condition. 

Mr.  ROSS  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  in 
every  case  iu  which  Vice  Guardians  have 
been  appoiuted  instead  of  elected 
Guardians  to  manage  insolvent  Unions, 
that  insolveucy  has  ceased  to  exist  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  was  understood  to 
reply  that  usually  the  Vice  Guardians 
did  place  the  Union  finances  ou  a  sounder 
footing, 

INCOME  TAX  REBATES. 

Mb.  DIGBY  (Dorset,  N.)  :  I  bog  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  the  Surveyors  and  Collectors  of 
Taxes -have  the  sauctiouof  the  Govern- 
ment in  insisting  on  the  payment  in  full 
of  Income  Tax  without  allowing  for  the 
rebate  iu  respect  of  allowances  aud 
losses  incident  to  the  agricultural  de- 
pression, thus  necessitating  the  incon- 
venience and  trouble  of  claiming  a  return 
of  the  ][voportion  to  which  the  Govern- 
ment were  reallv  not  entitled  ? 

Sir  W.  HA'RCOURT  :  I  must  ask 
for  longer  notice  of  this  question  ;  it  was 
only  put  down  last  night. 

Mb.  DIGBY :  Friday. 

SMOKE  NUISANCE  (METROPOLIS)  BILL 
Mr.  BURNIE  (Swansea,  Town)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  a  case  in  the  High 
Court  ol  Justice  on  the  9Ui  ultimo, 
"Cowper  V.  Lord  Stratheden  and  Camp- 
bell," iu  the  course  of  the  hearing  of 
which  it  transpired  that  the  late  Lord 
Stratheden  and  Campbell  had  left  the 
control  of  his  Smoke  Nuisance  (Metro- 
polis) Bill  to  the  Duke  of  Westminster  ; 
and  whether  be  will  take  any  steps  with 
the  view  to  the  passing  of  snch  Bill  into 
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law ;  or  if  he  will  consider  what  other 
measures  can  be  adopted  for  lessening  the 
smoke  nuisance  in  London  7 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  In  the  Report  of 
the  case  to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers 
it  is  stated  that  in  the  will  of  the  late 
Lord  Stratheden  and  Campbell  there  is  & 
clause  to  the  following  effect : — 

"  Tbfl  control  of  my  Bill  on  smoke  sbatement, 
which  has  been  Banctioned  by  the  House  of 
Lonis  and  gone  since  through  accurate  revisioii, 
I  Tentute  to  Wve  to  the  Ihike  of  Weetminster 
and  his  coadjutors." 

I  have  no  further  information  with  refer- 
ence to  this  bequest.  I  cannot  undertake 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  during  the  present 
Sessiou  f^r  dealing  with  the  smoke 
nuisance. 

CHOLERA  ABROAD. 
Mr.  HENEAGE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  the  Government  have 
received  any  reliable  iuformation  as  to 
the  re-appearance  of  cholera  at  Hamburg 
and  other  places  having  trade  relations 
with  Britisii  seaports  ;  and,  if  so,  what 
steps  have  been  taken  by  the  Foreign 
OfKce  to  insure  special  precautions  being 
taken  by  the  Local  Authorities  in  this 
country  ? 

*SiB  £.  GREY :  The  only  official  in- 
formation we  have  about  cholera  at  Ham- 
burg is  that  there  has  been  one  case, 
which  ended  fatally  on  the  27th  of  May, 
but  there  is  good  reason  to  believe  that 
the  origin  of  this  case  is  uot  known,  that 
it  was  isolated,  aud  that  there  has  been 
nothing  else  of  a  suspicious  character. 
We  have  also  heard  of  the  existence  of 
cholera  in  Brittany,  but  uot  to  any  extent, 
which  deserves  the  name  of  epidemic. 
Any  instructions  as  to  precautions  to  be 
taken  in  this  country  an  issued  by  the 
Local  Government  Board. 

THE  BEHRING  SEA  FISHERIES. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether,  previously  to 
making  the  agreement  with  Russia,  as  to 
the  western  portion  of  the  Behring  Sea 
(embodied  in  Lord  Bosebery's  D^^tch 
of  3rd  May,  and  Mr.  Ghicnkine's  reply 
thereto  of  22ud  May,  1893),  which  pro- 
Tides  that  British  subjects  shall  be  for- 
bidden to  exercise  their  right  peaceably 
to  navigate  and  to  fish  the  high  seas,  and 
shall  be  made  liable  to  search  and  capture 
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hj  Russian  cruisers,  Her  Majesty's 
GoTeroment  have  obtaiaed  any  repara- 
tion for  or  any  sufficient  expIaDatton  of 
the  seizure  by  Russian  cnitsers,  in  July 
last,  of  six  British  veeseU  on  the  high 
B8S3,  and  the  captivity  and  inhnman 
treatment  of  their  crews  ? 
•Si«  E.  GREY  :  This  matter  has  been 
referred  by  the  Bussiao  Government  to 
a  Special  Commisaionf  and  it  is  under- 
stood that  they  have  now  made  their 
Report,  and  that  a  commanicatiou  will 
shortly  be  received  from  the  Russian 
Goremment  on  the  subject.  The  present 
Provisional  Agreement  with  Russia  was 
made  expressly  without  prejudice  to  the 
rights  of  vessels,  which  were  seized  last 
year  by  Russian  cruisers,  and  I  must  also 
point  out  that  the  present  agreement  is 
bi-lateral  and  not  uni-lateral  as  the  hon. 
Member  seems  to  suppose. 

In  reply  to  a  further  qnestion  by  Mr. 
Gibson  Bowlks, 

*Sia  E.  GREY  :  The  answer  of  the 
Bossian  GoTemment  has  not  yet  been 
received ;  it  was  therefore  distinctly  stated 
that  nothing  in  the  Agreement  was  to 
prejudice  the  rights  of  British  vessels 
seized  last  year. 

THE   EAST    NOTTINGHAM  ELECTION. 

MR.KEIR-HARDIE  (West  Ham,S.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Solicitor  General 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
an  article  in  The  Pall  Mall  Gazette  of 
5th  June,  in  which  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral is  alleged  to  have  won  the  seat  by 
means  of  bribery ;  and  whether,  in  the 
interests  of  purity  of  election,  he  will 
cause  the  charges  therein  made  to  be 
fnlly  investigated  ? 

Me.  ASQUITH  answered  the  ques- 
tion in  the  absence  of  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral. He  said  :  Parliament  has  provided 
a  special  procedure  for  the  investigation 
of  all  matters  relating  to  the  conduct  of 
elections.  I  understand  that  some  months 
sfter  the  General  Election  an  application 
to  the  Court  was  made  hj  the  defeated 
candidate,  Mr.  Finch-Hatton,  based  on 
sUe^tioQS  similar  to  those  contained  in 
the  newspaper  referred  to,  to  re-open 
the  Petition  in  East  Nottingham,  and 
that  the  Court  made  an  order  that,  sub- 
ject to  notice  bein^  served  ou  the  sitting 
Member,  the  time  for  payment  of  the 
deposit  should  be  enlarged.  I  understand 
that  DO  such  notice  was  served,  and  no 


further  action  was  taken.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  do  not  think  that  anything 
has  occurred  which  calls  upon  the  Public 
Prosecutor  to  take  action  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  sexton  :  May  I  ask  whether 
the  appearance  of  an  article  in  a  news- 
paper is  sufficient  justification  for  a 
Member  of  the  Houtte  putting  a  question 
in  this  form.  Does  it  entitle  him  to  make 
a  charge  in  this  form  against  a  Member 
of  the  GoTemmeut  or  any  hon.  Member 
of  the  House  ? 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  Qnestions  are 
repeatedly  put  from  statements  which 
appear  in  newspapers.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was,  no  doubt,  actuated  by  hon- 
ourable motives  in  putting  the  question  ; 
and  I  cannot  say  that  the  question  itself 
is  out  of  Order,  as  the  statement  has 
appeared  in  print. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  Louth,  N.) : 
Seeing  that  there  is  a  legal  way  of  deal- 
ing with  these  matters  and  resort  was  not 
had  to  it,  is  a  Member  of  this  House  en- 
titled to  put,  in  the  form  of  a  question, 
any  charge  a  newspaper  may  make  ?  I 
would  urge  that  he  is  not. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  Of  course,  with 
that  I  entirely  agree.  But,  the  state- 
ment having  been  made  in  the  newspaper,  it 
is  competent  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
put  a  question  with  reference  to  it.  But 
it  is  quite  irregular  to  re-open  a  question 
which  has  practically  been  settled. 

Mr.  darling  (Deptford) :  la  it 
not  perfectly  open  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  take  proceedings  in  the  same 
way  as  others  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects ? 

Mn.  ASQUITH  :  That  is  a  question 
which  the  hon.  Member  is  quite  as 
capable  of  answering  as  I  am. 

Mr.  KEIR-HARDIE  :  May  I  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  he  will 
indict  the  newspaper  in  question  for  a 
breach  of  Privilege  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  That  is  entirely  a 
question  for  tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

FRANCE  AND  THE  CYPKU8  TBIBUTB. 

Mb.  PIERPOINT  (Warrington) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  the  whole  or  any  part 
of  the  guarantee  of  France  towards  the 
payment  of  the  interest  ou  the  Turkish 
Loan  of  1855  ia  paid  out  of  the  Cyprus 
tribute  ;  what  is  the  amount,  if  any,  and 
what  is  the  date  of  the  first  payment ; 
and  whether  there  is  any  a^ceement.  or 
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implied  agreement  with  France  as  to 
any  further  paymeuts  out  of  the  tribute  ? 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  England  and 
Frauce  are  joint  guarantors  of  the  loan 
of  1855,  the  iuterest  on  which  is  now 
paid  out  of  the  tribute  from  the 
Island  of  Cyprus.  Since  1B82  no  pay- 
ment to  Frauce  has  been  made  ;  no  ocua- 
siou  has  ariseu  for  such  payment, and  none 
is  likely  to  arise. 

Me.  PIERPOINT  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  my  ques- 
tion as  to  the  date  of  the  first  pay- 
ment ? 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  have  stated 
that  in  1882  was  the  first  and  only  pay- 
ment to  France.  No  payment  gan  arise 
if  the  interest  is  paid  ;  and  the  iuterest 
is  paid  out  of  the  tribute. 

Mr.  PIERPOINT:  On  account  of 
interest,  year  by  year  ? 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  No  payment 
can  be  made  if  the  interest  is  paid,  and 
the  interest  is  paid  out  of  the  tribute. 
The  payment  of  1882  was  merely  a 
settlement  with  Frauce  of  a  certain  sum 
paid  by  her  as  the  guarantor,  before  the 
Cyprus  tribute  was  applied  to  the  pay- 
ment of  the  interest. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON 
(Shropshire,  Oswestry) :  May  I  ask 
whether  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer will  be  witling  to  give  a  Return 
as  to  the  profit  which  the  British  Go- 
rernment  has  derived  from  the  revenues 
of  Cyprus,  which  Lord  Knutsford  stated 
to  be  £101,000  a  year  ? 
•Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  If  the  hon. 
Member  wants  to  know  the  amount  of 
profit  which  the  British  Govemment  has 
derived  from  the  revenues  of  Cyprus,  he 
is  inquiring  about  a  minus  quantity  ;  but 
if  his  object  is  to  know  whether  the 
whole  Cyprus  tribute  goes  to  payment  of 
the  interest  ou  the  loan,  I  may  tell  him 
that  it  does  not.  There  is  a  small 
margin  after  payment  of  the  interest, 
and  that  margin  goes  towards  the 
Sinking  Fund. 

Me.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON: 
Would  the  right  bou.  Gentleman  give  a 
Return  of  the  amount  of  money  which 
is  paid  out  of  the  Cyprus  tribute  to  the 
English  Exchequer  to  relieve  it  of  its 
obligation  to  pay  the  Guaranteed  Loan  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  better  put  the 
question  on  the  Paper,  and  I  will  consider 
it.    1  do  not  think  he  quite  apprehends 
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the  question,  or  he  would  not  talk 
of  money  going  into  the  English  Ex- 
chequer. 

SIR  HUSSEY  VIVIAK'S  PEERAGE. 

SiE  CHARLES  DALRYMPLE 
(Ipswich)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  whether  it  is  in  accord- 
ance with  custom  that  an  hou.  Member 
of  this  House  should  take  part  in  the 
proceedings  of  the  House  by  voting  in 
Divisions,  after  the  announcement  has 
been  made  .that  Her  Majesty  has  been 
pleased  to  confer  upon  him  the  dignity  of 
a  Peerage  of  the  United  Kingdom  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian)  :  When  it  is  stated 
that  the  Queen  has  conferred  a  Peerage 
on  a  certain  person,  the  meaning  is  not 
that  that  person  is  a  Peer  or  that  we 
have  made  him  one  ;  but  it  means  that 
Her  Majesty  has  expressed  her  pleasure 
that  proper  steps  should  t>e  taken  to 
bring  about  his  being  made  a  Peer.  In 
the  present  case  tKere  cannot  be  the 
smallest  doubt  about  the  matter  that  by 
usage  and  by  law  the  presumption 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  debarred  from 
voting  in  this  House  is  a  clear  and  even 
a  gross  error.  The  ouly  authority  to 
which  I  have  had  the  opportunity  of  re- 
ferring on  the  point  is  Sir  T.  Erskine 
May,  who  says — 

"It  allemberbacreatecla  Peer  it  ia  often  tba 
practioe  to  move  the  New  Writ  when  he  bis 
kissed  hands,  but  sometimes  not  until  Hie 
patent  has  been  made  out  or  the  reeepi  en- 
dorsed." 

I  am  not  aware  whether  Sir  Erskine  May 

meant  to  convey,  or  whether,  if  he  did, 
he  was  right  in  conveying,  that  the 
kissing  of  hands  uniformly  accompanies 
the  conferring  of  the  Peerage.  1  have 
doubt  about  that,  but  there  is  one  step 
which  invariably  precedes  it,  and  that  is- 
the  gazetting  of  the  person  who  is  to  be 
made  a  Peer.  Sir  Hussey  Vivian  has 
not  been  gazetted,  and  there  is  not  the 
slightest  pretence  for  supposing  that  his 
status  as  a  Member  of  this  House  is  in 
any  degree  affected,  or  that  his  con- 
stituents ought  to  be  prematurely 
deprived  of  the  advantage  of  being  repre- 
sented by  a  gentleman  of  so  much  ex- 
perience and  in  possession  of  their 
confidence.  Sir  Erskine  May  has  not 
said  anything  with  regard  to  gazetting; 
but  there  is  the  case  ^^Lord  Eddisbury,, 
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who  sat  until  May  15,  1848,  although 
his  creation  had  appeareid  in  The  Gazette 
OD  Maj  9. 

Mb.  THEOBALD  :  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  referred  to  the  last  case, 
which  happened  in  1848, 1  would  like  to 
know  irhat  is  the  usual  etiquette  in  such 
cues  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  cannot 
mj  that  the  case  to  which  Z  faaTereferred 
is  the  last  case,  and  I  do  not  know 
That  is  the  usual  practice  in  these  cases. 
The  GrOTemment  can  make  any  amount 
of  inqniry  as  regards  this  particular  case, 
bat  there  is  not  the  slightest  shadow  of 
ground  for  supposing  that  there  is  any 
doubt  about  the  matter. 

Sir  C.  DALBYMPLE  :  I  was  not  so 
foolish  as  to  suggest  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  was  disqaalified  from  voting.  I 
dmply  desired  to  know  whether  it  is 
customary  for  an  hon.  Member  to  take 
part  in  Divisions  of  the  House  after  the 
anQonucement  has  been  made  that  Her 
Majesty  has  conferred  a  Peerage  upon 
him  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  1  am 
not  aware  that  there  is  any  custom  which 
should  have  dictated  any  difference  in  the 
position  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

ROBSIA  AND  THE  BEURING  SEA. 
Ms.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  when 
Her  Majesty's  Govemment  propose  to 
introdnce  a  Bill  to  empower  them  to  give 
dTect  to  the  Agreement  with  Russia 
made  last  month,  that  British  subjects 
shall  be  prohibited  from  fishing  ou  the 
high  seas  in  the  vicinity,  but  outside  the 
territorial  limits,  of  the  Russian  coasts 
and  islands  of  the  Behring  Sea ;  whether, 
on  the  introduction  of  such  a  Bill,  they 
will  afford  due  facilities  for  its  discus- 
sion ;  and  whether  Her  Majesty ''s  6o- 
Tenunent  propose  in  the  meantime  to 
inne  orders  to  English  cruisers  them- 
selves to  capture,  or  to  permit  Russian 
cruisers  to  capture,  any  British  vessels 
OQ  the  high  seas  in  this  part  of  the 
world  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Such 
a  Bill  will  be  introduced,  but  with  regard 
to  procedure  it  is  premature  to  enter 
upon  the  subject. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  May  I 
direct  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  the  last  part  of  the  ques- 
tion, and  ask  whether  Her  Majesty^s 


Government  intend  to  allow  Russian 
vessels  to  capture  English  vessels  ? 

Sir  E.  GREY  :  With  regard  to  the 
last  part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  ques- 
tion, I  am  desired  to  state  that  the  object 
of  the  Agreement  with  Russia  is  to  lay 
down  certain  prohibited  zones,  within 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
waive  the  right  which  they  have  outside 
territorial  waters  to  object  to  the  pro- 
hibition of  British  vessels  sealing.  It  is, 
therefore,  desirable  that  the  Agreement 
should  be  arrived  at  as  soon  as  possible. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BO  WLES:  Is  the  House 
to  understand  that  before  the  Agreement 
has  been  confirmed  by  Parliament 
Her  Majesty's  Government  propose  to 
allow  the  Russian  Government  to  seize 
English  vessels  on  the  high  seas  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  The  right  to  object 
to  seizure  on  the  high  seas  is  one  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  entitled 
to  decide  whether  they  will  exercise  or 
not.  The  object  of  this  Agreement  is  to 
come  to  au  understanding,  as  regards 
sealing  vessels,  that  that  right  of  objec- 
tion shall  not  be  raised  within  the  limits 
of  certain  prohibited  zones. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


GOVBRNMENT   OF   IIIELAND  BILL. 
(No.  209.) 

COMMITTEE.    [Progr€$s,  5th  June.} 
[fourteenth  night.] 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Legislative  Authority. 

Clause  3  (Exceptions  from  powers 
of  Irish  Legislature.) 

•Mr.  BUTCHER  (York)  said,  he 
desired  to  move,  as  au'  Amendment,  the 
insertion  in  the  6th  sub-section,  after 
"treason-felony,"  of  the  words  "con- 
spiracy and  combination,"  this  referring, 
of  course,  to  such  conspiracy  and  such 
combination  as  was  criminal.  This 
question  of  the  Law  of  Conspiracy  was 
one  of  extreme  importance,  inasmuch  as 
it  affected  in  a  very  intimate  manner  one 
of  the  most  important  social  discoveries 
of  modem  times — namely,  the  principle  of 
combination,  which  had  been  applietl  to 
labour  and  trade  disputes,  and,  in  Ireland 
especially,  to  agrarian  difficulties.  There 
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bad  always  been  great  difficulty  aud  con- 
siderable delicacy  in  dealing  with  the 
subject.  The  object  of  the  law  ought  to 
be  to  reconcile  the  interests  of  the 
individual  ou  the  cue  band  with  the 
interests  of  certain  classes  of  the  public 
on  the  other.  The  subject  should  be 
considered  by  a  Legislature  in  which  all 
classes  would  be  fairly  and  impartially 
represented. '  He  did  not  say  there  should 
be  no  change  in  the  law;  but  if  they  were 
to  have  an  adequate  protection  of  the 
minority  in  Ireland  they  must  have  that 
change  sanctioned  by  the  Imperial 
Parliament.  And  if  the  making  of  a 
law  upon  this  subject  was  difficult  and 
delicate,  so  was  its  administration. 
English  Judges  as  well  as  Irish  Judges 
had  found  that  to  be  the  case.  If  his 
Amendment  were  accepted  the  admiuis- 
tration  of  the  law  would  be  placed  in  the 
bauds  of  two  Exchequer  Judges,  who 
would  be  appointed  by  the  Imperial 
Parliament.  That  would  be  a  great 
advantage,  not  only  to  the  Irish  Judges 
who  might  becalted  upon  toadminister  the 
law,  but  to  the  public  who  would  be  con- 
cerned to  see  that  it  was  properly 
administered.  He  hoped  he  would  not 
receive  from  the  Government  the  stereo- 
typed answer,  that  they  desired  to  leave 
to  the  Irish  Legislature  matters  exclu- 
sively Irish.  This  Law  of  Conspiracy 
was  not  an  exclusively  Irish  matter,  aud 
any  alteration  iu  it  would  afiect  Her 
Majesty's  subjects,  whether  resident  in 
England,  in  Scotland,  or  in  Ireland  ;  it 
would  affect  all  those  who  had  trade  or 
other  dealings  with  Ireland.  It  was 
esssntially  an  Tmperial  matter  that  steps 
should  be  taken  to  insure  that  equal 

Sstice  was  meted  out  to  all  classes  of 
er  Majesty's  subjects,  and  in  this 
particular  case  it  appeared  to  him  that 
there  were  certain  special  grounds 
which  made  it  emiueutly  desirable 
that  the  subject  should  be  reserved 
for  the  Imperial  Legislature.  Let  tbem 
consider  who  were  the  men  who  would 
wield  the  powers  given  to  the  Irish 
Legislature,  and  how  they  were  Ukely  to 
wield  them.  He  desired  as  far  as  pos- 
sible to  avoid  personalities ;  but  this  was 
a  matter  on  which  it  was  impossible 
entirely  to  exclude  the  personal  dement 
from  their  consideration.  The  Nationalist 
Leaders  were  not  ignorant  of  the  Law  of 
Conspiracy  ;  the  complaint  was  that  they 
knew  a  great  deal  too  much  about  it. 

Mr.  Butcher 


Many  of  them  had  been  engaged  m  con- 
spiracies whick  hod  been  held  to  be 
crimiual,  aud  some  of  them  had  been 
convicted.   He  would  not  detaiu  the 

Committee  by  going  through  a  list  of 
the  conspiracies.  Not  very  long  ago 
several  Members  of  the  NationaUst 
Party  were  found  by  a  competent  tri- 
buniJ  to  have  been  eugaged  in  a  con- 
spiracy to  obtain  the  independence  of 
Ireland.  That  was  not  a  purely  Irish 
matter.  A  large  number  of  tbem  were 
also  fouud  -  to  have  been  engaged  in  a 
conspiracy,  by  means  of  coercion  and  in- 
timidation, to  promote  an  agitation  against 
agrarian  rents  with  the  object  of  ex- 
pelling the  English  garrison."  That, 
again,  was  not  a  conspiracy  which  dealt 
with  a  purely  Irish  matter.  Members  of 
the  Irish  Party  had  beeu  proved  by  the 
Law  Courts  in  Ireland  to  have  been 
guilty  of  conspiracy  iu  counection  with 
the  somewhat  notorious  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. That  was  an  organisation  whidi 
bad  brought  great  misery  and  disaster 
to  Ireland,  and  they  would  undertake  a 
serious  responsibility  if  they  allowed  its 
authors  to  alter  the  law  on  so  vital  a 
subject.  Then  there  was  the  oouspiraoy 
of  boycotting,  which  had  been  the  oanse 
of  the  direst  disaster  and  deepest  misery 
to  'Ireland.  It  had  been  characterised 
by  the  most  cowardly  and  detestable 
crimes  ;  it  had  been  accompanied  by  in- 
timidation, and  it  had  been  fouud  to  be 
illegal,  not  only  by  Irish  Judges,  but  by 
an  English  Judge,  and  men  had  been 
convicted  of  that  charge  by  an  English 
jury.  If  these  methods  had  been  em- 
ployed iu  Ireland  iu  the  past,  what  could 
they  reasonably  look  for  iu  the  future  ? 
Had  the  Nationalists  abandoned  their 
former  methods  ?  Had  they  repudiated 
tlieir  past  ?  He  aliould  look  with  in- 
terest to  see  whether  any  Nationalist 
Member  expressed  contrition  for  his 
action  in  counectiou  with  conspiracies  in 
Ireland  in  the  past. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  not  speaking  to  the  Amendment. 

Mk.  BUTCHER  said,  he,  of  course, 
bowed  to  the  ruliug  of  the  Chairman, 
and  he  would  simply  explain  that  be 
was  dealing  with  die  probable  future  (A 
Ireland.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  the 
Irish  Parliament  would  do  nothing  but 
evil ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  he  was  far 
from  asserting  they  would  do  nothing 
but  good.    He  thought  he  bad  sa^ 
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enougii  to  Bbow  that  the  miaority  in 
Inlaod  bad  some  gronnds  for  sayiDg 
thit  BQ  IrieU  Legislature,  composed,  as 
it  oecessarUy  must  be,  of  the  Repre- 
tentotires  <rf  the  farmers  and  labourers, 
was  not  a  proper  body  to  be  entrusted 
I     with  powers  to  deal  with  matters  of  con- 
I    spiracy.   In  the   past  conspiracies  in 
I     ^daod  had  been  almost  wholly  agrarian  ; 
uul  probably  the  first  action  of  the  new 
Irish  Legislature  would  be  to  legalise 
the  Plan  of  Cunpaigu  and  to  alter  the 
law  affecting  boycotting. 

Mr.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid)  :  Is 
the  hon.  Member  now  in  Order,  Sir  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  cannot  say  the 
boD.  Member  is  at  the  present  time  out 
of  Order  ;  but  he  is  trenching  very  closely 
upon  the  ruling  I  gave  just  now. 

*Mb.  butcher  said,  he  desired  to 
urge  on  the  Committee  that  he  had 
advanced  a  special  reason  in  the  case  of 
Ireland  why  it  was  not  safe  to  eutrust 
the  proposed  Irish  Legislature  with  the 
powers  which  he  sought  to  reserve. 
They  were  told  by  the  Government  that 
they  desired,  so  far  as  they  could,  to 
protect  the  loyal  minority  in  Ireland ; 
that  loyal  minority  had  fears  on  this 
subject,  which  he  submitted  were  not 
unfonntied,  and  be  trusted  the  Grovern- 
me&t  would  not  fall  back  upon  the  plea 
generally  put  forward  and  say  these  fears 
woe  utterly  idle  and  unreasonable.  He 
would  ask  the  Government  to  allay  those 
fears  by  inserting  in  the  Bill  words 
which  would  prevent  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture from  dealing  with  the  law  of 
eriminal  conspiracy  and  combination. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  Hne  6,  after  the  words  "  treason- 
fciony,"  to  insert  the  words  "  criminal  conspiracy 
ud  combination."— (-Vr.  Butcher.') 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  chief  SECRETARY  poh 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
npon-Tyne)  :  I  think,  Sir,  a  very  few 
words  from  me  will  dispose  of  tbis 
Ameodment.  The  interpretation  put 
vcfssa  the  clause  by  the  hon.  Member  and 
hu  irrelevancy  of  argument  would  relieve 
me  (tf  any  attempt  to  deal  with  his 
^>eech.  He  began  by  saying  he  would 
not  indulge  in  charges  against  Irish 
Members,  and  then  proceeded  to  indulge 
in  them. 


•Mr.  BUTCHER:  I  said  I  would 
endeavour  to  avoid  personalities,  but  that 
it  was  impossible  wholly  to  avoid  the 
personal  element  ia  this  matter. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  His  argument 
was  not  relevant.  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
that  all  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
has  said  would  not  be  relevant  to  the 
2ud  clause ;  but  the  Committee  has 
agreed  to  erect  a  Legislature  to  be 
responsible  for  the  peace,  order,  and 
good  government  of  Ireland,  and  the 
question  raised  by  the  Amendment  is 
whether  the  power  to  deal  with  the  law 
of  criminal  conspiracy  and  combination 
should  be  excepted.  The  answer  ia  very 
simple  and  very  obvious.  Nobody  could 
devise  a  snrer  means  of  promoting  friction 
between  England  and  Ireland  than  to 
throw  upon  the  Imperial  Parliament  the 
duty  of  making  laws  upon  tbis  difficult, 
embarrassing,  aud  complicated  subject. 
It  would  bring  the  whole  fabric  to  the 
ground.  It  would  be  folly  to  expert  the 
Irish  Legislature  or  Executive  to  be 
responsible  for  the  peace,  order,  and 
good  government  of  Ireland  if  they  are 
to  be  debarred  from  making  any  altera- 
tions in  the  laws  of  criminal  conspiracy 
or  combination,  even  if  new  forms  of 
conspiracy  and  combinatiou  should  arise. 
One  more  remark,  and  that  is  as  to  the 
ridiculous  position  in  which  the  Com- 
mittee would  be  placed  if  it  should 
prohibit  the  Irish  Parliament  from  doing 
anything  to  repress  criminal  conspiracy 
aud  combination,  which  is  sufficient  to 
show  the  absurdity  of  the  Amendment. 

•Mr.  ROSS  (Londonderry)  said,  it  was 
no  answer  to  the  Ameudmeut  to  say  that 
it  was  absurd  and  ridiculous,  without  ad- 
ducing a  word  of  argument  or  giving  a 
serious  or  proper  reason.  He  would 
like  to  know  what  right  the  Government 
had  to  give  such  an  answer,  and  he 
would  put  it  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  supporters  of  the  Amend- 
ment were  entitled  to  some  better  reply 
than  had  been  given.  He  would  like  to 
know  on  what  ground  any  reservations 
at  all  were  made  in  the  Bill  ?  The  loyal 
minority  asserted  that,  if  any  subect 
ought  to  be  reserved,  it  certainly  was 
the  law  of  conspiracy  and  combination. 
The  loyal  minority  entertained  two  fears. 
In  the  first  place,  that  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture might  declare  certain  things  to  be 
lawful  which  were  now  unlawful ;  and,  in 
the   second  case,   that   certain  things 
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might  be  declared  unlawful  which  were 
now  perfectly  lawful.  Having  regard 
to  the  grave  hiBtory  of  the  country,  it 
was  pu*ticniBrl7  important  to  deprive 
the  Irish  Legislature  of  this  power.  The 
smallest  alteration  in  the  Law  of  Con- 
spiracy might  render  the  obtaining  of 
rents  impossible.  If  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign were  declared  to  be  a  lawful  com- 
bination, where  would  the  payment  of 
rent  be  ?  If  that  happened  there  would 
be  no  payment  of  rent  over  a  large 
portion  of  Ireland.  It  was  not  only 
agrarian  matters  they  had  to  deal  with, 
however,  for,  as  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment 
had  pointed  out,  there  were  other  ques- 
tions that  would  most  certainly  u'ise. 
He  took  no  imaginary  case,  but  a  case 
that  actually  occurred  in  the  past — the 
case  of  boycotting  a  railway  at  Oarrick- 
macross.  There  was  a  house  iu  the 
town  occupied  by  a  certain  Magistrate, 
and  from  that  house  he  was  evicted. 
The  station-master  took  the  house,  and 
immediately  the  railway  was  placed 
under  a  boycott — cars  were  not  aUowed. 
to  attend  trains,  people  dare  not  travel 
by  them,  carta  could  not  go  near  the 
place  with  goods,  and  social  order  was 
disorganised,  and  the  town  in  a  state  of 
turmoil  until  five  or  six  of  the  ring- 
leaders were  sentenced  to  short  terms  of 
imprisonment,  and  then  this  system  of 
tyranny  was  at  an  end.  If  the  Law  of 
Conspiracy  was  to  be  left  to  the  Irish 
Legislature  they  might  have  a  recurrence 
of  all  this.  It  was  right  he  should 
remind  the  House  of  this  boycotting  of 
the  railway,  for  this  iusane  method  of 
conspiracy  was  devised  by  Irish  Mem- 
bers. The  Irish  Members,  in  an  Irish 
Farliunent,  were  to  declare  what  was 
lawful  and  what  unlawful.  Would  they 
declare  acts  of  that  sort  unlawful  ? 
Again,  let  them  take  the  Institution  of 
Freemasoury  in  Ireland.  Was  it  to  be 
declared  unlawful  ?  As  it  was,  it  was 
opposed  and  denounced  by  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  ;  every  Catholic  in 
Ireland  was  enjoined  not  to  support  it, 
even  to  the  extent  of  assisting  its 
charities  at  a  bazaar,  for  they  remem- 
bered that  the  Roman  Catholic  Arch- 
bishop of  Dublin  (Dr.  Walsh)told  them  that 
any  Catholic  who  attended  it  was,  ipso 
factOy  excommunicated.  By  the  smallest 
alteration  of  the  Law  of  Conspiracy  that 
great  Society  might  be  rendered  nnlawful. 
Mr,  Rost 


It  held  large  property  in  Ireland,  and,  of 
course,  it  would  be  possible  to  do  as  he 
suggested,  and  so  prevent  the  Society 
from  hdding  property.  These  were  the 
reasons  that  induced  him  to  come  to  the 
conclusion  that,  if  any  power  was  to  be 
reserved  from  the  cognisance  of  the  Irish 
Parliament,  it  was  that  of  dealing  with 
the  law  of  criminal  conspiracy  and  com- 
bination. The  Chief  Secretary  had  given 
no  answer  to  the  argument  of  his  hoo. 
and  learned  Friend  ;  and  ho  (Mr.  Boss) 
respectfully  submitted  that  the  reasoDs 
now  brought  forward  should  show  the 
Government  the  necessity  ol  accepting 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.)  :  I  honestly  confess,  Mr.  Mellor, 
that  I  am  surprised  at  the  manner  in 
which  this  Amendment  has  been  received 
by  the  Government.  I  had  not  thought 
that  the  Government  were  likely  lo 
accept  the  Amendment  in  opposition  to 
the  wishes  of  their  Irish  allies  ;  but  I  had 
thought  they  would,  at  all  events,  treat 
the  matter  seriously.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary has  attempted  to  pooh-pooh  the 
Amendment  as  if  it  were  something 
absurd.  [CAeerx.]  I  understand  from 
those  cheers  that  the  Chief  Secretuy's 
mode  of  treating  the  Amendment  is 
accepted  and  endorsed  by  hon.  Members 
opposite.  Have  those  hon.  Members  any 
recollection  of  the  agrarian  history  of 
Ireland  during  the  last  10  years  ?  Are 
they  aware  that,  by  means  of  illegal 
conspiracies,  established  under  the  autho- 
rity of  hon.  Gentlemen  whom  the  Go- 
vernment propose  to  make  supreme  in 
Ireland,  the  whole  political  and  agrarian 
controversy  has  been  carried  on  for  many 
years  ?  Are  they  aware  that  by  means 
of  these  illegal  conspiracies  private  in- 
dividuals were  despoiled  of  their  goods, 
infinite  suflTeriug  was  caused  to  unoffend- 
ing, helpless  persons,  and  the  whole  of 
society  was  disorganised  iu  many  counties 
in  Ireland  ?  To  hand  over  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  to  persons  who  thought 
these  conspiracies  were  legitimate  methods 
of  Party  warfare  and  to  allow  them  to 
frame  a  new  Law  of  Conspiracy  wonld  be 
nothing  else  than  to  surrender  into  their 
hands  their  opponents,  bound  and  help- 
less. Is  not  that  a  serious  matter  ? 
The  Chief  Secretary  argued  that  because 
a  clause  has  been  passed  granting  to  the 
Irish  Legislature  power  to  make  laws 
for  the  peace,  order,  and  good  govern- 
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Qtent  of  Ireland,  no  Amendment  can  be 
iccepted  having  reference  to  peace,  order, 
sod  good  goremment.  But  that  con- 
tention cannot  prevail,  for  the  Govern- 
meat  have  themselves  already  made 
reaervations.  The  subject  of  treason  and 
treasoD-felony,  for  example,  has  been 
deliberately  excepted  by  the  Govem- 
meot  from  the  criminal  subjects  to 
be  dealt  with  legislatively  by  the 
Irish  Assembly.  This  question  is 
tmpcatant  to  the  United  Kingdom  m 
well  as  to  Ireland,  because  the  sociid 
order  of  any  part  of  the  Kingdom  can 
oever  be  a  matter  of  indifference  to  the 
rest  of  the  country.  The  Government 
>pparently  propose  to  give  the  Nationalist 
Party  the  power  of  establishing  New 
Tipperaries  over  the  whole  of  Ireland. 
If  the  originators  and  architects  of  New 
Tipperary  were  gentlemen  of  no  political 
weight — if  they  were  persons  whose 
actions  were  denounced  by  the  leaders  of 
Irish  opinion,  there  would  be  some 
justification  for  the  opposition  of  the 
Government  to  this  Amendment.  Bat 
to  entrust  the  manipulation  of  the  Law 
of  Criminal  Conspiracy  to  persons  who 
have  offended  against  that  very  law  is 
not  to  deal  honestly  and  fairly  by  the 
inaocent  subjects  of  Her  Majesty,  whose 
property,  whose  happiness,  and,  in  some 
cases,  whose  lives  will  be  affected  by  the 
methods  in  favour  with  hon.  Gentlemen 
whom  the  Government  are  going  to 
make  supreme  in  Ireland.  The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  opposite  says  that  if  we 
withdraw  from  the  Irish  Assembly  the 
power  of  dealing  with  the  Law  of  Criminal 
Conspiracy,  friction  will  result  between 
England  and  Ireland.  But  will  not  still 
greater  friction  be  caused  if  the  Amend- 
ment is  not  agreed  to  ?  Supposing  the 
Irish  Legislature  were  to  make  altera- 
tions in  the  Law  of  Conspiracy  for  the 
purpose  of  legalising  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, and  supposing  that  the  Lord 
Lieatenant  were  to  veto  those  alteratious, 
would  there  not  be  more  friction  than 
might  arise  from  our  preventing  the 
Irish  Legislature  from  dealing  with  the 
rabject  at  all  ?  Of  all  the  methods  of 
controlling  the  Irish  Legislature  the  veto 
is  the  method  that  will  cause  the  most 
fricrion ;  and  if  it  is  probable  that 
certain  subjects  will  not  be  treated 
properly  in  the  legislation  of  the  Irish 
Assembly,  it  is  our  duty,  in  the  interests 
of  peace  and  order,  to  take  care  that 
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legislation  on  these  subjects  shall  not  be 
possible.  To  the  people  of  this  country 
nothing  has  seemed  more  shocking  in 
this  Home  Rule  legislation  than  the  fact 
that,  by  it,  the  Grovemment  are  entrusting 
the  lives  and  the  property  of  the  minority 
in  Ireland  to  gentlemen  who,  whatever 
their  patriotic  views  may  be,  have  proved 
to  the  public  that  their  views  upon  land 
questions  are  not  in  harmony  with  the 
opinions  habitually  held  in  this  country. 
The  ordinary  public,  no  doubt,  realise 
acutely  the  injury  which  they  believe 
will  be  done  to  the  Empire  by  this 
Separatist  measure  ;  but  perhaps  what 
chiefly  causes  them  to  distrust  the  policy 
of  the  Government  is  the  conduct  of 
Irish  politicians  during  the  last  10  or  15 
years.  They  oannot  understand  how 
the  Government  can  thiuk  of  entrusting 
to  those  gentlemen  the  formation  and 
administration  of  the  Criminal  Law  of 
Ireland.  Yet  the  Government  pooh- 
pooh  an  Amendment  proposed  with  the 
object  of  withdrawing  from  the  Irish 
Legislature  powers  which,  there  is  every 
reason  to  believe,  will,  if  granted,  be 
abused.  It  may  be  that  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway,  when  they  have 
obtained  Home  Rule,  will  cease  to  act 
in  accordance  with  the  principles  which 
have  hitherto  ruled  their  policy,  and  will 
be  willing  to  pnnish  persons  engaged  in 
criminal  agrarian  conspiracies.  But, 
supposing  that  they  should  evince  such 
willingness,  will  they  be  allowed  to 
change  their  policy  ?  They  depend  for 
their  position  on  the  votes  of  the  Bmoll 
farmers  in  the  South  and  West,  and  they 
will  not  be  able  to  act  in  opposition  to 
the  lessons  which  they  have  taught  their 
constituents,  the  majority  of  whom  will 
want  them  to  carry  out  the  views  they 
have  been  advocating  in  the  past.  How 
will  they  be  able  to  resist  a  Bill  intro- 
duced for  legalising  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  ?  They  cannot  do  it ;  their 
speeches  in  this  House  and  in  Ireland 
will  rise  up  in  evidence  against  them. 
Whatever  their  wishes  may  be,  the  power 
of  their  past  over  their  present  would  be 
so  overwhelming  in  such  circurastancee 
that  they  could  not  by  any  possibility 
resist  a  change  having  for  its  object  the 
modification  of  the  Law  of  Conspiracy 
in  a  manner  that  would  put  the  whole  of 
the  landed  property  in  Ireland  under  the 
control  of  the  Land  League.  I  desire  to 
say  that  I  regard  the  Amendment  as  a 
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most  importaut  oue  ;  indeed,  I  doubt 
whether  any  Amendment  of  greater 
importance  will  be  moved  during  the 
whole  progress  of  the  BUI  through  the 
Committee,  and  I  ask  the  Government  to 
treat  it  with  seriouBneas. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Ediu- 
burgh,  Midlothian)  :  Mr.  Mellor,  if  hon. 
Gentlemen  from  Irelaud  who  sit  below 
the  Gangway  possess  the  fascinating 
power  over  the  people  of  this  country 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seems 
to  ascribe  to  them,  no  one  has  done  more 
to  assist  them  to  acquire  that  abnormal 
power  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  friends  by  their  policy  and  utterances. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  My  argument 
was  not  that  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  would  have  undue  power  over 
the  people  of  Ireland,  but  that  the  people 
of  Ireland  would  prove  too  strong  for 
hon.  Gentlemeu  below  the  Gangway. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  What 
we  say  is,  that  if  hou.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  should  get  dangerous,  and 
if  they  have  such  a  power  over  the 
people  of  Ireland  that  the  people  of  Ire- 
land will  return  them  mechanically,  so  to 
speak,  to  the  Irish  Legislature,  there 
would  be  no  person  who  would  have 
done  so  much  to  maintain  those  hon. 
Members  in  an  abnormal  position  of 
power  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self. We  do  not  wish  to  give  any 
abnormal  power  to  hon.  Gentlemeu 
below  the  Gangway.  How  many  of 
them  will  be  returned  under  this  Bill  I 
cannot  undertake  to  say  ;  but  I  am  quite 
certain  that  more  of  them  will  he 
returned  in  proportion  as  the  Irish  people 
listen  to  the  speeches  delivered  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Geutlemau  is  really  an 
indictment  against  the  people  of  Ireland. 
The  right  hou.  Gentleman  has  been 
rather  complimentary  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  than  otherwise,  for 
he  says  that  if  they  exert  themselves  in 
a  right  sense,  the  power  will  be  taken 
out  of  their  hands  and  given  to  worse 
men.  Who  will  give  the  power  to  worse 
men  ?  The  people  of  Ireland.  Arch- 
bishop Walsh  cannot  do  it.  On  a  recent 
occasion  Archbishop  Walsh  proposed 
bi-metallism,  but  his  proposal  did  not 
meet  with  much  success.  However  that 
may  be,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks 
that  there  are  others  in  Ireland  who  are 
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more  dangerous  and  worse  than  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway.  The 
only  persons  who  are  to  have  power 
under  this  Bill  to  substitute  worse  men 
for  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
are  the  masses  of  the  Irish  people  ;  and 
it  therefore  follows  tbat  the  masses  of 
the  Irish  people  are  the  victims  of  in- 
curable corruption.  Do  not  let  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  conceal  from  himself  the 
fact  that  it  is  the  mass  of  the  Irish 
people  with  whom  he  proposes  to  carry 
on  a  political  conflict,  or  what  may  be 
called,  not  in  a  sanguinary  sense,  a  civil 
war.  The  contention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is,  that  there  is  some  plan  or 
other  which  will  involve  judicial  action 
under  the  Law  of  Conspiracy  against  the 
liberty  of  some  portion  of  the  Irish 
people.  Well,  I  have  not  heard,  either 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way or  from  anyone  connected  with 
Ireland,  that  there  is  any  disposition  to  have 
in  Ireland  a  Law  of  Conspiracy  different 
from  the  Law  of  Couspiracy  in  England. 
The  complaint  of  hou.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  has  always  been  that  the 
right  hon.  Geutlemau  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
has  introduced  special  laws  for  Ireland, 
and  their  demaud  has  been  that  one 
Law  of  Conspiracy  should  prevail 
throughout  the  whole  of  the  three 
Kingdoms.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
concocted  another  Law  of  Conspiracy, 
setting  up  new  offences. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Yes. 
Remember  this  is  a  matter  of  history. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No. 

Mr.  W.E.  GLADSTONE  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  allow  it  is 
history.  I  myself  heard  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  declare  that,  besides 
the  categorical  offences  dealt  with  in  the 
Crimes  Bill,  there  were  other  offences 
dealt  with  in  the  Bill ;  and  when  the 
question  was  afterwards  referred  to  the 
Irish  Attorney  General  himself  ho  did 
not  deny  it.  I  feel  quite  convinced 
that  Parliament  will  deal  with  the 
question  of  conspiracy  itself,  so  as  to 
reduce  the  Law  of  Conspiracy  in  Ireland 
to  what  it  is  in  England ;  but,  at  Uie 
same  time,  I  caunot  admit  that  the  Law 
of  Conspiracy  ought  to  be  withheld 
from  the  Irish  nation.  It  is  absolutely 
aud  entirely  an  Irish  question — a  ques- 
tion of  Irish  domestic  legislation.  The 
purpose  of   this  Bill  is   to  give  to 
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Drelsiid  tbe  ooDtrol  of  her  own  domestic 
ftffiurs.  This,  as  I  have  said,  is  strictly 
an  iDtemal  aud  domestic  questtoD.  If 

the  right  hon.  Geatleman  should  succeed 
in  withholding  from  Ireland  these  in- 
tern&l  matters    be   would    insure  the 

j  revival  of  a  series  of  Irish  Debates  io 
this  House  after  the  Irish  Legislature 
had  been  set  up.    The  question  is — are 

i  jou  going  to  constitute  an  Irish  Legis- 
lature or  not  ?  If  you  are  going  to 
constitute  an  Irish  Legislature,  and  to 
let  it  pass  laws  for  the  peace,  order,  and 
good  government  of  Ireland,  can  you 
adopt  a  more  suicidal  policy,  even  from 
voor  own  point  of  view,  tbaa  to  take 
out  of  the  scope  of  that  Legislature 
lavs  which  are  necessarily  part  aud 
parcel  of  the  Local  Government  of 
Ir^ud  ? 

•Mr.  PLUNKET  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) said,  the  Amendment  was 
one  that  vitally  affected  those 
wliom  he  represented  in  Parliament. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  some  of  the 
B^omeuts  used  by  the  Prime  Minister 
were  the  strongest  possible  reasons  in 
taTour  of  the  Amendment.  The  Prime 
Minister  said  that  if  such  a  provision 
as  this  were  inserted  in  tbe  Bill,  it  would 
becertainto  produce  friction  between  the 
Legislature  of  Ireland  aud  tlie  Parliament 
of  tbe  Uuited  Kingdom,  aud  to  provoke 
debate  in  tbelmperial  Parliameut  touching 
Irish  matters.  The  gronnd  of  this  argu- 
ment was  simply  the  supposition  that 
the  Irish  Legislature  were  likely  to  make 
laws  on  the  subject  referred  to  in  the 
Amendment  which  would  bring  them  into 
conflict  with  the  Imperial  Parliameut. 
That  was  tbe  very  reason  why  tbe 
Amendment  was  asked  for.  The  Prime 
Minister  in  1886  said  that  restrictions 
opon  the  powen>  of  an  Irish  Legislature 
would  be  necessary  for  the  protection  of 

j  the  minority,  because  the  state  of  things 
Id  which  the  free  play  of  discussion 
in  a  free  Assembly  is  the  best  security 
for  a  minority  had  not  then  been  reached 
in  Ireland.  Had  anything  happened 
1886  which  led  them  to  suppose 
that  it  was  not  still  necessary  to  protect 
the  minority  by  special  provisions  such 
u  those  proposed  in  this  Amendment  ? 
Since  then  the  House  bad  witnessed  the 

I  operations  of  tbe  Plan  of  Campaign,  the 
fecarreace  of  boycotting,  and  all  those 
other  tortures  and  oppressions  to  which 
the  QtiufH-ity  had  been  subjected  in  Ire- 
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land.  Speaking  for  the  scattered  minority 
in  the  South  and  West  of  Ireland,  he 
was  bound  to  point  out  that  even  with 
the  advantage  of  tbe  legislation  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  and  with  tbe 
advantage  of  having  an  Imperial  Execu- 
tive, hardly  had  the  Loyalists  escaped 
with  their  properties  and  their  lives 
during  the  last  six  years.  As  to  tbe 
form  of  the  Ameodment,  the  minority  in 
Ireland  had  a  right  to  claim  that  power 
should  not  be  given  to  the  Irish  Iiegisl»- 
ture  BO  as  either  to  exaggerate  the  Law  of 
Conspiracy  against  a  minority,  or  to  relax 
it  so  as  to  give  an  oppressive  power  to  a 
majority.  He  believed  that  if  the  power 
of  deaiiog  with  the  matter  at  all  were 
given  to  the  Irish  Legislature  it  would 
almost  certainly  bo  abused.  It  was 
ail  very  well  for  the  Prime  Miuister  to 
sketch  a  happy  and  prosperous  future^ 
and  to  speak  with  great  indignation  of 
the  doubts  that  were  throwo  on  the  con- 
duct of  the  proposed  Irish  Legislature. 
But  those  for  whom  he  (Mr.  Plunket) 
was  now  speaking  could  not  afford 
to  rely  on  such  optimistic  visions. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  was 
to  the  Irish  people  that  this  power 
was  to  be  entrusted.  But  it  was  the 
Irish  people  who  had  tbe  power  at 
present,  and  everybody  knew  who  tbe 
men  were  that  the  Irish  people  had 
returned  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
Those  men  were  willing  to  organise,  to 
support,  to  defend,  and  to  take 
credit  for  those  unlawful  conspiracies 
which,  by  the  authority  of  the  law  now 
in  existence,  had,  after  great  difficulty, 
been  put  down,  and  which,  had  they 
continued  to  exist,  would,  as  was 
admitted  on  all  hands,  have  made  the 
life  of  the  minority  in  many  parts  of 
Ireland  not  worth  having.  On  these 
grounds  be  heartily  supported  the 
Amendment. 

•Mr.  DITNBAR  BARTON  (Armagh, 
Mid.)  said,  the  Prime  Minister  had 
stated  that  the  Crimes  Act  had  created 
a  difference  between  the  Law  of  Con- 
spiracy in  Ireland  and  that  in  England  ; 
but  Cbi^  Baron  Palles,  whose  judgments 
commanded  respect  in  England  as  well 
as  in  Ireland,  had  stated  that  the  Irish 
law  had  not  been  altered  as  far  as  con- 
spiracy was  concerned.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  only  alteration  that  bad  been 
made  was  an  alteration  in  procedure. 
The  Prime  Minister  said  that  die  Leader 
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of  the  OppositioD  was  iacreasiug  the 
power  of  hou.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way by  the  way  in  which  he  spoke  of  them. 
There  were  other  ways  of  iucreasiug  the 
power  of  the  Nationalist  Members  besides 
bringing  indictments  against  them.  One 
way  was  to  cover  them  with  fulsome 
flattery,  aa  the  Prime  Minister  had  been 
continually  doing  during  these  Debates. 
Whenever  the  opponents  of  the  Govern- 
meot  brought  forward  an  argument 
founded  ou  history  and  on  law  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  got  up  and  asked  how 
auyoue  could  ma-kc  Huch  sug'gestious 
against  the  Irish  people.  He  (Mr. 
Bartoo)  thought  there  was  nothing  more 
demoralising  to  a  sensitive  people,  aud 
nothiug  that  could  have  more  lasting  aud 
injurious  effects,  than  the  language  of 
unqualified  praise  iu  which  the  Prime 
Minister  was  contiuually  referring  to  the 
Irish  Members.  The  Prime  Minister 
was  mistaken  iu  sayiug  that  this  ques- 
tion of  conspiracy  ouly  had  to  do  with 
Irish  affairs,  for  it  had  to  do  also  with 
British  uffaira,  aud  impoitaut  British 
affairs.  It  was  true  that,  in  the  maiu, 
conspiracies  in  Ireland  had  becu  against 
landlords ;  but  in  view  of  that  fact  it 
surely  was  not  honest  to  leave  the  ad- 
miuistratiou  of  the  Land  Question  at  the 
end  of  three  years  to  the  Irish  Parliament. 
The  effect  of  handing  over  this  adminis- 
tration to  the  Irish  Parliament  in  this 
way  would  be  to  cause  three  years  of 
agrarian  conspiracy  aud  one  year  of  con- 
fiscation, wheu  there  would  bo  an  end  of 
the  matter.  The  Laud  Question  iu  Ire- 
land had  hitherto  always  been  dealt  with 
by  conspiracy,  aud  the  Governmeut  were 
now  deliberately  inviting  the  Irish 
Nationalists  to  deal  with  it  in  that 
way  for  three  years.  But  there  had 
been  other  conspiracies  iu  Ireland  besides 
agrarian  conspiracies.  There  had  at  all 
times  been  conspiracies  against  Great 
Britain  in  Ireland — conspiracies  agaiust 
British  interests,  and  conspiracies  agaiust 
the  British  Government — and  there  could 
be  no  question,  therefore,  that  this  was 
not  merely  an  Irish  matter.  If  the 
Amendment  was  not  adopted,  they 
would  be  inviting  the  Irish  people  to 
enter  with  impunity  into  conspiracy 
against  Great  Britain  by  telling  them 
that  they  might  alter  the  law  which 
hitherto  had  been  uniform  in  the  two 
countries.  When  Ireland  possessed  a 
separate  Farliamentf  not  ouly  wece  there 
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conspiracies  against  Britain,  but  actually 
conspiracies  with  foreign  enemies  of 
Great  Britain.  In  Ireland,  in  LoDdon, 
and  in  Paris  the  Irish  and  the  French 
had  combiued  in  conspiracy  as  the  com- 
mon enemies  of  Great  Britain.  The 
Prime  Minister,  therefore,  in  asking  the 
Committee  to  oppose  the  Amendment  on 
the  ground  that  the  question  was  a 
purely  Irish  one,  forgot  that  it  was 
above  all  a  British  affair,  the  majority  of 
Irish  conspiracies  Iiaving  becu  agaiust 
Great  Britalu,  agaiust  British  interests, 
aud  agaiust  the  British  Government.  To 
refuse  the  Amendment  would  be  to  say — 
"  We  authorise  you,  the  Irish  people,  to 
make  Ireland  tlie  place  of  resort  for  all 
couspuators  agaiust  Great  Britaiu,  seeing 
that  for  the  first  time  iu  the  history  of 
the  country  the  Law  of  Couspiracy  in 
Ireland  can  be  altered  to  suit  your  views." 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  met  the  Amendment  by  saying 
that  it  ought  to  have  been  brought  for- 
ward on  Section  2. 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  said  the  speecii 
of  the  Mover  of  the  Ameudmeut  ought 
to  have  been  made  on  Sectiou  2. 

Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  :  Speeches 
could  not  be  made  without  a  subject. 
He  presumed  the  right  hou.  Gentlemau 
had  been  referriug  to  the  question  of 
conspiracy. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  referred  to  the 
speech  of  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment. 

*Mk.  DUNBAR  BARTON  said,  he 
was  eutitled  to  attach  some  reason  to 
the  right  hou.  Geutlemau^s  observations, 
aud  he  maintained  that  in  his  observa- 
tions the  right  hou.  Gentleman  was 
speaking  to  the  Ameudmeut.  It  was  a 
remarkable  fact  that  frequently  when  a 
proposal  was  made  for  the  amendment 
of  the  Bill  they  were  told  —  "  The 
amendment  is  premature.  This  is  not 
the  place  for  your  proposal — it  should  be 
made  on  Clause  S  or  9  or  21  or  36." 
But  now  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  used 
the  converse  argument.  He  said, 
"  Your  amendment  is  too  late — It  should 
have  been  made  ou  Clause  2."  This 
showed  how  vigilant  it  behoved  the 
Unionist  Members  to  be,  and  how 
necessary  it  was  that  they  should  not 
allow  a  line  of  the  Bill  to  pass  without 
careful  scrutiny.  It  had  already  been 
shown  by  the  Chief  Secretary  that  they  had 
been  a  little  too  scrupulous  aud  lu-ief  in 
discussing  Clause  2.    ["  Oh  1 "]   Yes ; 
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because  the  right  faon.  GentlemaD  said 
the  speech  of  the  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment ought  to  have  been  made  on  Clause 
2.  No  doubt,  the  same  argument  would 
be  lued  when  other  questions  arose  on 
this  clause.  Clause  2,  in  its  language, 
contemplated  exceptions  to  the  legisla- 
tive powers  oi  the  Irish  Legislature,  aud 
Clause  3  enumerated  those  exceptions  ; 
and  he  asked  were  they  not  entitled  to 
fay  that  this  question  of  conspiracy 
ihonld  come  within  the  exceptions  ?  It 
would  be  more  dangerous  for  that  law  to 
come  under  the  control  of  the  Irish 
Legislature  than  the  I>aw  of  Treason.  It 
was  a  more  difficult  question  to  deal  with 
in  regard  to  the  discovery  of  crime, 
giring  proof  of  crime,  and  bringing  it  to 
conviction.  The  case  of  Canada  was  a 
precedent  id  fovonr  of  those  who 
supported  the  Amendment.  Power  in 
that  case  had  been  deliberately  distributed 
between  the  Central  Legislature  and  the 
Local  Legislatures;  but  iu  Section  91  of  the 
Canadian  Act  Criminal  Law  and  Proce- 
dure, including  the  Law  of  Conspiracy, 
was  reserved  to  the  Dominion  Parliament. 
Lord  Carnarvon,  in  introducing  the 
British  North  America  Act  in  the 
Honse  of  Lords,  pointed  out  that  this 
was  a  wise  departure  from  the 
ij^tem  pursued  in  the  United  States, 
where  it  was  competent  for  each  State 
to  deal  with  the  Criminal  Code,  and  where 
the  resnit  was  that  the  law  on  certain 
subject*  differed  in  different  States.  The 
Criminal  Law  had  been  practically 
assimilated  throughout  Canada,  and  the 
lame  reasoning  and  rule  should  apply 
in  regard  to  Irelaud  and  Great  Britain. 
If  the  law  were  not  rendered  uni- 
form the  two  countries  would  drift 
ipart ;  at  any  rate,  the  Government 
abonld  give  better  reasons  than  those 
thej  had  hitherto  advanced  why  the  Law 
of  Conspiracy  should  not  be  assimilated 
in  Ireland — a  law  which  had  had  a  most 
^bre  history  in  connection  with  Irish 
afairs,  and  which,  of  all  other  subjects, 
■"bould  be  excluded  from  the  control  of 
in  Irish  Parliament. 

Mb.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
W.)  said,  the  way  in  which  the  Govern- 
inent  had  treated  the  Amendment  showed 
how  serious  they  were  in  the  attitude 
the;  had  thought  fit  to  adopt.  They 
were  prop<wmg  now  to  inflict  on  the 
lojal  mincHity  in  Ireland  a  state  of  things 
idueh  no  commnuity  in  England  or  Scot- 
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laud  would  tolerate  for  an  hour.  He 
did  not  know  if  the  Government  were 
sanguine  enough  to  suppose  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  so  diffwently 
constituted  to  the  people  of  England  or 
Scotland  that  they  would  put  up  with 
that  which,  their  brethren  on  this  side 
would  repudiate.   As  to  what  had  been 
said  by  the  Prime  Minister,  he  need  only 
repeat  the   ancieut  maxim  that  "fine 
words  butter  no  parsnips."    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  told  them  what  fine 
fellows   he    believed   hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  be.    He  had  regaled  them,  as 
he  usually  did,  with  a  certain  amount  of 
prophecy.    But  what  he  (Mr,  Arnold- 
Forster)  wanted  to  know  was,  not  what 
the  Prime  Minister's  view  was  as  to 
what  the  Irish  Members  were  likely  to 
do,  but  what  were  the  distinct  probabili- 
ties, from  the  facts  before  them,  what 
were  the  Irish  Members  certain  to  do  ? 
The  three  main  facta  of  the  situation  in 
Ireland  during  the  past  10  years  had  been 
three  gigantic  combinations  or  conspira- 
cies, neither  of  which  had  come  under  the 
head  of  treason  or  treason -felony.  One 
of  these  had  been  known  as  the  Land 
League,  subsequently  called  the  I^ational 
League.     Another  was  the   Plan  of 
Campaign,  and  both  these  combinations 
had  been  carried  into  effect  by  a  third 
method — namely,  that  which  had  made 
boycotting  effective.    The  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  said  that  this  would  not  occur 
in  Ireland  in  the  future,  or  that  if  it  did 
it  would  be  a  thoroughly  local  concern, 
with  which  the  people  of  this  country 
would  have  nothing  to  do.    He  (Mr. 
Arnold- Forster)  did  not  accept  the  argu- 
ment which  lay  at  the  bottom  of  that 
statement,  for  he   held   that   they  in 
England  had  everything  to  do  with  the 
condition  of  their  fellow-countrymen  in 
Irelaud.    Whilst  he  and  his  Friends  did 
not  impute  corruption  to  the  Irish  Par* 
liament,  they  said,  and  were  entitled  to 
say,  that  what  the  Irish  Members  had 
believed  to  be  right  and  had  defended 
in  the  past  they  would  believe  to  be 
right  aud  would  defend  in  the  future. 
Speaking  with  regard  to  the  particular 
class  of  combinations  which  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  had  always  defended  as  in 
the  forefront  of  their  political  work,  a 
judicial  tribunal  had  said — 

"  The  leaden  of  the  Land  League  who  com- 
bined to  carry  out  a  syitem  of  boyoottdng  weis 
guilty  of  crimhial  conspiracy,  one  ol  the 
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objects  of  which  was,  by  a  STstem  of  coercion 
and  intimidation,  to  promote  an  agrarian 
agitation  against  the  payment  of  rent." 

The  right  hoD.  Geotlemao  the  Prime 
Minister  had  said  that  was  not  a  matter 

which  coucerued  this  country — 

"For  the  purposes  of  expellitig  from  the 
conntry  the  Irish  landlonls  who  are  styled  the 
Irish  garrison." 

Well,  one  of  the  Irish  Members  opposite, 
in  a  speech  he  liad  delivered,  had  said 
that,  as  to  the  conspiracy  of  boycotting, 
unless  they  boycotted  they  might  as  well 
give  up  the  struggle  altogether,  for  they 
would  never  be  able  to  put  landlordism 
out  of  the  country,  or  be  able  to  fly  the 
green  flag  prominently  over '  Dubliu 
Castle.  They  had  there  three  facts — in 
the  first  place,  that  the  couepiracy  was 
criminal  ;  secondly,  that  it  was  under- 
taken to  promote  on  object  which  did 
most  materially  concern  this  country  ; 
and,  thirdly,  that,  so  far  from  condemning 
or  regretting  the  conspiracy,  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  were  foremost  in  urging 
its  continuance  throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  Irelaud.  The  tribunal  to 
which  he  had  referred  had  declared  that 
the  effect  of  the  combination  upon  a 
section  of  the  people  was  to  induce  them 
to  endeavour  to  carry  out  the  laws  of  the 
Land  League  even  by  assassination. 
When  it  was  found  that  these  combina- 
tions had  been  carried  on  for  years,  that 
the  object  of  their  promoters  was  to 
injure  this  country,  that  they  were  carried 
out  by  means  unknown  to  the  law,  and 
by  methods  which  led  to  assassination, 
he  thought  it  was  abundantly  proved 
that  they  were  dealing  with  matters  that 
greatly  coucffl'ned  Great  Britain.  And 
that  was  not  a  view  held  by  the 
Unionist  Members  only,  for  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, according  to  a  former  pro- 
nouncement of  his,  these  conspiracies 
were  intimately  and  essentially  connected 
with  a  subject  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  had 
already  excluded  from  the  purview  of 
the  Bill.  He  would  remind  the  House 
that  they  had  had  many  other  examples 
of  conspiracies  of  this  kind.  They  had 
had  the  Ribbon  Conspiracy  and  the 
Westmeath  Conspiracy,  and  it  was  idle 
to  suppose  that  what  had  occurred  in 
the  past  would  not  happen  again  in  the 
future.  Why,  in  this  matter,  were  they 
to  accept,  upon  the  ipse  dixit  of  the 
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Government,  that  those  methods 
of  procedure  which  had  found  fovoor 
wi  th  bon .  Gentlemen  opposite  b 
the  past  would  cease  to  find  fovour 
with  them  the  moment  this  Bill  passed  ? 
If  they  did  not  they  would  inevitably  . 
have  projects  of  law  brought  into  the 
Irish  Parliament,  with  the  object  of  doing  ' 
away  with  the  penalties  which  fell  upon 
those  who  committed  actions  which  at 
the  present  moment  were  illegal.  At  the 
present  moment  it  was  illegal  to  conspire 
to  boycott.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
thought  it  was  a  right  good  thing  to 
boycott ;  therefore  they  would  take  away 
the  penalty  that  attached  to  the  crime. 
The  present  law  said — "You  shall  not 
combine  to  drive  the  English  landlords, 
or  any  section  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects, 
out  of  Ireland."  Hon.  Members  opposite 
had  said  over  and  over  again  that  they 
not  only  favoured  but  desireil  to  promote 
the  conspiracy  which  had  that  object. 
It  was  only  common  sense  to  believe  that 
they  would  do  in  the  future  what  they 
had  not  only  done  in  the  past,  but  had 
declared  it  their  intention  to  do  in  the 
future.  It  was  monstrous  for  the  Prime 
Minister  to  ask  the  Committee  to  believe 
that  almost  every  statement  made  by  the 
Irish  Members  in  their  speeches  in  the 
past  was  false.  Because  that  was  what 
it  came  to.  The  Prime  Minister  believed 
the  Unionist  Members  were  the  most 
Heaven-forsaken  set  of  people  in  the 
world.  Why  ?  Because  they  believed 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  He  saw  no 
pathoutof thatpositiou.  They hadno right 
to  believe  that  hon.  Members  opposite  had 
forsworn  themselves  ;  and,  certainly,  fur- 
ther reasons  must  be  advanced  by  the 
Prime  Minister  before  the  Committee 
generally  could  hold  the  opinion  that  they 
had  forsworn  themselves.  \_Cries  of 
"Divide  I"]  It  was  certain  that  if  con- 
spiracies such  as  those  which  had  existed 
in  Irelaud  prevailed  in  England  and  Scot- 
land'there  would  be  an  end  to  all  law 
and  civilised  life  in  those  countries. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  (Dover)  said,  the 
Prime  Minister  had  based  the  refusal  of 
this  Amendment  on  the  alleged  dif- 
ference between  the  Laws  of  Odd- 
spiracy  as  they  existed  in  Ireland  and 
England,  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  urged  that  the  Law  of  Conspiracy 
in  Ireland  was  harsher  than  the  Law  of 
Conspiracy  in  England,  and  that  it  would 
be  wrong  to  refuse  to  the  Irish  Legis* 
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litDre  the  right  to  assimiUte  the  two 
km.  If  U  could  be  shown  that  tlie 
Law  of  Conspiracy  was  the  same  on 

both  sides  of  St.  George^s  Chanuel,  that 
argumeDt  was  disposed  of.  The  right 
hou.  Gentleman  had  quoted  authority  to 
show  that  the  Criminal  Law  Procedure 
Act  had  created  new  crimes.  The  field  of 
the  controversy  ou  that  matter  was  small. 
It  had  been  alleged,  when  the  subject  was 
nmler  discossion,  that  by  making  the 
^'ational  League  a  criminal  conspiraoy  a 
new  crime  had  been  created ;  but  even 
that  eonteatton  was  denied  by  such  a 
legal  aathority  as  Lord  Selborne.  Under 
ttuit  portion  of  the  Crimes  Act  only  two 
persons  were  imprisoned,  and  it  had  beeu 
demonstrated  that  the  Law  of  Conspiracy 
was  the  same  in  Ireland  as  it  was  in 
Kogland,  Two  men,  named,  if  he  re- 
membered rightly,  Bellew  and  Fitz- 
gerald, adopted  the  practice  of  shadowing 
It  fairs — a  practice  which  in  Ireland  was 
foQQd  effectual  in  intimidating  small 
fanners  and  bringing  them  to  ruin. 
These  men  crossed  the  Channel  to 
lirerpool  and  pursued  the  same  tactics 
there  ;  but  they  were  prosecuted,  tried  by 
an  Euglish  jury,  and  found  guilty. 

An  hon.  Member  :  For  what  were 
they  tried  ? 

Mb.  WYNDHAM:  Criminal  con- 
spiracy. They,  therefore,  not  only  had 
legal  authority  for  believing  that  this 
form  of  combination  was  unlawful  on 
both  sides  of  the  Channel,  but  they  had 
the  verdict  given  by  an  English  jury  to 
that  effect  also.  In  considering  whether 
or  not  the  law  as  it  existed  in  Ireland 
ns  likely  to  be  relaxed  by  an  Irish 
Parliament  it  must  be  remembered  that 
the  Irish  Members  bad  been  content  to 
go  to  prison  for  the  political  faith 
that  those  combinations  were  ethically 
justifiable.  And  it  could  not  be  said  that  it 
would  not  be  easier  for  men  to  make 
lawa  in  support  of  their  ethical  views 
than  to  go  to  prison  to  show  that  they 
held  them.  It  could  not  be  doubted, 
therefore,  that  when  hon.  Grentlemen 
opposite  Itad  the  power  they  would  pass 
lava  in  support  of  such  systems  as  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  Was  he,  in  saying 
tltat,  imputing  corruption  to  the  Irish 
people  ?  No  ;  but  it  had  been  shown 
that  in  the  agrarian  difficulty  of  Ireland 
this  ethical  view  prevailed  ;  and  that,  to 

lus  mind,  was  the  reason  why  they  should 
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not  pat  it  in  the  power  of  the  Irish 
Parliament  to  legalise  these  combinationa. 
The  Irish  Members  did  not  believe  these 
combinations  unjust.  The  Unionist 
Members  did  believe  them  unjust.  The 
former  were  not  responsible  for  the  lives 
and  property  of  the  loyal  minority  in 
Ireland  ;  the  Unionist  Members  were. 
Therefore,  it  would  be  a  great  dereliction 
of  duty  on  their  part  not  to  press  this 
Amendment  to  a  Division.  [Crie*  of 
"Divide!"] 

Mr.  H.  S.  Foster  and  Mr.  Vigart 
GiBBS  rose. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Question  be 

now  put." 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  306  ; 
Noes  274.— (Division  List,  No.  117.) 

Question  put  accordingly, "  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  276 ; 
Noes  317.— (DivlsioQ  List,  No.  118.) 

*SiR  H.  JAMES  moved  the  following 
Amendment : — Clause  3,  {Htge  2,  line 
6,  after  "treason-felony,"  insert  "sedi- 
tion." He  said  :  As  I  am  confident  the 
Government  will  be  likely  to  give  favour- 
able consideration  to  this  Amendment,  I 
do  not  purpose  occupying  the  time  of  the 
Committee  at  great  length.  I  think  the 
Government  will  be  favourably  disposed 
towards  the  Amendment,  because  they 
have  admitted  that  the  Irish  Legislature 
ought  not  to  deal  with  the  offences  of  trea- 
son or  treason-felony ;  and  I  presume  the 
reason  why  the  Government  have  pre- 
vented the  Legislature  of  Ireland  altering 
the  law  with  respect  to  offences  which 
may  be  committed  in  Ireland,  and,  there- 
fore, affect  the  peace  and  good  govern- 
ment of  Ireland,  is  that  the  offences  of 
treason  and  treason-felouy  would  be 
offences  against  the  Sovereign  and 
against  the  Imperial  Government.  You 
could  not  have  the  offence  of  treason  or 
treason-felony  committed  against  tiie 
Legislature  of  Ireland  or  aa  against  the 
Executive  of  Ireland  as  a  body  distinct 
from  the  representatives  of  the  Crown 
and  Empire.  Well,  Sir,  sedition,  I  will 
submit  to  the  Committee,  is  exactly  in 
the  same  class  of  crime  as  ti^ason  and 
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treason-feloDj,  It  represents  auy  act 
done,  words  written  or  spoken,  that  shall 
Attack  the  Sorereign  or  the  Govemment 
— that  is,  the  Central  GoTemment  and 
not  the  GovemAent  of  Ireland.  It  is, 
therefore,  Bimplj  a  somewhat  diluted 
form  of  treason ;  and,  as  I  have  said, 
treason  cannot  be  committed  as  an  offence 
directlj  against  the  Legislature  or  the 
Executive  of  Ireland,  equally  I  would 
ask  the  Committee  to  accept  the  view 
that  sedition  must  necessarily  be  com- 
mitted against  the  same  forces  against 
which  treason  and  treason-felony  must 
be  committed,  and,  of  course,  the  Com- 
mittee will  be  aware  tJiat  sedition  is  a 
crime  of  a  most  insidious  character. 
Out  of  it  treason  comes  ;  it  forms  the 
first  step  towards  treason ;  it  fosters 
treason  and  creates  and  begets  treason. 
How  can  it  be  said,  under  these  circum- 
stances, that  the  Committee  will  he 
willing  to  allow  the  Legislature  of  Ire- 
land to  say  that  sedition  shall  be  no 
crime  ?  That  will  be  saying  that  a 
crime  committed  against  the  Sovereign 
shall  be  no  crime,  although  it  may  be  a 
crime  committed  with  the  intention  of 
deposing  the  Sovereign.  It  will  be 
giving  a  free  hand  to  anyone  who  wishes 
to  attack  the  Central  Government  and 
not  theEsecutive  Government  of  Ireland  ; 
it  will  be  giving  the  Irish  Legislature 
power  over  the  general  interests  of  the 
country,  and  allowing  them  to  deal  with 
other  matters  besides  those  affecting  the 
peace,  order,  and  good  government  of 
Ireland.  I  feel  so  very  confident,  from 
the  point  of  view  that  it  is  right  that 
treason  and  treason-felony  should  not  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Irish  Government, 
that  the  Government  will  see  the 
strong  force  of  not  allowing  the  Irish 
Groremment  to  deal  with  the  crime 
of  sedition,  aud  will,  therefore,  accept 
the  Amendment,  that  I  will  not  trespass 
further  on  the  time  of  the  Committee, 
but  move  the  Amendment. 

•Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  6,  after  the  vrtmW  "  treason- 
felony,"  to  insert  the  word  "sedition."— (S/r 
Hen.ry  JamfK.") 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'sedition'  bo  there  iosOTted," 

•The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  RiOBT,  Forfar) :   Undoubtedly  the 

crime  of  sedition  does  touch  closely  in 
some  respects  on   treason  or  treason- 

Sir  H,  Jamet 


felony,  aud  in  so  far  as  it  does  verge  od 
treason-felony,  or  is  identical  with  treuon- 
felony,  it  is  covered  by  the  reservatioDd 
treason-felony.    The  Committee  should 
be  reminded  that,  although  sedition  maj 
be  a  crime  of  the  greatest  importance,  it 
may,  on  the  other  hand,  simply  mean 
acts  against  the  peace,  order,  and  good 
government  of  the  country.     In  fact, 
sedition  is  a  word  of  such  a  sweeping 
character   that   its    reservation  would 
greatly  embarrass  legislation  about  un- 
lawful assemblies  and  other  matters.  It 
involves  so  many  matters  that  are  inti- 
mately mixed  up  with  the  preservation 
of  law  and  order  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to  distinguish  them  in  a  vast 
number  of  cases ;   that  to  take  away 
from  the  Irish  Legislature  legislation  on 
the  whole  of  that  branch  of  crime  which 
is  included  nnder  the  term  ''sedition" 
would  be  to  raise  questions  between  the 
Irish  Legislature  and  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament at  every  point,  and  would  almost 
iuevitably    render   the   law  uncertain, 
instead  of  being — what  it  should  be  in 
regard  to  crime — as  plain  as  anything 
can    possibly    be.     Considering  that 
"treason-felony"  will  cover  a  great 
many  crimes  analogous  in  their  nature 
to  treason  and  treason-felony,  we  think 
that  such   matters   as   seditious  libel, 
seditious   assemblies,   seditious  conspi- 
racies,  unlawful   assemblies,    and  the 
whole  of  that  class  of  crime  included  in 
the  word  "  sedition,"  must  be  left  to  tbe 
Irish  Legislature,  and  the  other  class* — 
that  is  to  say,   treason   and  treason- 
felony — to  remain   with   the  Imperial 
Parliament. 
•Sib  H.JAMES  :  The  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral has  given  bis  reasons  for  refusing  tbe 
Amendment ;  but  I  appeal  on  the  point 
to  the  Government,  and  especially  I 
appeal  to  my  right   Hon.  Friend  the 
Prime  Minister.    Are  we  going  to  allow 
the  Irish  Government  to  say  that  the 
offences   under   the    term   "  sedition," 
which  the  Solicitor  General  described  as 
small  offences,  shall  be  no  offences  at 
all  ?     The  offence  may  be  Huall  in 
degree,    but   against    whom    is  the 
offence  ?     Seditious  libel   is   not  an 
offence    against   the   person  ;    it  is 
an  offence  against  the  State,  and  not 
an  offence  against  the  Irish  Government 
or  against  the  Irish  people.    It  wonid 
be   just   as   proper    to    treat  larceny 
as    a    small   offence    if   the  amount 
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stolen  were  small,  and  a  grave  offence  if 
the  amount  stolen  were  great.  I  say  the 
offeDce  is  the  same,  aud  I  say  the  point 
i.1  no  answer  to  my  objection  against 
binding  over  to  the  Irish  Legislature  the 
pover  of  dealing  by  legislation  with 
ofiences  which  are  against  the  State, 
against  the  Central  Government,  against 
tiie  Sovereign,  and  not  against  anything 
In  Ireland.  Seditions  libel  cannot  be  con- 
fined to  the  Irish  Government.  It  mnst 
be  sedition  against  the  Central  Govern- 
ment, and  are  we  to  delegate  to  the 
Irish  Legislature  the  power  of  dealing 
with  offences  against  the  State  ?  We 
know  what  the  Law  of  Sedition  is  now. 
We  ask  that  it  should  remain  as  it  is, 
ud  that  if  it  needs  alteration  it  is  this 
Parliament,  and  not  the  Parliament  of 
Ireland,  that  should  alter  it.  This  qnes- 
tion  affords  a  real  test  as  to  whether  we 
ue  to  give  any  signiHcance  to  the  snpre- 
macy  of  Parliament.  I  say  the  decla- 
ration of  the  supremacy  of  Parliament 
will  be  but  a  form  of  idle  wordf,  aud 
would  be  better  struck  out  of  the  Bill,  if 
jQu  hand  over  to  the  Irish  Legislature 
tlie  power  of  dealing  by  legislation  with 
crimes  which  are  not  crimes  against  the 
Irish  GoTorumeut,  but  crimes  against 
the  Crown  and  State. 
•The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTii,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  listened,  I  confess, 
nith  some  surprise  to  the  second  speech 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  by  which  he  has 
considerably  raised  the  temperature  of 
the  Debate  on  what  is  not,  I 
reatore  to  thinlf,  a  very  serious  or 
even  important  point.  My  right 
hoD.  Friend  has  ai^ed  that  we  are 
proposing  to  deprive  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament of  the  power  of  l^isUting  and 
exercising  its  authori^  in  Ireland  in 
rdation  to  seditious  offences  committed 
against  what  he  has  called  the  Central 
Government.  But  that  is  not  the 
question  before  the  Committee.  The 
Imperial  Parliament,  if  this  Amendment 
is  rejected,  will  have  precisely  the  same 
power  as  they  have  now  to  deal  with  any 
ease  of  seditious  acts  which  affect  the 
Central  Grovemment.  The  real  question 
IB  whether  you  are  going  to  deprive  the 
Iriah  L^blatnre  of  the  power  of  deling 
in  Ireland  with  similar  acts  directed 
igwut  the  Irish  GrOTemment.  I  en- 
^dj  traverse  the  proposition  of  my 
ri^t  hon.  Friend  that  sedition  in  a 
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country  with  a  Legislature  such  as 
Ireland  will  have  is  an  offence  com- 
mitted only  against  tlie  Central  Govern- 
ment. In  one  sense  it  is,  of  course,  true 
that  every  offence  is  an  offence  com- 
mitted against  the  Crown.  In  English 
law  it  is  the  Crown,  and  the  Crown 
alone,  that  takc^  action.  Let  me  remind 
my  right  hou.  Friend  of  a  very  cele- 
brated ease  of  seditious  conspiracy — 
perhaps  the  most  celebrated  in  our  law- 
books— I  mean  tlie  trial  of  O'Conuell  in 
1844,  which  ultimately  came  before  the 
House  of  Lords.  O'Conuell  was  charged 
with  seditious  conspiracy,  and  the  indict- 
ment contained  a  very  large  number  of 
counts.  I  will  give  the  Committee  the 
substance  of  two  or  three  of  these  counts. 
O'Connell  was  charged  with  conspiring  to 
raise  discontent  and  disaffection  amongst 
the  liege  subjects  of  the  Queeu.  That  is 
a  charge  of  seditious  conspiracy.  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  going  to  contend 
that  that  offeuce  cannot  be  committed  in 
Ireland  by  Irishmen  couuectod  in  a 
criminal  combination  against  the  Legis- 
lature and  Constitution  which  are  estab- 
lished in  that  country  ?  I  say  it  can,  and 
I  say  that  the  Legislature — such  a  Legis- 
lature as  Ireland  will  have — ought  to 
have  the  power  to  deal  with  that  matter. 
Take  another  count  from  the  same 
indictment.  O'Connell  was  charged  with 
conspiring  to  excite  jealousy,  hatred,  and 
ill-will  between  different  classes  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects.  Cannot  these  offences 
be  committed  in  Ireland  in  reference  to 
the  legislation  and  policy  of  the  local 
Government,  and  are  we  to  deprive  the 
Irish  Legislature  of  the  power  to  deal 
with  them  ?  I  will  mention  one  other 
count.  O'Connell  was  charged  with 
conspiring  to  diminish  the  confidence  in 
the  administration  of  the  law  in  Ireland, 
and  to  bring  the  tribunals  by  law 
established  into  disrepute.  Does  my 
right  hon.  Friend  argue  that  the  Irish 
Legislature  is  to  be  deprived  of  the 
right  of  legislating  so  as  to  prevent 
offences  directed  to  bring  into  disrepute 
the  tribunals  administering  its  own  laws  ? 
Why,  it  would  not  be  consistent  with 
legislative  autonomy  even  in  the  most 
restricted  sense  of  the  word.  There  are, 
moreoTcr,  offences  included  in  the  legal 
category  of  sedition  which  are  of  a  very 
triviid  description — offences  connected 
with  riots,  unlawful  assemblies,  breach  of 
the  peace,  which,  by  very  little  legal 
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ingeuuity  under  partiealar  circumstances, 
can  easily  be  enlarged  into  the  crime  of 
sedition.  Therefore,  Trhatever  way  you 
look  at  it,  it  ie  possible,  by  this  Amend- 
ment, to  deprive  the  Irish  Legislature  of 
the  power  of  dealing  with  matters  having 
Dothiog  to  do  with  the  power  or  supre- 
macy of  the  Imperial  Parliament ;  and  I 
trust,  therefore,  that  the  Committee  will 
reject  it. 

Mb.  CARSON  (Dublin  Uuirersity) 
said,  that  if  the  Amendment  were  useful 
for  nothing  else  it  was  certainly  most 
useful  for  this — that,  by  degrees,  they 
were  beginning  to  learn  that  it  was 
absolutely  impossible  to  distinguish 
between  Imperial  matters  and  local 
matters.  In  answer  to  an  Amendment 
yesterday,  dealing  with  offences  on  the 
iiigh  seas,  they  were  told  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  that  they  might 
rest  perfectly  content  that  that  matter 
would  not  come  within  the  purview  of 
the  Irish  Legislature,  because  the  Irish 
Legislature,  under  the  same  section, 
would  have  power  only  to  deal  with 
matters  exclusively  relating  to  Ireland  or 
some  part  thereof.  He  should  like  to  ask, 
did  the  crime  of  sedition  relate  only  to 
Ireland  or  some  part  thereof ;  and  if  it 
was  not  a  crime  relating  only  to  Ireland 
or  some  part  thereof,  he  would  like  to 
know  why  the  Government  refused  to 
accept  the  Amendment  ?  '  The  Home 
Secretary  assumed  to  differ  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bury ; 
but,  really,  there  was  no  difference  what- 
ever between  them.  The  Home  Secretary 
said  that  the  crime  of  sedition  would 
probably  extend  to  such  couspiracics  as 
were  formed  to  bring  the  Irish  Goveru- 
ment  into  contempt.  He  was  prepared  to 
admit  that,  but  why  was  it  sedition 
against  the  Irish  Government  ?  Because 
the  Irish  Government  derived  its  func- 
tions from  the  Imperial  Parliament,  and 
it  was  in  its  relation  to  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  and  not  otherwise,  that  it 
became  the  crime  of  sedition.  The  Home 
Secretary  used  that  u-gument  for  the 
purpose  of  showing  that  it  was  a  local 
matter,  and,  therefore,  within  the  purview 
of  the  Irish  Legislature  ;  and  he  asked, 
was  it  not  an  absurd  thing  that  the  Irish 
Legislature  should  not  have  the  power  to 
legislate  in  respect  to  matters  which  so 
directly  concerned  them  ?  But  they  did 
not  propose  by  the  Amendment  to  take 
away  from  the  Irish  Goremment  the 
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power  of  dealing  with  persons  who 
entered  into  seditious  conspiracies.  Bat 
what  they  did  say  was  that,  as  sedition 
went  to  the  root  of  offences  against  the 
Crown  and  Imperial  Government,  it  was 
a  matter  that  should  be  reserved  for 
legislation  exclusively  to   the  Imperial  j 
Parliameut,  and  could  uot  in  any  sense  | 
be  looked  upon  as  a  matter  local  to  j 
Ireland.    He  waa  perfectly  well  aware  ' 
that  in  the  whole  course  of  Criminal  Lav  | 
nothing  could  be  wider  in  its  application  | 
than  sedition.    He  knew  that  in  the  case  i 
of  the  Queen  against  Pamell  the  indict- 
ment contained  between  30  and  40  counts ; 
aud  there  was  the  greatest  possible  joy 
when,  after  the  trial  had  proceeded  about  j 
10  days,  tfae  I9th  count,  which  related 
to  sedition,  was  struck  out,  as  it  would 
have  enabled  the  traversers  to  go  into  | 
the  question  of  the  government  of  Eng- 
land and  the  government  of  Ireland  and 
the  entire  relations   between  the  two 
countries.    Was  uot  a  matter  of  such 
far  -  reaching    importuice  —  a  matter 
which  was  Imperial  and  not  local — 
a  proper  matter  to  reserve  exclusively  to 
the  Imperial  Parliameut  ?  He  considered 
the  argument  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  ^ 
the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James)  i 
unanswerable.    So  far  as  sedition  was  a  j 
crime  at  all,  it  was  a  crime  against  the 
Imperial   Government.      The  Solicitor  j 
General  said   that   sedition   might  he 
closely  allied  to  treason-felony.  It  might, 
and  it  might  even  be  necessary  in  some 
eases  to  have  in  the  indictment  counts 
for  sedition  and  treason-felony,  or  perhaps 
separate  indictments ;  and  he  wanted  to 
know  who  was  to  decide  in  Ireland 
that   a   particular  crime  was  treason- 
felony  or  sedition  ?    The  Bill  drew  the 
greatest  possible  distinction  as  to  the  way 
in  which  the  two  crimes  were  to  be  dealt 
with.    If  the  charge  was  treason-felony, 
the  accused  would  have  the  right  to  be 
tried  iu  the  Imperial  Courts,  and  he  had 
the  right  of  appeal  to  the  Exchequer 
Judges,  aud  eveu  to  the  Privy  Gonncil. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  it  were  a  ease  of 
sedition,  it  would  not  be  tried  in  that 
Court  at  all — it  would  be  tried  in  another 
Court,  and  there  would  be  no  appeal. 
He  would  like  to  know  who  was  to  draw 
the  distinction   between   the  offences  ? 
They  might  have  the  Irish  Attorney 
General  saying — "  I  claim  this  man  as 
my  prisoner,  as  an  offender  against  the 
Irish  Executive,  becaua.6  his  crime  is  the 

Digitized  by  VjrOOgIC 


861        Government  of 

crime  of  sedition  "  ;  and  tfaej  might  have 
the  official,  whoever  be  might  be,  re- 
^□sible  in   Ireland   to   the  Imperial 
Government  sajing — "I  claim  him  as 
my  prisoner,  and  that  be  be  tried  in  the 
Imperial  Court."    Who  was  to  decide 
betreen  them  ?    There  bad  been  con- 
siderable talk  aboat  friction  between  the 
tvo  countries,  but  there  would  be  no  end 
of  friction  if  these  matters  were  not  now 
made  clear.    He  did  not  see  any  way  in 
vhiefa  matters  relating  to  treason-felony 
could  be  plaeed  in  one  category,  and 
misters  relating  to  sedition  in  another 
category,  because  bis  idea  of  sedition  was 
that  it  was  sedition  becanse  it  was  an 
act  against  the   Crown   and  Imperial 
I    Government,  even  when  directed  against 
!    the  Local  Government,  which  derived  its 
power  from  the  Crown.    Sedition,  as  an 
I    (#ence    against    the    Crown,  became 
I    analogous  to  treason-felony.   He  wanted 
to  know  were  those  matters  going  to  be 
made  clear,  or  were  they  going  to  be 
left  in  doubt,  to  be  fought  oat  after- 
wards ?    They  would  have  to  be  deter- 
mined at  aome  time,  and  that,  in  his 
opmion,  was  the  proper  time  for  them  to  be 
determined.  Of  course,  if  the  Government 
were  determined  to  resist  these  Amend- 
ments simply  because  they  were  moved 
from  the  Opposition  Benches,  the  Oppo- 
lition  would  have  to  snbmit ;  but  it  was 
certainly  their  duty,  on  the  assumption 
that  the  Bill  would  pass — ^which  was, 
indeed,  making  a  very  large  assumption — 
to  point  out  that  the  Government  were 
aaing  unwisely  in  leaving  those  matters 
unsettled,  because  it  meant  storing  up 
trouble  for  the  future. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  255  ; 
Noes  304. — (Division  List,  No.  1 19.) 

•Mr.  8TUART-W0RTLET(Shefiield, 
Hallam)  moved,  in  page  2,  line  6,  after 
the  words  "  treason-felony,**  to  insert  the 
words  **  intimidation  and  unlawful 
usemUy.*'  He  said  he  thought  that 
the  subject  to  which  these  offences 
related  had  met  so  far  with  very  little 
respect  and  less  logic  from  riglit  boo. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  These  offences 
belonged  to  the  category  of  crime  which 
mihappy  experience  told  them  had  of 
late  years  been  habitually  used  for 
political  purposes.  It  surpriBod  him  that 
in  defending  their  own  Bill  hou.  said 
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right  hon.  Gentlemen  so  seldom  tiiought 
of  saying  anything  which  would  lead  to 
the  hope  that  they  would  ever  pay  any 
respect  to  the  public  opinion  of  Great 
Britain  in  these  matters.  He  believed, 
from  unhappy  and  recent  experience, 
that  no  decision  of  the  Irish  Parliament 
in  regard  to  these  matters  would  ever 
command  confidence  in  Great  Britain. 
He  moved  his  Amendment  for  this  reason 
also— that  these  offences  were  allied  to 
treason  and  treason-felony  in  their  nature, 
and,  further,  because  they  did  not  exclu- 
sively apply  to  Ireland.  They  had  been 
employed  and  had  frequently  tended  to 
drive  away  from  Ireland  that  influx  of 
English  wealth  and  capital  by  which 
alone  the  prosperity  of  Ireland  could  be 
permanently  secured.  lie  knew  that  to 
this  Amendment,  as  to  the  Amendment 
with  regard  to  the  Law  of  Conspiracy, 
they  would  have  applied  the  argument 
that  it  inrolved  an  indictment  against  the 
Irish  people.  If  it  did  involve  an  indict- 
ment, the  indictment  would  be  levelled 
not  against  the  Irish  people,  nor  even 
against  the  Representatives  in  this  House 
of  the  Irish  people,  but  ultimately  and 
with  the  greatest  weight  against  those  boa. 
and  right  hou.  Gentlemen  now  upon  the 
Treasury  Bench  who  had  always  rushed 
forward  with  excuses,  palliation,  patron- 
age, and  every  kind  of  apology,  for  those 
practices  dealt  with  in  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  6,  after  the  words  "  treason- 
felony,"  to  inoert  the  words  "  intimidation  and 
unlawful  assembly." — (Mr.  Stuart' Wortley.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'* 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  moved  the  Amcudment  Pecms 
to  feel  that  a  decision  has  practically 
been  taken  upon  it ;  but  he  said  that,  not- 
withstanding that  decision,  he  intended 
to  take  a  Division.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
admits  that  we  are  all  committed  to  the 
proposal  that  the  Irish  Legislature 
should  be  empowered  to  make  laws 
concerning  the  much  graver  subject  of 
criminal  conspiracy,  and  yet  he  wishes  to 
take  from  them  the  power  of  dealVig 
with  the  lesser  ofTences  of  intiraidation 
and  unlawful  assembly.  I  do  not  think 
that  I  need  labour  the  point  to  any  groat 
extent.  The  Committee  have  refused  to 
take  from  the  Irish  Legislature  the  power 
of  making  laws  regarding  seditious  ass^- 
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blies,  and  yet  we  are  asked  to  take  away 
from  them  the  power  of  keeping  order  in 
the  streets  of  Dublin  and  Belfast.  This  is 
really  a  reductio  ad  absurdum.  I  mnst 
oppose  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  only 
argument  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
given  the  Committee  is  that  because  wo 
have  already  committed  a  great  blunder 
it  is  illogical  not  to  commit  a  smaller 
one.  I  think  it  would  be  very  difficult 
to  prove  that  intimidation  and  unlawful 
assembly  are  less  serious  matters  than 
unlawful  conspiracy.  I  am  not  sure  that 
the  blunder  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  now  asking  us  to  commit  is  really 
the  smaller  of  the  two,  because  I  think 
that  intimidation  is  the  means  whereby 
these  unlawful  conspiracies  which  have 
been  the  cause  of  so  much  evil  in 
Ireland  have  been  maintained  and  carried 
into  effect.  I  might  put  this  point  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right 
Gentleman  has  thought  fit  to  abrogate 
the  Crimes  Act,  and  takes  credit  to  him- 
self for  now  governing  Ireland  under  the 
ordinary  law.  Yet,  even  under  the  or- 
dinary law,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
felt  himself  compelled  to  disperse  assem- 
blies brought  together  for  purposes  of 
intimidation.  I  wish  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  give  me  a  plain  answer 
to  the  question  whether  the  unlawful  as- 
semblies he  has  to  deal  with  are  not  in 
harmony  with  the  public  opinion  of  the 
district,  and  whether  their  action  has 
ever  been  denounced  by  the  Iri^h  Repre- 
sentatives in  this  Honse  ?  If  the  right 
boo.  Gentlemau's  answer  is  in  the 
affirmative,  how  can  he  reconcile  it  with 
his  conscience  to  leave  to  the  Irish 
Legislature  and  to  Irish  public  opinion 
the  manufacture  of  laws  which  would 
concern  these  unlawful  assemblies  ?  For 
my  part,  I  am  utterly  unable  to  under- 
stand the  attitude  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  reference  to  this  point. 
I  perfectly  recognise  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  colleagues  would  l>e 
glad  if  these  points  were  not  brought  before 
them,  because  they  must  have  mauy  an 
uneasy  moment  in  dealing  with  them. 
We  all  know  that  I  could  prove  over  and 
over  again,  if  I  chose  to  do  so,  that  Lord 
Spencer,  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  the 
Secretary  for  War,  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  every  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  had  anything  to  do 
with  the  government  of  Ireland  in  the 
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past  has  always  recognised  the  fact  that 
these  unlawful  assemblies  do  meet  together 
for  the  purpose  of  intimidation,  and  in  ao 
doing  they  are  only  acting  in  conformity 
with  the  public  opinion  of  the  districts 
in  which  they  are  held,  and  are  the  i 
methods  advocated  by  the  Nationalist 
Members  of  Parliament.  That  cannot 
be  denied,  and  I  defy  any  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  1o  deny  the  fiict. 
In  such  circumstances  is  it  not  monstrons, 
is  it  not  outrageous  neglect  of  the  duty 
which  we  owe  to  the  Irish  minority,  to 
hand  over  to  the  Irish  Assembly  the 
power  of  dealing  with  the  laws  which 
relate  to  unlawful  assembly  and  to  in- 
timidation ?  Hon.  Members  opposite  ^ 
know  that  they  cannot  touch  this  ques- 
tion, which  their  own  constituents  behind 
them  regard  as  the  great  blot  upon  the 
Bill ;  and  naturally,  therefore,  they  avoid 
discussing  it.  I  can  tell  hon.  Members 
opposite  that  amongst  the  many  evils 
connected  with  this  Bill — with  which 
the  country  was  not  slowly  becoming  ac- 
quainted— that  which  is  taking  the 
greatest  hold  of  men's  minds  is  that, 
Ireland  being  what  it  is,  the  Govern- 
ment are  deliberately  permitting  the 
abrogation  of  those  laws  which  are 
necessary  to  protect  the  lives  and 
liberties  of  the  loyal  Irish  minority. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh, 
N.)  said,  it  was  only  natuml  that  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  should  strenuously 
oppose  this  Amendment.  The  Party  to 
whom  Her  Majesty's  Government  pro- 
posed to  confide  the  destinies  of  Ireland 
was  one  whose  character  had  been  well 
known  for  some  years,  and  at  one  time 
was  certainly  well  known  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister. 
That  Party  had  based  its  policy  ujwn,  and 
ha*!  succeeded  in  its  policy,  by  criminal 
intimidation.  No  doubt,  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  bad  consulted  their  Col- 
leagues below  the  Gangway  in  ref^enee 
to  this  Amendment ;  and  possibly  those 
hon.  Members,  who  would  form  the  Gro- 
vemment  of  Ireland  in  the  future,  and 
had  been  the  leaders  of  the  criminal 
conspiracies  in  the  past,  would  object  to 
any  concession  ou  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  direction  of  restraining 
those  peculiar  habits  by  means  of  which 
they  had  captured  the  Liberal  Party.  It 
was  the  duty  of  every  man  in  that  Com- 
mittee to  protest  to  the  best  of  his  ability 
against  handing  over  ^e  livesiand  Hber- 
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ties  of  the  people  in  the  West  and  South  of 
Irelwul,  a  defenceless  population,  to  their 
bereditaiy  foes.  The  right  hoo.  Geutle- 
nun  the  Chief  Secretary  asked  them  not 
to  deprive  the  future  Government  of  Ire- 
land  of  the  power  of  keeping  order  ifi  the 
streets  of  Dublin  aud  Belfast.  The  people 
of  Ulster  knew  that  the  aim  and  object 
of  this  Bill  were  to  place  their  lives  and 
liberties  in  the  hands  of  the  Nationalist 
Members,  with  the  natural  result  that 
those  lives  and  liberties  would  be  stamped 
out.  The  Nationalist  Members,  if  they 
had  the  power  to  do  so,  would  make  the 
Orange  organisation  acriminal  conspiracy 
and  its  meetiogs  iil^l  aBsemblies.  As 
fir  as  he  was  conoemed,  and  he  thought 
as  far  as  his  Colleagues  were  concerned, 
lie  could  express  his  unbounded  satisfac- 
tion that  the  Government  had  refused  to 
accede  to  such  a  reasouable  Amend- 
ment as  thiis,  because  it  left  the  Bill 
stained,  in  the  eyes  of  every  man  who 
cared  for  liberty  and  freedom,  with  a  blot 
which  all  the  eloquence  they  heard  from 
tbe  Treasury  Bench  could  not  wipe 
STay. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  192  ; 
Noes  242.— (Division  List,  No.  120.) 

•Mb.  ST0ART-WORTLEY  moved 
the  following  Ameudmeut  : — 

Clause  3,  page  2,  line  6,  at  end,  add  "  Repeal 
ct  Amendment  of  '  The  Exploeive  Substances 
Act,  1883.' " 

The  hon.  Member  said,  this  Ameudmeut, 
to  a  certain  extent,  formed  part  of  au 
Amendment  which  was  discussed  the 
other  day  relating  to  dealing  with  and 
liaDdling  arms  and  munitions  of  war  and 
tbe  manufacturing  of  explosive  substances ; 
uitl  as  regarded  explosive  substances  the 
Gorernment  opposed  that  Amendment  on 
the  ground  that  it  would  have  disabled 
the  Irish  Parliament  from  making  itself 
those  necessary  regulations  which  must 
be  prescribed  in  the  case  of  the  lawful 
maoufacture,  for  the  legimate  purposes 
of  trade,  of  explosive  substances. 
That  Amendment,  however,  did  not 
cover  many  things  which  the  present 
Amendment  did  cover,  and  on  that  occa- 
sion no  substantial  answer  was  offered 
to  the  contention  that  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ntent  ought  not  to  have  entrusted  to  it 
the  power  of  relaxing  the  law  which  in 
the  year  1883  was  considered  so  argent 


by  this  Parliament  that,  as  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  who  was  the  author  of 
it  wouhl  well  remember,  it  permitted  it 
to  pass  through  all  its  stages  at  a  single 
Sitting.  If  he  was  asked  why  he  said 
that  the  Irish  Parliament  would  relax 
the  ataudord  of  severity  prescribed  by 
that  Act,  he  replied  that  the  Irish 
Members  had  given  them  the  fullest  and 
most  express  indicatiouof  their  iutentiou 
of  so  relaxing  it,  because  they  had  con- 
tended that  offences  against  this  par- 
ticular Act  were  not  to  be  treated  in  the 
category  of  ordinary  crimes.  They  said 
that  these  offences  were  political  ofiencea. 
It  was  true,  tbe  Home  Secretary  had 
maintained  the  exactly  opposite  conten- 
tion, and  he  moved  this  Amendment 
because  he  wished  to  leave  the  subject 
to  statesraeu  of  his  fibre  and  courage, 
and  who  had  the  same  well-regulated 
notions  of  the  distinction  which  should 
prevail  between  tbe  enactments  of  the 
Imperial  Legislature  and  those  of  an 
Irish  Legislature.  The  Amendment  did 
not  interfere  with  any  legitimate  com- 
mercial manufacture.  It  dealt  solely 
with  those  offences  which,  according  to 
the  ai^ument  of  the  Home  Secretary, 
were  such  that  if  in  open  war  a  man  was 
caught  committing  them  his  capton 
would  be  justifieil  in  hanging  him  to  the 
nearest  tree. 

Amendment  proposed, 
In  page  2,  line  6,  at  end,  add  "  Rei>eal  or 
Amenament  of  *  The  Explosive  Substances  Act, 

\8S3:"—{Mr.  StvaH-WoHlry.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added. 

Sir  W.  HABCOURT  :  Hon.  Members 
ask  that  their  Amendments  should  be 

treated  seriously;  but  it  is  difficult  to 
treat  an  Amendment  of  this  kind 
seriously,  and  it  is  impossible  to  conceive 
how  anyone  can  move  au  Ameudmeut  of 
this  kind  in  a  serious  nianuer.  What  is 
this  proposal  ?  You  say  the  Irish 
Governmeut  shall  not  have  the  power  to 
repeal  the  Explosive  Substances  Act. 
What  is  the  Explosive  Substances  Act? 
It  is  an  Act  which  punishes  persons  who 
use  or  manufacture  explosives  for  evil  or 
murderous  purposes.  How  can  anybody 
seriously  pretend  that  that  is  a  thing  that 
the  Irish  Parliament  is  likely  to  do  ? 
Why  do  you  not  put  in  that  the  Irish 
Parliameut  shall  not  repeal  the  Acts 
against  murder  ?    Or  against  bigamy,  or 
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against  forgery?  Forgery  would,  perhaps, 
more  apply. 

Mb.  STUART- WORTLEY  :  Tbey 
have  not  said,  that  innrder  and  biganiy 
are  political  offences. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  They  cannot 
deal  with  the  Explosives  Act  in  England  ; 
and  if  it  is  going  to  be  an  offence  in  Ireland, 
against  whom  is  this  political  offence  to 
be  ?  Why,  against  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment, against  the  Irish  Parliament, 
against  whom  alone  it  can  be  used,  and 
t&it  is  wby  I  say  the  thing  is  not  serious. 
It  is,  in  fact,  so  absard  and  so  ridiculous 
on  the  face  of  it,  that  it  is  impossible  to 
treat  it  seriously.  If  dynamite  is  used 
in  Ireland  for  political  purposes,  it  will 
be  used  against  the  Irish  Parliament,  and 
then  you  suggest  the  Amendment  should 
be  treated  seriously.  As  far  as  my  know- 
ledge on  this  subject  of  dynamite  goes, 
these  dynamite  attempts  did  not  come 
from  Ireland — thoy  came  from  elsewhere. 
But  when  you  suggest  that  when  the 
Irish  have  got  a  Government  of  their 
ovn  they  are  going  to  promote  in 
Ireland,  by  repealing  this  Act,  the 
practice  of  dynamite  outrages,  I  must 
aay  it  requires  a  great  command  of 
Gonnteiuace  to  get  up  in  the  House  of 
Commons  and  suggest  it  seriously, 

•Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  said,  when 
they  remembered  what  was  the  historical 
connection  of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  spoken  with  this  question, 
what  must  be  within  his  recollection,  and 
what  was  the  nature  of  tBe  Amendment 
now  before  the  Committee,  he  thought 
hon.  Members  would  find  it  difficult  to 
regard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s 
speech  as  a  serious  one.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  spoken  of  the  Explosives 
Act  of  1883  as  "  his  offspring,"  and  no 
doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  the 
undoubted  parent  of  that  measure.  He 
held  in  his  hand  the  speech  of  the  father  of 
this  BUI  upon  the  occasion  of  its  birth  on 
April  9,  1883.  In  introducing  the  Bill 
on  that  occasion,  the  right  hon.  Glentle- 
mau  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  referred  to  the 
gravity  of  the  subject,  and  appealed  to  the 
House  to  postpone  all  the  other  business  to 
enable  the  Bill  to  be  passed  through  all  its 
stages.  He  referred  to  the  uiigency  of 
the  Bill,  and  asked  the  House  to  pass  it 
throngh  all  its  stages  at  one  Sitting. 
That  was  the  way  in  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  regarded  this 
subject  in  April,  1883. 

Sir  W,  Harcourt 


Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  So  I  do  now. 
It  was  a  serious  matter,  and  not  only  do 
I  think  the  Irish  Parliament  would  not 
repeal  it,  but,  if  necessary,  they  would 
suspend  the  Standing  Orders  of  the 
House  in  order  to  |>ass  it. 

Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  thanked 
the  right  hon.  Geutleman  for  emphasizing 
what  he  was  going  to  say.  He  reminded 
the  House  that  Ireland  was  the  only  part 
of  Her  Majesty^s  Dominions  in  which 
there  bad  recently  been  dynamite  ex- 
plosions. There  had  been,  within 
recent  recollection,  directed  against 
the  Imperial  Government,  three  dif- 
ferent explosions  of  dynamite  in  that 
part  of  Her  Majesty^s  Dominions,  asd 
yet  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
this  was  not  a  serious  matter.  ["No, 
no  !  "J  There  was  something  which  had 
occurred  within  the  last  three  days  wbich 
would  tell  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  what 
was  the  feeling  iu  Ireland  with  reference 
to  thiBmatt«r.  What  did  tbey  see  in  the 
newspapers  of  that  morning  ?  At  a  meet- 
ing of  the  Dublin  Corporation  it  was 
proposed  to  present  an  Address  of  con- 
gratulation to  Members  of  the  Royal 
Family  with  reference  to  au  approaching 
event.  [Cries  o/  "  Question  I  "]  It 
was  the  question.  It  was  a  direct  answer 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement 
that  there  was  no  necessity  or  urgency 
for  dealing  with  this  matter  now.  What 
occurred  ?  The  Sheriff  of  the  City  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Clancy),  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  on  the  matter,  asked  the  Corpora- 
tion not  to  present  that  Address,  because, 
among  other  things,  the  men  who  were  iu 
prison  for  dynamite  explosions  had  not 
been  released  •  and  he  went  on  to  state 
that  the  Home  Secretary  had,  in  the  most 
callous  manner,  declared  that  the  Govern- 
ment wonld  not  amnesty  those  prisoners. 
It  was  no  answer  to  say  that  some  or  all 
of  these  prisoners  were  uot  actually  con- 
victod  under  this  Act.  Whether  they  were 
charged  under  this  Act  or  not,  or  whether 
they  were  convicted  under  this  Actor  not^ 
they  were  connected  with  these  offences. 
Was  it  not  a  grave  circumstance  that  in 
the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  Dablin,  an 
official  of  that  body,  one  who  presumaUy 
would  hold  an  important  position  tinder 
any  Irish  Government,  brought  forward 
such  an  argument  successfully,  and  the 
Corporation  refused  to  present  an  Address 
to  Members  of  the  Royal  Family  because, 
among    other  things,   those  dynamite 

Digitized  by  GoOgIC 


869         Government  oj  {6  June 


1893}  Ireland  Bill.  370 


jnisonera  were  not  amnestied  ?  Was 
there  no  BerionsnesB  in  that  matter  P 
He  wid  that  if  it  was  a  serious 
matter  in  1883,  it  was  also  a  senoas 
matter  now.  Recent  events  and  rftcent 
words  of  Irish  Nationalists  showed  it 
was  an  important  matter.  What  could 
be  done  by  an  Irish  Legislature  if  they 
were  not  restrained  by  this  Amendment  ? 
It  these  men  were  not  amnestied,  the 
Irish  Parliament  would  consider  than- 
adTe*  jostified,  no  doabt,  in  i^pealing 
or  alterii^  the  prOTisions  of  this 
ExplosiTeB  Act.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  forgotten  that  he 
bad  desoribecl  certain  things  as  grave  in 
1883,  and  that  be  then  refused  to  trust 
to  the  Irish  NatiooaliBt  Party.  He  tried 
then  to  induce  the  House  and  the  country 
to  believe  that  this  was  a  serious  question. 
The  Amendment  was  a  serious  one,  for  it 
vae  directed  not  merely  to  the  protection 
of  the  Irish  minority  and  the  Imperial 
iatereet,  but  to  the  defence  of  every 
tradesman  and  householder. 

SiE  W.  HABCOUBT  (Derby)  : 
Householder  I 

•Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  said,  yes  ; 
to  the  defence  of  every  man,  of  every 
person  who  bad  property  that  could  or 
might  be  destroyed  by  explosives. 
Why,  the  present  law  on  explosives  had 
been  the  defence  of  every  householder  in 
Ixmdon  and  Great  Britain,  of  every  man 
who  bad  property  that  could  be  destroyed 
by  explosives.  They  bad  heard  this 
matter  aigaed  from  the  point  of  view  of 
trade,  and  it  had  been  suggested  that 
this  Amendment  would  be  aa  uii> 
nasooaUe  restricticm  on  Irish  trade. 
Would  it  not  be  possible  that,  in 
the  interest  of  the  tJtule  of  Dublin,  they 
would  have  a  factory  for  the  making  of  ex- 
plosives ?  Could  not  the  Act  be  repealed, 
sad  the  factory  started  in  the  apparent 
interest  of  trade  ?  If  that  were  done, 
they  would  have  planted  in  Ireland  the 
means  of  destroying  the  homes  and  en- 
dangering the  Uvea  of  British  subjects 
on  this  side  of  the  Channel. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  although  he  felt  Btrvrngly  on  the 
sabject,  he  would  not  have  spoken  but 
for  the  speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who,  in  arguing  that  dyna- 
mite could  be  used  in  Ireland  only 
sgaiaat  the  Irish  Parliament,  assumed 
that  there  was  going  to  be  only  one  Ire- 
laiul  ia  the  future.    Dynamite  had  been 


used  in  the  past  against  the  English 
Government,  who  bad  surrendered  to  it ; 
but  there  was  a  party  in  Ireland  who 
bad  not  the  least  intention  of  surrendering 
to  it.  The  dynamite  ocmvicts  would  be 
released,  and  it  was  possible  they  might 
turn  their  attention  from  English  to  Irish 
people ;  and  that  was  why  they  objected. 
That  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^ 
who  once  went  about  in  peril  of  his  own 
life,  should  pooh>pooh  this  danger  to 
others  was  about  the  last  thing  he  ex- 
pected to  hear. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  Qot 
want  to  prolong  the  Debate.  I  only  rise 
to  point  out  that  the  answer  to  the 
ChaucellOT  of  the  Exchequer's  question 
why  the  exclusions  were  not  made  to 
include  legislation  on  bigamy  is  that  we 
have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  Irish 
•entiment  on  the  subject  of  bigamy 
differs  from  English  sentiment. 

Sir  W.  HABCOURX  :  Or  in  pocket- 
picking. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Quite  so. 
But  can  tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman  say 
that  Irish  sentiment  on  the  subject  of 

dynamite  does  not  differ  from  English 
sentiment  ?  Both  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  his  Colleagues  have  said  that 
Irish  sentiment  —  not  merely  sporadic 
sentiment,  but  organised  sentiment — en- 
tirely differs  from  the  sentiment  that 
prevails  in  England.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
l>elow  the  Gangway  have  urged  the 
release  of  the  dynamite  prisoners.  In 
doing  BOj  they  have  said,  with  truth,  they 
have  a  strong  objection  to  enforcing 
political  opinions  by  the  use  of  dynamite; 
but  they  know  the  persons  whose  par- 
don they  demand  do  not  take  that  view. 
Hon.  Members  act  »s  the  mouthpiece  of 
men  who  think  that  dynamite  attempts 
are  the  patriotic  efforts  of  patriotic  men, 
and  thi^  is  a  widespread  sentiment  in 
Ireland.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, the  H<»ne  Secretary,  and  the 
Prime  Minister  know  this. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  No,  I 
beg  your  pardon ;  I  do  not. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Very  weU  ; 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  know. 
But  his  Colleagues  know  that  that  senti- 
ment prevails.  WeU,  now,  is  it  not 
futile,  if  not  disrespectful  to  the  Com- 
mittee, to  say  it  would  be  as  reasonable 
to  propose  excluding  bigamy  or  pocket- 
picking  ?  We  bring  forward  a  matter 
of  fact  importance.    The  Amendment  is 

Digitized  byCjOOgIC 


371  Government  of 


{COMMONS} 


Ireland  BUL  372 


undoubtedly  of  great  importsuce,  aud,  iu 
certain  not  inooacetTable  complications, 
it  might  be  of  vital  importance — and  this 
is  how  it  is  received.  If  I  advise  my 
hou.  Friend  not  to  divide  it  is  not  be- 
cause I  think  the  matter  of  no  importance, 
but  because  it  is  a  question  which  has 
been  raised  before  in  connection  with  the 
manufacture  of  explosives  ;  and  as  it  has 
been  to  some  extent  discussed  on  a 
former  occasion,  it  should  not  be  neces- 
sary to  put  the  Committee  again  to  the 
trouble  of  dividing. 

Question  put,  aud  negatived. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present  ;  Committee  counted,  aud  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

•Mb.  DUNBAR  BARTON  said,  he 

wished,  iu  the  absence  of  the  hou.  aud 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Carson),  to 
more  to  add  at  the  end  of  line  6  "  Pro- 
cedure in  criminal  matters."  The  effect 
of  the  Amendment,  if  carried,  would  be 
to  exclude  from  the  powers  of  the  Irish 
Legislature  procedure  in  criminal 
matters.  It  could  not  be  said  of  this 
Amendment  that  it  indicated  distrust  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  and  involved  a  con- 
demnation of  the  Irish  character.  All 
that  was  asked  was  that  that  which  was 
the  criminal  procedure  of  the  United 
Kingdom  should  continue  to  be  the 
criminal  procedure  in  Ireland,  and  that 
the  Irish  Le^slature  should  not  bare 
power  to  alter  it.  When  the  Solicitor 
General  came  to  deal  with  this  question, 
he  should  be  surprised  to  hear  him  say 
anything  disparaging  of  the  principles 
which  governed  the  British  Code 
of  Criminal  Procedure,  and  yet  nothing 
could  be  more  disparaging  than  for  any- 
one to  say  that  that  Code  was  not  good 
enough  for  the  Irish  Courts,  and  that  it 
was  one  which  the  Irish  Parliament 
should  be  invited  to  alter.  The  English 
Criminal  Procedure  Code  was  s  model 
for  all  countries  where  the  English  lan- 
guage was  spoken,  including  the  United 
States  and  the  Colonic,  and  there  could 
be  DO  suggestion  that  it  was  not  a  Code 
that  might  well  and  with  advantage  be 
preserved  iu  Ireland.  It  would 
always  be  open,  if  any  change  was 
desired,  that  the  change  should  be  made 
here.    The  Committee  did  not  know  yet 

Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour 


■  what  was  to  be  the  representation  of 
Ireland  in  the  Imperial  Parliament,  or  if 
there  was  to  be  any  at  all ;  but  it  would 

always  be  open  to  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment to  alter  the  criminal  procedure,and, 
therefore,  there  was  nothing  injurious  or 
degrading  in  the  proposal  that  the  best 
Code  of  Criminal  Procedure  in  the 
world  should  be  continued  in  Ireland, 
and  that  the  Irish  Legislature  should  be 
restrained  from  interfering  with  it.  Con- 
sidering the  close  proximity  of  the  two 
countries,  it  was  most  desirable,  from  the 
point  of  view  of  convenience,  that  the 
Code  of  Criminal  Procedure  should,  as 
far  as  possible,  be  uniform.  The 
Criminal  Law  aud  Procedure  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  was  at  present  (with 
the  exception  of  the  Whiteboy  Acts  and 
a  limited  number  of  similar  provisions) 
practically  the  same  in  both  countries. 
He  held  that  the  question  of  criminal 
procediu-e  was  of  the  highest  im- 
portance, inasmuch  as  it  affected  the 
liberty  of  the  subject  almost  as  much 
as  the  Criminal  Law  itself.  The 
liberty  of  the  subject  was  affected  as 
much  by  a  change  in  procedure  as  by  a 
change  iu  the  law,  affecting  as  it  did  the 
constitution  of  the  Criminal  Courts, 
power  of  arrest,  examination  of  wit- 
nesses, committal  of  offenders,  bail  and 
recognisances.  These  were  all  vital 
questions  of  criminal  procedure,  and 
were  regulated  by  the  Euglisb  Code  in  a 
manner  highly  satisfactory,  aud  tending 
to  preserve  the  liberty  of  the  subject.  la 
re^rd  to  the  conduct  of  trials,  the  pro- 
cedure included  matters  relating  to  the 
form  of  the  accusation — whether  by 
indictment,  criminal  Information,  or 
coroner's  inquest.  Those  forms  being 
known  to  our  law,  it  was  desirable 
that  new  ones  should  not  be 
introduced,  and  yet  new  ones  might 
be  adopted  by  an  Irish  Legislature 
unless  some  such  Amendment  as  this 
were  introduced  into  the  Bill.  The 
method  of  quashing  indictments  was 
also  connected  with  criminal  procedure, 
also  the  method  of  conducting  the  trial 
and  of  examining  witnesses.  The  Irish 
Parliament  might  de8u>e  to  abolish  cross- 
examination.  They  had  had  a  remark- 
able instance  of  the  tendency  in  that 
direction  in  Ireland  in  a  Royal  Commis- 
sion  

Mr.  SEXTON  :  That  was  on  the 
part  of  an  English  Jxidgp^ 
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•Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  said,  tliat 
no  doubt  it  was  an  English  Judge  who 
refused  to  allow  cross-examination ;  but 
that  legal  dignitary  had  admitted  that  in 
an  Irish  atmosphere  he  was  not  bound  hj 
roles  of  British  procedure.  That  was  afair 
illastratiou  of  what  would  be  the  natural 
tendencj  if  the  Bill  became  law  without 
this  Amendment.  An  Irish  Legisla- 
tare  wonld  have  the  power  of  fol- 
lowing the  precedent  set  hj  that 
English  Judge.  Again,  criminal  proce- 
dure embraced  questions  relating  to 
defence,  and  as  to  whether  prisoners 
sbould  be  compelled  or  permitted  to  be 
examined  in  their  own  defence.  There 
were  also  questions  connected  with  the 
writ  of  error  and  the  Court  for  Crowu 
Cases  Reserved.  All  these  things  were 
links  in  the  chain  on  which  the  liberties 
of  the  people  depended,  and  unless  the 
Bill  were  amended  it  would  be  possible 
for  any  one  of  these  points  to  be  apset  or 
altered  bj  the  Irish  Parliament  in  a  Bill 
of  a  single  clause.  In  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment of  1689  all  crimiual  procedure  was 
suspended  by  the  majority  against  their 
political  opponents  in  the  celebrated  Act 
of  Attainder  passed  by  that  Parliament 
and  afterwards  quashed.  It  was  actually 
provided  against  2,500  Protestant  land- 
owners, nobility,  and  gentry,  that  unless 
they  came  in  within  a  certain  time  and 
appeared  before  the  tribunal  of  the  Irish 
I^liament,  they  should  be  then  and 
there  attainted,  and  be  liable  to  be  con- 
victed in  their  absence  and  condemned 
to  the  confiscation  of  their  property  and 
to  death.  That  was  done  in  the  Irish 
Parliament  of  1689 — the  only  precedent 
in  Irish  history,  Grattau's  Parliament 
having  been  the  Parliament  of  the  Pro- 
testant minority,  and,  therefore,  one  not 
likely  to  infringe  the  liberties  of  the 
nuDority.  The  present  Bill  would  place 
tile  Nationalist  majority  in  power,  and  he 
would  be  acting  falsely  if  he  did  not  say 
that  he  believed  there  was  grave  danger 
of  the  liberty  of  the  loyal  minority  being 
infringed  by  alterations  in  criming 
procedure.  Hon.  Members  below  the 
^gway  had  threatened  the  loyal 
fflinority  with  vengeance  for  the  course 
they  had  taken  throughout  these  contro- 
vereies,  and  that  minority  wonld  be 
prepared  to  meet  the  reveuge  of  the 

majority  in  the  best  way  they  conld ; 

bnt  there  was,  unquestionably,  no  way 

in  Thich  hon.  Members  could  carry  out 
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their  threats  more  easily,  dangerously,  or 
discreditably  than  by  altering  the  crimi- 
nal procedure,  and  such  alteration  it 
behoved  them  to  take  measures  to  prevent. 
There  were  only  two  precedents  which 
could  be  fairly  appealed  to  in  this 
matter — ^namely,  thedistribution  of  powers 
between  the  Dominion  Parliament  in 
Canada  and  the  Local  Legislatures,  and 
the  distribution  of  powers  between  the 
Federal  and  the  State  Governments 
in  the  United  States.  In  the 
British  North  America  Act,  the 
Local  Legislatures  had  conferred  upon 
them  power  over  civil  procedure  ;  but 
special  distinction  was  drawn  between 
that  and  criminal  procedure,  which  was 
distinctly  reserved  to  that  Central 
Dominion  Parliament.  The  case  was 
still  stronger  in  the  United  States;  and 
would  anyone  say  that  there  should  be 
less  security  for  liberty  in  Ireland  than 
was  to  be  found  in  one  of  the  States 
of  North  America  ?  This  Bill  was,  in 
effect,  setting  up  a  Constitution  both  for 
Ireland  and  for  the  relations  between 
Ireland  and  England,  and,  therefore, 
ought  to  contain  in  it  what  was  contained 
in  the  State  and  Federal  Constitutions  of 
America.  Important  limitations  were 
imposed  upon  the  State  Legislatures 
with  referenee  to  such  matters  as  bail, 
trial  by  jury,  indictment  and  grand 
jury,  speedy  end  public  trial,  depo- 
sitions of  witnesses,  the  comp^ing  of 
the  attendance  of  witnesses,  and  the 
rule  that  no  man  should  be  twice  put  in 
jeopardy  for  the  same  offence.  All  these 
matters  were  carefully  dealt  with  in 
the  Constitutions.  And  yet  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  going  in 
this  Bill,  in  which  they  were  setting  np 
a  Constitution  for  Ireland,  to  give  absolute 
power  in  that  country  to  alter  the  criminal 
procedure.  The  Solicitor  General  wonld 
say  that  sufficient  protection  was  given 
in  reserving  from  the  Irish  Legislature 
the  power  of  making  laws. 

'•Whereby  any  peraon  may  be  deprived  of 
life,  liboly,  or  property  without  due  process  of 
law." 

But  the  restrictions  in  the  American 
Constitutions  were  in  addition  to  this 
supposed  safeguard,  which  would  turn 
out  to  be  a  very  vague  and  unsatisfactory 
protection.  Criminal  procedure  went  to 
the  root  of  the  liberty  of  the  subject, 
were  he  great  or  humble.  At  present 
the  criminal  procedure  oL~.the  realm 
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afforded  equal  protection  to  all  the  in- 
habitants of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 
In  Ireland  they  enjoyed  all  the  protection 
the  people  enjoyed  in  Great  Britain;  and 
he  trusted  that  the  GoTemment  would 
not  place  it  in  the  power  of  the  Irish 
Iiegislature  to  diminish  the  protection 
which  that  procedure  supplied. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  liae  6,  after  the  words  "  treawo- 
felon;,"  to  Insert  the  words  "procedure  in 
criminal  matters."— (.Vr.  Jhtnhar  Barton^ 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

*SiR  J.  RIGBY  :  I  cannot  allow  my- 
self to  be  drawn  into  an  indiscriminate 
eulogium  of  our  criminal  procedure  as 
being  the  perfection  of  human  wisdom. 
I  think  I  should  be  borne  out  bj  almost 
the  common  consent  of  the  authorities  in 
saying  that  our  Code  of  Criminal  Pro- 
cedure at  present  is  singularly  defective, 
singularly  dilatory,  and  in  many  ways 
hardly  creditable  to  our  common  sense 
as  a  nation.  Having  said  that,  no  one 
will  expect  me  to  pronounce  an  eulogy 
on  our  Code.  If  the  right  c/t  altering  in 
substance  matters  connected  with  the 
Criminal  Law  of  the  country  is  to  be 
vested  in  the  Irish  Legislature,  that  fact 
almost  of  necessity  takes  with  it  that 
subsidiary  matters  of  procedure  must  be 
settled  by  that  Legislature  also.  The 
reference  made  by  the  hou.  and  learned 
Member  opposite  to  the  Federal  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States  suggests  an 
altogether  false  analogy.  I  may  have 
misunderstood  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tlemau  ;  but  I  gathered  from  his  remarks 
that  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  Federal 
Government  deals  with  the  question  of 
criminal  procedure  in  the  various  States. 

•Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  said,  he 
had  quoted  the  Coustitution  of  California, 
taken  from  Mr.  Bryce*s  book,  to  show 
that  iu  the  case  of  that  State  many  sub- 
jects of  criminal  procedure  were  with- 
drawn from  the  cognisance  of  the  State. 

*SiR  J.  RIGBY  :  I  gathered  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  he  sug- 
gested that  the  two  precedents  which 
should  guide  ns  in  this  matter  were  those 
of  the  Canadian  Government  and  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  of 
America.  In  the  case  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  Canada,  the  control  over  Criminal 
Law  is  vested  in  the  Dominion  Parlia- 
ment and  not  in  the  Imperial  Parliament. 

Mr,  Dunbar  Barton 


And  as  a  corollary  to  that  state  of 
things  procedure  in  criminal  matters  is 
vested  in  the  same  Authority  as  the  rest 
of  the  law.  I  think,  therefore,  I  have 
disposed  of  Canada  as  a  precedent.  The 
right  to  deal  with  procedure  under  that 
Act  followed  the  right  to  alter  the 
Criminal  Law,  and  the  same  principle 
was  adopted  by  the  Government  in  the 
present  Bill.  I  now  come  to  the  questioa 
of  the  Federal  Authority  ih  the  United 
States  and  the  States  Authorities.  One 
would  suppose,  from  what  was  said  bj 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that  this 
important  question  of  procedure  in 
criminal  matters  was  taken  away  from 
the  States  and  given  to  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment. That  is  not  the  fact,  or  any- 
thing like  the  fact.  The  Federal 
Government  has  no  right,  as  far  as  I 
know,  to  utter  one  single  word  about  pro-  i 
cedure  in  criminal  matters  in  any  State. 

Me.  DUNBAR  BARTON  :  I  did  not  I 
say  it  had. 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  No  ;  but  I  am 
endeavouring  to  show  that,  because  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  could  not  say  j 
it  had,  his  argument  was  without  founda-  ! 
tion.  Precedent  must  have  something  to 
do  with  the  case  we  are  arguing,  and  the 
Federal  Government  has  nothing  to  do  | 
with  procedure  in  the  States.  The  hon.  ! 
and  learned  Member  has  quoted  the  case 
of  the  Califomian  Legislature.  The 
Sovereign  State  of  California — for 
Sovereign  it  is  in  this  matter — has  ehmen 
to  say  that  certain  matters  of  procedure 
shall  be  taken  out  of  the  ordinaiy  course 
of  procedure  in  that  State.  The  ex- 
ceptional procedure  they  Had  set  up  th^ 
may,  however,  alter  at  any  time  by  Con- 
stitutional Amendments  ;  but,  at  any  rate, 
it  is  to  the  State  and  not  to  the  Federal 
Government  that  the  right  of  altering 
criminal  procedure  is  reserved.  I  venture 
to  say  there  is  not  a  shred  of  resemblance 
between  the  precedents  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  has  put  forward 
and  the  case  under  discussion.  You 
are  giving  the  power  to  the  Irish 
Legislature  dealing  in  substance  with 
the  Criminal  Law,  but  by  a  strange  in- 
version of  ideas  you  assume  that  the 
form  is  more  important  than  the  sub- 
stance. When  the  substance  has  been 
conceded,  you  treat  it  as  a  matter  of  vital 
importance  that  the  form  should  be 
reserved. 
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Ub.  DUNBAB  BABTON  said,  the 
Solicitor  General  had  admitted  that  the 
matters  embodied  in  the  Amendment 
vere  dealt  with  in  State  ConstitutionB, 
Thej  were,  however,  also  dealt  with  in 
the  Federal  CoDstitution  ;  and  if  a  State 
interfered  with  the  Federal  Laws  respect- 
ing speedy  trial,  indictment  by  Grand 
Jury,  and  so  forth,  it  could  be  brought  up 
before  the  Federal  Courts.  If  the  Irish 
legislature  were  allowed  to  alter  pro- 
cedure in  criminal  matters,  the  loyal 
minority  in  Ireland  would  hare  less  pro- 
tection than  was  possessed  by  the  citisens 
<rf  an  American  State. 

Mr.  RENTOUL  (Down,  E.),  who 
was  received  with  cries  of  *'  Divide  I  " 
said,  he  did  not  intend  to  detain  the 
Committee  long,  but  be  was  certainly  not 
going  to  be  put  down  by  the  clamour  of 
the  supporters  of  the  Government.  He 
did  not  at  all  attribute  to  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Members  immense  fertility  in 
inventing  wicked  schemes  in  regard  to 
criminal  procedure,  but  he  fancied  that 
the  Irish  Nationalist  Members  might 
take  certain  views  with  regard  to  criminal 
pocedore  which  to  the  loyal  minority 
voold  be  very  abhorrent.   They  would 
need  to  invent  nothing,  but  merely  to  be 
guided  by  precedents  existing  in  other 
countries.    For  instance,  they  would  be 
able  to  find  precedents  for  majorities  on 
juries  deciding  cases.    He  objected  to 
their  having  the  power  to  adopt  such 
precedents,  because  he  regarded  them  as 
very  bad  ones.    They  might  also  dis- 
pense with  juries  altogether,  and  sub- 
stitute trial  by  Judges.    They  might 
apply  the  system  of  trial  by  two  Magis- 
trate to  Ulster,  and  keep  it  constantly  in 
force  there  on  i^the  iplea  that  they  were 
merely  adopting  a  system  inaugurated  by 
the  Imperial  Parliament.    Mr.  Justice 
Stephen,  in  his  book  entitled  A  General 
View  on  the  Laws  oj  England^  pointed 
out  that  under  the  -English  law  every 
oiaQ  was  believed  to  be  innocent  until  he 
^  proved  to  be  guilty,  whilst  under  the 
French  law  the  opposite  was  the  case. 
The  Irish  Nationalists  had  great  respect 
for 'the  French  nation,  and  they  might 
say  that  the  French  criminal  system  was 
quite  as  good  as  the  Ei^llsh  criminal 
system.   If  ever  there  was  a  book  after 
reading  which  a  man  felt  inclined  to  say, 
"  Thank  God,  I  am  not  a  Frenchman  I  " 
it  was  this  book  of  Mr.  Justice  Stephen's. 
In  France,  as  soon  as  a  charge  was  made 


against  a  man,  he  was  confronted  with 
witnesses  and  cross^xamined  in  his  cell 
again  and  again.  In  fact,  he  was  sub- 
jected to  a  system  of  torture  which  Mr. 
Justice  Stephen  declared  to  be  a  dis- 
grace to  the  civilised  world.  He  was 
not  willing  to  confer  power  on  the 
Irish  Legislature  to  introduce  such  a 
system  into  Ireland,  especially  as 
he  believed  that  the  English  system  of 
criminal  procedure,  on  which  the  Irish 
system  was  largely  based,  was  one  which 
more  effectually  than  any  other  secured 
the  conviction  of  the  gtiilty  and  gave  a 
chance  of  escape  to  the  innocent. 
Believing,  then,  that  the  criminal  system 
of  England  was  a  very  good  one,  and 
that,  with  some  few  amendments,  it 
would  be  the  very  height  of  human 
wisdom,  he  desired  that  it  should  be 
maintained. 

Mr,  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
said,  he  had  put  the  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  under  the  fullest  sense  of  respon- 
sibility and  in  the  belief  that  it  would  be 
of  vast  importance  for  the  protection  of 
Loyalists  and  others  in  Ireland.  The 
BiU  contained  a  declaration  that  no  one 
in  Ireland  wonld  be  deprived  of  life, 
liberty,  or  property  except  by  due  pro- 
cess of  law.  That  was  what  he  ventured 
to  style  a  mere  paper  section,  which  pro- 
vided no  safeguard  unless  the  proper 
machinery  were  provided  for  giving 
effect  to  it.  The  Amendment  was  in- 
tended to  carry  into  effect  the  declara- 
tion to  which  he  alluded,  and  it  was, 
therefore,  of  great  importance  as  showing 
whether  the  safeguards  were  to  be  real 
or  mere  papa-  safeguards.  The  Govern- 
ment had  excepted  treason  and  treason 
felony,  foreign  enlistment,  and  coinage 
from  the  functions  of  the  Irish  X^egisla- 
ture,  and  he  wished  to  know  whether  the 
Irish  Legislature  were  to  have  full  power 
over  the  procedure  for  giving  effect  to 
laws  dealing  with  those  matters  ?  If 
not,  the  very  safeguards  that  had  been 
accepted  would  be  rendered  nugatory  by 
the  procedure  of  the  Irish  Parliament. 
He  would  take  the  case  of  foreign  enlist- 
ment. Were  the  Irish  Legislature  to 
have  the  power  of  altering  procedure  in 
reference  to  the  Acts  dealing  with  foreign 
enlistment  ?  Ought  not  the  reason 
which  caused  the  Government  to  except 
foreign  enlistment  induce  them  to  take 
steps  to  prevent  the  Acts  being  rendered 
nugatory  by  procedure  ?  The  Foreign 
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Enlistmeut  Act  provtdeil  that  if  British 
subjects  built  ships  for  the  purpose  of 
supplying  them  to  a  foreign  Power  which 
was  at  peace  with  this  country,  the 
Secretary  of  State  could  step  in  and 
could  either  seise  and  detain  them  or 
could  prosecnte  the  builders  for  mis- 
demeanonr.  He  wanted  to  know  whether 
the  Irish  Parliament  was  to  have  power 
to  say  that  the  ships  might  he  supplied 
to  the  foreign  Power  for  which  they  were 
built,  and  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
might  prosecute  for  mifldemeanour  if  he 
liked  ?  He  should  like  to  know  what 
grave  complications  might  not  euBue  if 
the  Irish  Legislature  were  at  liberty  to 
take  a  course  of  this  kind  ?  With  regard 
to  the  coinage,  the  Government  had  ex- 
cepted that  matter  from  power  of  the 
Irish  Legislature,  but  was  that  Body  to 
have  powOT  to  regulate  the  procedure  iu 
relation  to  offences  against  the  coinage  ? 
They  might  as  well  never  have  excepted 
from  the  powers  of  the  Irish  Legislature 
at  all  the  matters  they  had  done  unless 
they  were  going  to  take  the  further  step 
which  the  Solicitor  General  had  admitted 
was  the  natural  corollary  to  the  step 
already  taken — namely,  to  withdraw  the 
procedure,  as  well  as  the  enactment  of 
laws,  from  the  Irish  Government.  Jle 
hop^,  as  regarded  these  matters  which 
-were  of  Imperial  importance,  he  should 
have  some  answer.  He  should  like  to 
know  whether  the  Government  bad  con- 
sidered the  extent  of  the  powers  they 
were  giving  to  the  Irish  Legislature 
when  they  said  that  the  whole  of  the 
criminal  procedure  was  to  be  within  the 
purview  of  the  Irish  Legislature?  When 
the  Americans  were  enacting  their  Con- 
stitution they  took  the  greatest  possible 
pains  to  preserve  the  liberty  of  the  sub- 
ject by  safeguards  in  criminal  procedure, 
every  one  of  which  was  taken  from  the 
English  law.  In  the  present  Bill,  so  far 
as  he  could  see,  there  was  no  safe- 
guard iu  respect  of  any  of  those 
matters  which  were  considered  of  \'ital 
importaucce  in  the  English  Constitution, 
and  which  had  been  adopted  by  the 
American  Constitution.  Were  they 
going  to  give  to  the  Irish  Government 
the  power  to  do  away  with  the  indict- 
ment before  a  Grand  Jury,  which  was 
one  of  the  protections  of  the  British 
CouBtitntion,  and  which  was  one  of  the 
very  first  matters  safeguarded  in  the 
American  Constitution  ?    If  that  power 
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was  not  to  be  ceded,  were  they  going  to 
take  away  the  substance  of  that  pro- 
tection by   altering  the  status  of  these 
Grand  Jurors,  who  were  looked  upon,  as 
they  knew,  by  a  certain  section  of  the 
Irish  people  as  forming  part  of  the 
English  garrison  ?     They  had  a  right 
to  know  if  that  was  the  intention  of  the  | 
Government.    Another  matter  which 
seemed  to  him  to  be  of  vital  importance 
was  the  question  regarding  searches  and 
seizures.    It  was  agaiust  these  and  mauy 
other  abuses  that  the   law   of  habeas 
corpus  bad  been  so  rigidly  adhered  to  in 
this  country.    Could  anything  be  con- 
ceived as  affording  a  greater  opportunity 
for  Executive  tyranny  than  to  allow  the 
Irish   Legislature   to  deal   with  these 
matters  ?    In  the  American  Constitution  | 
this  was  naturally  one  of  the  most  vital  j 
safeguards.    The  American  Constitution 
had  a  provision  tliat  such  searches  and  i 
seizures  should  be  invalid  uuless  made 
under  a  proper  warrant.    Was  the  Irish  ' 
Legislature  to  have   power  to  abolish 
those  warrants,  and  so  practically  to  do 
away  with  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus,  be- 
cause it  was  by  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus 
that  these  different  matters  were  tested  ?  | 
There  were  many   other   matters  of  a  | 
similar  character  which  had   been   re-  j 
ferred  to  by  previous  speakers.  He 
might  refer  to  bailable  offences.    One  of  | 
the  matters  that  Parliament  had  hud  I 
down  by  Statute  referring  to  Ireland  was 
that  a  certain  number  of  offences  should 
be  bailable  in  all  circumstances.  Were 
they  going  to  give  power  to  the  Irish 
Executive  to  take  away  that  safeguard  ? 
Again,  were  they   to   have   power  to 
take  away  the  safeguard  of  a  man  being 
tried  only  once  for  one  offence ;  or  of 
compelling  a  man    to  give  evidence 
against  himself  ?    On  the  question  of 
summary  jurisdiction  by  negativing  the 
Amendment  which  was  proposed  the 
previous  night,  they  had  left  the  ap- 
pointment of  Magistrates  entirdy  wim 
the  Irish  Executive.    Were  these  Magis- 
trates under  the  Irish  Executive  to  be 
still  limited  by  the  same  right  of  appeals 
to  the  Superior  Courts  that  had  existed 
hitherto,  or  was  the  Irish  Legislature  to 
have  power  to  take   away  these  safe- 
guards  and  leave  the  Irish  Executive 
with  complete  control  over  the  matters 
which  came  under  their  purview  ?  One 
of  these  Magistrates  appointed  by  the 
Irish  Executive  might,  say,  preside  at  a 
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bojcotting  meeting,  and  the  boycotted 
man  might  come  before  him  for  redress. 
Was  the  Irish  L^islature  to  have  power 
to  take  away   the  right    of  appeal 
which  existed  in  almost  every  case,  and 
to  leaTe  the  boycotted  man  absolutely  at 
the    mercy    of   the  Magistrate  who 
presided    at  the  boycotting   meeting  ? 
It  did  strike  him  that  these  matters,  and 
the  way  they  were   treated  by  the 
GoTemment,  were  in  strange  contrast  to 
the  comparatiTely  trivial  matters  which 
they  themselves  had  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  except.    Take,  for  instance,  the 
case  of  the  coinage.    He  apprehended 
that  any  oSence  against  the  coinage  must 
come  within  the  Imp^ial  Court  pro- 
vided by  the  19tfa  section.    What  right 
did  that  give  ?    It  gave  the  right  of 
appeal  to  the  Privy  Council  against  any 
decision  that  might  be  given  against  a 
person  tried  for  this  common  and  ordinary 
offence  in  Ireland  against  the  coinage. 
They  gave  all  these  safeguards,  and  im- 
post all  these  difficulties  in  connection 
with  the  conviction  of  that  man,  but  a 
man  tried  for  murder  was  left  absolutely 
St  the  mercy  of  a  Judge  appointed  by  the 
Irish  Executive  anda  jury,  called  accord- 
ing to  Irish  laws,  without  any  appeal 
being  giveu  to  a  Criminal  Court  of 
Appeal  or  to  the  Friry  Council.  That 
occurred   to  him  to  be  an  absolute 
absurdity.    Take,  again,  the  case  of  the 
Merchandise    Marks    Act.      For  any 
offence  under  that  Act  a   man  might 
insist  on  being  tried  before  this  Imperial 
Court  of   Exchequer  Judges,  with  an 
appeal  to  the  Privy  Council,  whereas  iu 
a  case  of  sedition  a  man  would  be  left  to 
the  mercy  of  the  Irish  Executive  and  of 
iQ  Irish  tribanal  without  any  appeal 
whatever.    These  were  matters  which 
showed  that,  while  the  Government  were 
quite  willing  to  hand  over  the  Loyalists 
of  Ireland  in  all  these  matters  to  the 
tender  mercies  of  the  Irish  Executive, 
they  were  absolutely  unwilling  iu  com- 
paratively  trivial   matters   relating  to 
Imperial  afTairs  to  entrust  their  own  law 
to  be  administered  by  exactly  the  same 
tribnoal.     He  now  came  to  a  matter 
which  was  of  even  graver  importance 
than  any  of  the  matters  he  had  been 
already  dealing  with,  and  a  matter  into 
vhich  it  would  be  necessary  for  him  to 
go  into  some  considerable  detail.  [^CrUso/ 
"Divide I"]      He  could  assure  hon. 
Members  that  if  they  thought  that  these 


safeguards  they  had  now  had  for  several 
hundred  years  were  to  be  left  to  the 
mercy  of  the  Irish  Legislature  on  a  few 
moments*  debate  they  were  greatly  mis- 
taken. Had  the  Govermnent  considered 
the  condition  of  the  procedure  in  relation 
to  criminals  as  between  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  as  it  at  present  existed,  and  as  it 
would  exist  under  the  Bill  in  reference 
to  the  backing  of  warrants  ?  How  were 
Irish  warrantM  in  future  to  be  enforced  in 
England  ? 

An  hon.  Meubeu  :  Next  Amendment. 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  it  was  iucluded 
in  this  Amendment,  and  the  reasoa  he 
had  put  it  down  as  a  separate  matter  was 
this :  They  were  very  often  told  tlwt 
one  Amendment  was  too  wide,  and  if  they 
had  a  more  restricted  Amendment  the 
Government  might  assent  to  it.  There- 
fore, it  was  in  order  that  he  might  not  be 
told  he  had  been  guilty  of  negligence  iu 
drawing  his  Amendment,  he  had  done  his 
best  to  try  and  carry  out  the  view  of  the 
Government,  and  specifically  to  draw  an 
Amendment  on  a  specific  matter.  Sup- 
pose a  crime  was  committed  iu  Ireland 
and  the  criminal  came  to  England,  what 
was  to  be  the  procedure  ?  Having 
established  Irish  Courts  solely  under  the 
control  of  the  Irish  Execntive,  was 
criminal  process,  issued  by  the  Irish 
Courts,  to  have  the  same  force  iu  Eng- 
land as  it  had  had  hitherto,  when  these 
matters  were  under  Imperial  control  'f 
Let  them  see  how  the  matter  worked  out 
at  present.  The  Irish  Magistrates  issued 
their  warrant ;  it  went  to  the  Inspector 
General,  who  backed  it  and  sent  it  over  to 
Eugland  for  execution.  Was  that  to  be 
the  procedure  in  future  ?  There  must  be 
some  regulation  of  process  between  the 
two  countries.  It  was  plain,  however, 
that  this  was  not  to  be  the  procedure  in 
future,  because  the  office  of  Inspector 
Genei^  was  to  be  abolished  ;  and  he 
wanted  to  know  what  authority  was  going 
to  be  substituted  ?  At  present  he  saw 
nothing  in  the  Bill.  This  was  an  im- 
portant matter  to  people  resident  in  Eng- 
land, because,  of  course,  the  Inspector 
General  being  an  Imperial  officer,  as  he 
had  to  back  the  warrant,  there  was  a 
certain  amount  of  protection  that  he 
would  only  back  proper  warrants,  or 
wamtnts  not  maliciously  issued.  What 
was  to  be  the  substitution  for  that  ?  As' 
that  affected  people  living  in  this  counby. 

Digitized  by  GooqIc 


I 


383         Gwemment  of  {COMMONS} 


was  it  to  be  regulated  by  the  Imperial 
Farliament  or  hj  the  Irish  Executive  ? 
If  it  was  to  be  left  to  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture, all  he  could  say  was  that  it  was  a 
very  serious  matter,  looking  at  it  from 
the  point  of  view  of  persona  living  in 
this  country,  that  they  were  to  have  no 
Imperial  officer  intervening  between  pro- 
cesses issued  by  these  Magistrates,  who 
were  under  the  control  of  the  Irish 
Executive,  and  the  arrest  of  the  person 
who  was  to  be  arrested  uuder  the  warrant 
in  this  country.  That  was  a  matter  which 
ought  to  be  determined.  If  English 
Members  were  quite  prepared  to  concede, 
as  a  purely  Irish  matter,  to  the  Irish 
Legislature  and  Executive  the  power  to 
issue  warrants  which  were  to  run  and 
have  force  in  England,  then,  of  course, 
let  them  do  it  with  their  eyes  open.  He 
came  toia  question  of  equal  importance — 
namely,  how  were  English  warrants  to 
beenforced  in  Ireland?  Take  the  case  of  a 
criminal  committing  an  offence  in  Eng- 
land which  might  be  no  offence  in 
Ireland.  He  went  to  Ireland,  and  the 
Irish  Executive  might  not  be  too  willing 
to  give  up  persons  to  the  English  Execu- 
tive ID  relation  to  a  matter  which  was 
not  an  offence  at  all  iu  that  country. 
How  were  the  Government  going  to  deal 
with  that  question  ?  Was  it  to  be  left 
to  the  Irish  Legislature  ?  There  might, 
of  course,  be  an  Extradition  Treaty. 
"Was  such  a  Treaty  to  be  arranged  ?  Of 
course,  it  was  absurd  to  suppose  that 
there  would  be  a  Treaty  ;  but  still  the 
Committee  ought  to  be  told  how  the 
subject  was  to  be  dealt  with,  because  the 
Bill  contained  no  provision  in  relation  to 
it  at  present.  At  the  present  moment 
the  way  the  matter  was  done  was  this  : 
the  English  warrant  was  sent  over  to 
Ireland  and  endorsed  by  the  Inspector 
Oeneral,  who  forwuded  it  to  the  place 
where  it  was  to  be  executed.  But  the 
Inspector  General  would  be  abolished  ; 
and  were  they  going  to  give  the  Irish 
Parliament  or  Legislature  power  to 
render  the  procedure  entirely  nugatory 
and  void,  by  passing  an  Act,  that  these 
warrants  should  not  run  in  Ireland  ?  If 
they  were  going  to  have  no  way  of 
capturing  offenders  who  bad  committed 
crimes  in  England,  and  who  had  taken 
refuge  in  Ireland,  it  would  not  add  to  the 
amenities  of  Irish  society  to  have  all 
these  refugees  coming  over  there.  He 
had  been  unable  to  see  from  the  Bill  how 
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these  warrants  as  between  the  two 
countries  were  to  be  executed  at  all,  and 
it  was  important  to  know  how  these 
matter:^  were  to  be  regulated  in  future. 
He  could  only  hope  that  the  points  he 
had  raised  would  be  met  by  some  argu- 
ments dealing  with  and  pointing  out  how 
they  were  to  be  regulated  in  future  if  this 
Bill  should  ever,  unfortunately,  become 
law.  He  knew  the  favourite  answer  was 
that  they  were  to  trust  this  great  Irish 
Parliament.  But  they  had  asked  over 
and  over  again,  on  what  was  that  trust  to 
be  founded  ?  Was  it  to  be  based  upon 
the  past  conduct  in  relation  to  the 
Criminal  Law  of  the  Leaders  of  the 
Irish  Nationalists  ?  Was  it  to  be 
founded  on  the  fact  that  over  and  over 
again  they  had  stated  that  when  they 
came  into  power  they  would  repay  them 
(the  Unionists)  for  matters  that  had 
happened  iu  the  past  f  Was  it  to  be 
founded  upon  declarations  of  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  ?  All  he  could  say 
was  that  he  remembered  very  well  a  speech 
of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby,  in  which  he  said  if  he  was  to 
govern  Ireland  according  to  Irish  ideas 
he  would  not  govern  it  at  all.  If  criminal 
procedure  was  to  be  adapted  according  to 
Irish  ideas,  so  far  as  they  knew  them, 
there  would  be  no  criminal  procedure  at 
all,  or  it  would  be  turned  into  channels 
which  hon.  Members  opposite  could 
scarcely  contemplate  with  equanimity. 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  I  hope  to  be  able 
to  answer  those  points  in  the  arguments 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
which  appear  to  me  to  have  reference  to 
this  Amendment,  and  as  regards  any 
points  which  do  not  appear  to  me  to  con- 
cern the  Amendment  I  shall  pass  them 
by.  Now,  first  I  would  say  that,  with 
regard  to  the  general  argument  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  it  appears 
to  me  that  it  disregards  the  extent  of 
the  Amendment.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  appears  to  think  that  a  general 
Amendment,  applicable,  it  may  be,  to 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  cases,  is  suflS- 
ciently  supported  in  argument  by  point- 
ing out  here  and  there  a  case  in  which 
it  might  be  reasonable  enough  to  intro- 
duce some  change.  He  began  about 
procedure  In  criminal  matters,  and 
certain  iustanoes  are  taken  iu  which  it  is 
sud  that  it  would  be  desirable  tiiat  that 
procedure  should  be  taken  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  Irish  Legislature.  The 
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right  hoD.  Gentlemao  the  Member  for 
Bmy  introdaced  an  Amendment  into 
Section  3  of  the  clause,  having  reference 
to  iHY>ceduTe  in  regard  to  a  very  wide 
fllus  of  offences ;  bat  when  we  came  to 
the  point  he  told  ns  fairly  and  candidly 
that  what  he  meant  was  something  quite 
different.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
•aid  he  did  not  intend  that  the  procedure 
in  eases  under  the  Extradition  Treaty, 
which  is  a  fundamental  part,  an  essential 
part,  of  the  Bill  should  be  interfered 
with.  The  moment  that  was  pointed 
oat  the  Government  endeaTonred  to 
meet  it  fairly  ;  but  now  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  has  gone  back  to  the  point  of 
the  Sxtndition  Treaty. 

Ma.  CARSON  :  I  did  not  go  back  to 
the  Extradition  Treaty.  I  referred  to 
the  foreign  Enlistment  Acts. 

•Sib  J.  RIGBY  :  The  Foreign  En- 
SitmeDts  Act  is  equally  covered  by 
iriiat  has  taken  place  before.  Then  it 
ii  said  that  if  the  whole  of  the  criminal 
procedure  were  banded  over  to  the  Irish 
Lsgi^tare,  some  claBsea  of  (fences  would 
be  covered  that  ought  not  to  be  covered. 
But,  that  being  granted,  it  does  not  form 
the  slightest  argument  for  debating  the 
particular  Amendment ;  because  the 
ugument,  if  it  has  any  value,  must  ex- 
tend to  the  whole  of  the  indictment  you 
ire  presenting.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  suggests  that  difficulties 
will  arise  in  cases  of  treason  and  treason- 
felony,  which  we  have  excepted  from 
the  jorisdiction  of  the  Irish  Legislature  ; 
that  is  a  want  of  logic  in  our 

position,  beeanse  we  are  sepuating  the 
ri^t  to  deal  with  the  substantive  crime 
from  the  right  to  deal  with  procedure. 
I  deny  that  there  is  any  want  of  logic 
in  the  position  which  the  Government 
t^  up  in  this  matter,  when  it  is  laid 
down  in  the  Bill  that  there  shall  be  no 
l^lislation  at  all  from  the  Irish  Legisla- 
tore  with  reference  to  treason  or  treason- 
fekmy.  There  is  a  special  provision  in 
the  Bill  that  the  Legislature  shall  not 
pus  any  law  in  respect  of  treason-felony. 
It  ii  totally  excluded  in  all  its  bearings. 
The  exdnsion  is  not  limited  to  any  par- 
tiealar  Act.  The  exclusion  is  general, 
as  it  is  intended  to  be ;  and  if  there  is  in 
VOL.  Xin.   [fourth  sbbieb.] 


any  Act  about  treason  or  treason-felony 
a  matter  of  procedure  which  is  enacted 
especially  in  refereuce  to  that  particular 
crime,  that  matter  of  procedure  can  no 
more  be  dealt  with  by  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture tiian  the  substantive  form  lU  the 
crime  itself.  I  say  that  where  we  have 
given  the  whole  dealing  with  the  Criminal 
Law  to  a  particular  Legislative  Body,  it 
follows,  as  a  logical  conclusion,  that  we 
ought  not  to  sever  the  jurisdiction  into 
two  parts — the  one  relating  to  substan- 
tive offences  or  crimes,  and  tlie  other  re- 
lating to  the  way  in  which  the  Courts  of 
the  country  should  carry  out  the  Crimi- 
nal Law  with  respect  to  these  crimes.  I 
do  not  think  that  there  is  any  need  for 
me  to  establish  that  further.  I  find  that 
difficulties  are  suggested.  I  will  take 
one  case  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  pressed  on  me  a  great  deal.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  asked — "  How 
are  you  going  to  deal  with  the  important 
question  of  the  manner  in  which  warrants 
issued  in  England  are  to  have  effect  in 
Ireland ;  and  how,  in  the  opposite  case, 
are  warrants  issued  in  Ireland  to  have 
effect  given  to  them  in  England  ? " 
There  is  not  much  difficulty  about  the 
matter.  The  execution  of  warrants  in 
England  or  Ireland  rests  on  the  substan- 
tive enactments  of  the  Parliament  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  Clause  36  of  the 
Bill  provides  a  remedy  for  any  defect 
that  may  be  discovered  afterwards,  for  it 
says  that  where  it  appears  to  the  Queen  in 
Council,  before  the  expiration  of  a  year 
after  tbe  appointed  day,  that  any  existing 
enactment  respecting  matters  within  the 
powers  of  the  Irish  Legislature  require 
adaptation  to  Ireland,  then  Her  Majesty 
may,  by  Order  in  Council,  make  that 
adaptation.  One  of  the  possible  cases 
indicated  is  the  required  substitution  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council,  or  of 
any  Department  or  officer  of  the  Execu- 
tive Goveritment  in  Ireland,  for  Her 
Majesty  in  Council,  or  a  Public  Depart- 
ment or  officer  in  Great  Britain. 

Mr.  CARSON :  He  would  be  an  officer 
of  Ireland. 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY:  He  would  be  an 
officer  of  the  United  Kingdom.  ["  No !  *'] 
I  do  not  know  what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlenum  means.  An  officer  holding 
under  the  Crown  in  Ireland  cannot  be 
described  as  an  Irish  officer  in  any  accurate 
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laeuse.  He  is  an  officer  of  the  Crown,  and 
if  one  officer  disappearB  under  this  Bill 
jou  will  hare  another  in  his  place.  I 
will  not  be  drawn  into  an  argument  on 
the  precise  wording  of  the  section.  The 
sectiou,  according  to  the  reading  of  it, 
provides  for  the  particular  case  before 
the  Committee;  aud,  if  it  does  not,  it  can 
be  made  to  do  bo  by  two  words  of  an 
Amendment  put  in  in  the  proper  place. 
As  to  ao  order  made  in  Eoglaud  for 
execution  in  Ireland,  that  certainly  does 
not  concern  Ireland  exclusively,  and  the 
Irish  Government  will  hare  no  sort  of 
jurisdiction.  The  Imperial  Statutewillstill 
make  it  obligatory  on  the  parties  in 
Ireland  to  give  effect  to  warrants  issued 
here,  and  therefore  the  whole  objection 
that  han  been  raised  falls  to  the  ground. 
At  any  rate,  a  defect  in  this  matter  can 
be  made  good  by  an  Amendment  under 
Clause  36.  Then  I  come  to  cases  of 
seizure  and  inquiry.  These  are  matters, 
not  of  mere  procedure,  but  of  substantive 
right.  A  particular  proceeding  is  a 
trespass  or  not  a  trespass  according  to 
the  substantive  law. 

Mb.  CARSON  :  According  to  pro- 
cedure, it  is  a  trespass  or  it  is  not  a 
trespass. 

•Sib  J.  EIGBY :  No ;  but,  according 
to  substantive  law,  if  the  law  says  one 
may  do  a  thing  it  is  no  longer  a  trespass. 
A  trespass  on  a  man's  house  in  viola- 
tion of  the  law  is  not  a  matter  of 
procedure;  but  it  is  a  most  important 
matter  of  civil  law  and  civil  right. 
If  a  man  under  a  general  warrant  invades 
one's  house  be  may  be  treated  as  aoriroinal 
trespasser  or  an  ordinary  wrongdoer. 
But  for  snch  an  offence,  even  though  the 
question  of  procedure  in  criminal  actions 
were  entirely  taken  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  Irish  Legislature,  there  would  be  a 
remedy  under  which  a  jury  fixing  civil 
damages  would  be  instructed  by  the 
Judge  to  gire  exemplary  damages — not 
merely  damages  corresponding  with  the 
amount  of  the  injury  done,  but  with  the 
right  interfered  with.  I  think  now  that 
I  hare  really  gone  orer  the  important  parts 
of  the  matter.  I  have  dealt  with  what  I 
conceive  to  be  the  entirely  irrelevant 
arguments  as  to  seizures  under  general 
warrants.  This  is  a  substantire  part  of 
Sir  J,  Rigby 


the  law,  and,  if  it  were  not,  the  exclusion 
of  criminal  procedure  from  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Irish  Legislature  will  not  put 
the  subject-matter  out  of  their  jurisdio- 
tion  in  other  respects  ;  becanse,  ev«i 
though  Parliament  were  to  take  away  the 
right  of  criminal  procedure  from  the 
Irish  Legislature,  there  will  still  remain 
the  right  of  civil  action,  which  in  this 
case  would  be  vastly  more  important.  If 
a  Secretary  of  State  seizes  papers  im- 
properly, it  is  not  the  criminal  procedure 
against  him  that  he  has  to  dread,  but  the 
likelihood  of  being  mulcted  in  damages. 
Again,  I  say,  you  have  to  inquire  wheUiei 
a  matter  is  one  that  exclusively  relates  to 
Ireland.  If  it  does  not  relate  exclusively 
to  Ireland  there  is  no  foundation  for  any 
legislation  on  the  part  of  the  Irish 
Legislature. 

*SiR  H.  JAMES  :  I  will  endeavour  veiy 
briefly  to  deal  with  the  chief  jKtints 
brought  forward  very  ably  by  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Solicttw  Gener^ 
For  a  great  many  years  I  have  known 
what  a  formidable  opponent  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  is,  and  also  how  reason- 
able he  is ;  but  I  must  say  it  is  difficult  to 
please  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to- 
night. When  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  brings  forwwd  a  general  Amend- 
ment my  hon.  and  learned -^Friend  says 
that  deceit  lurks  in  geneiilities.  But 
when  the  hon.  and  learned  '  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  .^puts  down  a 
detailed  Amendment  the  SolicitOT 
General  says — "  How  can  we  discuss 
measures  of  general  importance  upon  this 
special  Amendment  P  "  The  fact  is  that 
we  must  strike  a  balance  between  the 
two  considerations,  and  see  whether  the 
general  effect  of  an  Amendment  is,  on  tlie 
whole,  for  good  or  for  eril.  I  can  well 
admit  that  there  are  matters,  snch  as  one 
man  striking  another  at  a  fair,  which 
should  be  lelt  to  the  jurisdiction  of  an 
Irish  Legislature ;  but  I  am  now  asking 
the  Committee  to  look  at  graver  matters 
and  their  consequences,  and  it  is 
these  graver  matters  and  their  con- 
sequences that  should  incline  the  balance. 
We  have  to  deal  with  the  prohibited 
cases  in  Clause  3  ;  bul^  we  have  to  deal 
with  a  nnmber  of  other  oaaes^  not  only 
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of  cues  prohibited  hj  CUase  3,  but  with 
the  others'  that  do  not  come  vithiu  the 
general  statemeot  of  the  Act  as  being  an 
Aet  to  deal  with  the  good  goTemmeDt 
Ireland  ;  theratore  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  said  that 
fo&cj  could  not  possibly  come 
vithin  this  Act  at  all.  Everything 
that  occurs  outside  Ireland  is  prohibited 
to  be  dealt  with  by  this  Act.  Why  is 
that?  It  is  because  you  will  not  trust 
the  Irish  Legislature  to  deal  with  these 
matters.  Bat  you  go  further;  you  will 
not  tmst  the  Irish  Judicature  to  deal 
viththem.  Yousay — "The  Irish  Judges 
shall  not  be  trusted  to  deal  with  these 
gtaT«  and  importaat  matters."  And  yon 
refnse  to  them  the  power  of  trying,  aod 
give  this  power  to  two  English  Judges. 
Bat  what  is  the  use  of  that  if  their  pro- 
cedare  is  to  be  controlled  by  the  Irish 
Legislature  ;  and  on  this  Bill  the  whole 
of  the  argnment  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Carson)  is  admitted. 
The  admission  that  is  made  in  this  Bill 
exists  in  Clause  19.  In  Sub-section  3  of 
Clause  19  it  is  forbidden  that  any 

"Alteration  of  any  Rule  relating  to  Buch 
legal  proceedings  as  are  mentioned  in  this  sec- 
tkm  wall  not  be  made,  except  with  the  approval 
of  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  in  C3ouncil." 

Yes  ;  you  will  not  trust  the  Judges  with 
the  ordinary  power  of  making  their  Rules 
of  Procedure  ;  you  will  not  allow  the 
Irish  Executive  to  reriae  these  Rules  ; 
but  you  are  going  to  give  that  power 
to  the  Irish  Legislature.  You  are 
going  to  give  them  the  power  to  control 
all  the  proceedings  of  the  English  Judges 
when  trying  treason  and  treason-felony, 
utd,  at  the  same  time,  you  say  yon  will 
not  trust  the  Judges  to  make  their  own 
Roles  in  the  smallest  matter  of  pro- 
eedore.  Where  is  the  consistency  of 
tiut  proceeding  ?  That  is  not  our  argu- 
ment ;  it  is  the  argument  of  the  framers  of 
the  Bill.  You  will  not  trust  your  Irish 
Jodiciuy  to  conduct  their  own  procedure, 
bat,  at  the  same  time,  evoTthing  of 
aabetanoe  is  to  be  govfimed  by  the  Irish 
Legislature.  It  will  render  the  adminis- 
bation  of  justice  not  only  a  fiction  but 
afarce.  Now  let  me  deal  with  what  my  hon. 
■nd  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor  Gieneral 


says.  He  admits  the  wisdom  of  the  con- 
tention of  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Carson),  for  this  reason. 
He  says — "  When  you  tell  me  the  Irish 
Legislature  ought  not  to  interfere  with 
criminal  procedure  in  treason  and  treason- 
felony  I  think  you  are  right ;  but  that 
is  provided  for  by  the  Bill.*'  With  great 
deference  to  him,  I  think  he  is  wrong.  If 
an  Act  says  a  Legislature  is  not  to  deal 
with  treason  and  treason-felony,  that 
does  not  prevent  them  dealing  with 
criminal  cases.  It  might  be  enacted  that 
men  condemned  to  death  should  be 
admitted  to  bail.  That  would  not  touch 
treason  or  treason-felony  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Act ;  but  it  would  mean 
that  the  procedure  was  a  procedure  per- 
fectly inapplicable  to  the  administration 
of  justice.  Again,  you  can  legislate  by 
saying  that,  after  committal  for  trial, 
all  such  persons  shall  be  allowed  to 
come  and  go  as  debtors  did  in  the  oKlen 
time.  That  would  not  be  legislation 
applying  to  treason  or  treason-felony, 
but  the  traitor  would  escape  through 
it  as  much  as  if  you  said  treason  should 
not  be  an  offence  at  all ;  and,  as  I 
understand  the  hon.  aud  learned  Solioitor 
General,  he  thinks  the  procedure  in  rela- 
tion to  such  cases  should  not  be  within 
the  power  and  cognisance  of  the  Irish 
Legislature.  As  this  Bill  stands,  all  that 
safeguard  is  reduced  to  nothing,  because 
although  it  says  "you  shall  not  deal 
with  certain  criminal  offences,"  yet  you 
allow  this  Legislature  to  deal  with  criminal 
procedure  which  renders  the  prohibition 
perfectly  rugatory.  The  balance  of  con- 
venience, of  right,  and  of  the  necessity 
for  maintaining  the  law  against  the 
criminal  is  in  favour  of  the  criminal 
procedure  being  vested  in  this  Parlia- 
ment. 

•The  SECBETABY  of  STATE 
FOB  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT 
(Mr.  AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  have  heard 
with  respect  the  observations  of  my  right 

hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and  I  entirely 
accept  the  principle  with  which  he 
started— -nam^y,  that,  in  judging  of  the 
reasonableness  of  an  Amendment  of  this 
kind,  which  proposes  to  exclude  from 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Irish  Legislature 
the  dealing  with  procedure  in  all 
criminal  matters,  we  must  strike  a 
balance;  we  must  consider  upon  the 
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one  side  the  number  of  oasea  that  ought 
natorallj  to  be  within  the  cognisanoe 
of  the  Legislature  such  aa  it  is  proposed 
to  create,  which  this  Amendment  would 
exclude,  and  on  the  other  aide  the  caaee 
which,  according  to  the  view  of  mj  right 
hon.  ^iend,  it  would  be  unsafe  to  entrust 
to  the  jurisdicttoa  of  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture.   I  Tenture  entirely  to  controvert 
and  to  deny  the  proposition  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  expressly  states  lies  at 
the  root  of  his  argument,  that  the  matters 
in  this  3rd  clause  withdrawn  from  the 
cognisance  of  the  Irish  Legislature  are 
BO  withdrawn  from  any  want  of  trust  in 
regard  to  the  Legislature  itself.    That  is 
not  the  principle  on  which  the  3rd  clanse 
proceeds.    The  3rd  clause  is  nothing 
more  than  the  application  and  develop- 
ment of  the  principle  already  laid  down 
in  the  preceding  clauses.    What  is  that 
principle  ?    That  tlje  Irish  Parliament 
shall  have  power  to  legislate  in  relation 
to  matters  which  concern,  and  concern 
exclusively,  the  peace,  the  order,  and  the 
good  government  of  Ireland  ;  and  when 
you  find  certain  matters  which  do  not 
exclusively  concern  the  peace,  good  order, 
and  government  of  Ireland,  and  dealing 
with  those,  and  specifically  enumerating 
them,  say  they  shall  not  be  within  the 
power  of  the  IriBh  Legislature,  you  are 
acting,  not  in  a  spirit  of  distrust,  not  by 
way  of  qualification  or  reservation  of 
powers  already  granted,  but  by  way  of 
renderingmorespecific  a  limitation  already 
made.  That  being  the  case,  when  we  come 
to  any  particular  Amendment  on  the  3rd 
clanse,  what  we   have  to  consider  is 
not  whether  our  confidence  in  the  Irish 
Parliament  would  lead  us  to  entrust  this 
partieular  matter  to  them,  but  what  we 
have  to  consider  is  whether  the  Irish 
Parliament,  having  a  limited  purpose  and 
a  purely  local  jurisdiction,  the  matter  in 
question  is  one  which,  having  regard  to 
the  scope  of   the  activity,  and  juris- 
diction of  the  Irish  Parliament,  ought  to 
be  excluded  from  it.    I  propose  to  apply 
that  test  to  this  particular  Amendment. 
Here  you  are  creating  a  Legislature  with 
power  to  make  laws  for  the  peace,  order, 
and  good  government  of  Ireland,  and  you 
seriously  propose  to  excludefrom  the  juris- 
dictionof  thatLegidatnrethe  whole  sphere 
of  criming  proeedure.    Was  ever  such  a 
proposition  before  seriondy  propounded 
tor  the  consideration  of  a  Legislative 
Mr.  Atquith 


Assembly  ?  I  am  not  going  to  argue 
the  question  whether  the  Irish  people 
are  fit  to  be  entrusted  with  the  enact- 
ment of  the  Criminal  Law,  and  I  am  not 
going  to  argne  it,  for  the  simple  and 
sufficient  reason  this  House  has  decided 
that  question  by  passing  the  Second 

Reading  of  this  Bill-  [  Cries  of  "  Nol*'] 

Yes ;   and  also   in  the    Ist  and  2nd 
clauses,  aa  my  right  hon.  Friend  reminds 
me,  which  this  Committee  has  already 
assented  to,  and  I  deny  your  competence 
to  introduce  an  Amendment  into  the 
3rd  clause,  after  the    1st   and  2nd 
have  been  assented  to,  which  would 
render  nugatory  and  absurd  that  which 
you  have  already  passed.     The  matter 
becomes  a  very  simple  one  :  Are  we,  or 
are  wo  not,  haA'ing  declared  this  Legisla- 
tive Body  fit  to  pass  laws,  to  exclude 
from  its  power  the  whole  question  of 
criminal   procedure  ?    The  proposition 
only  needs  to  be  stated  to  answer  itself. 
Right  hon.   Gentlemen  opposite,  who 
have  discussed  this  Amendment,  have 
mentioned   a    number   of    cases  with 
reference  to  extradition,  foreign  enlist- 
ment, warrants  issued  in  this  country  and 
running  in  Ireland,  and  have  exercised  a 
great  deal  of  imaginative  vivacity  and 
vigour  in  regard  to  possible  consequences 
in  the  way  of  friction.     The  simple 
answer  to  all  these  arguments  is  that  the 
eases  to  which   they  refer  are  cases 
excluded  from  the  competence  of  the 
Irish  Parliament,  cases  which  depend 
on    the   legislation   of    this  Imperial 
Parliament,   If  you  give  to  a  Legislative 
Body  power  of  making  substantive  law^, 
you  by  necessary  implication  give  to 
them  the  power  of  regulating  the  pro- 
cedure by  which  that  law  is  carried  out. 
And  the  converse,  or  rather  the  corollary, 
is  equally  true — if  you  withdraw  the 
power  of  making  substantive  law,  you 
withdraw  from   them  the   power  of 
regulating  the  procedure.     I  have  onlj 
one     other     observation     to  make, 
that      if      there      be      any  doubt 
about  the  matter  —  which  I  cannot 
conceive  any  lawyer  entertaining — it  is 
specially  provided  for  in  the  19th  clause 
of  the  present  Bill  where  a  special 
tribunal  is  created,  coneisting  oi  the 
Bxehequo'  Judges,  to  whose  excluuve 
jurisdiction  is  entrusted  the  decisicm  of 
all  questions  which  touch  wy  matter  not 
within  the  powers  of  the  Irish  Legishb- 
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tore  and  in  relation  to  all  legal  proceed- 
isgs  tl»t  come  before  the  Courts  bo 
oonstitnted — 

"  WUdi  are  institated  at  the  iutanoa  of  or 
agiiDBt  the  Tteasoiy  or  CominlBBlcmen  of 
Cutoms,  or  any  of  their  officert,  or  relate  to  the 
etection  of  Members  to  serve  In  Parliament  or 
toDcb  any  matter  not  within  the  powera  of  the 
Irish  Legislatare,  or  toacfa  any  matter  affected 
bj  a  law  which  the  Irish  Le^slature  hare  not 
power  to  repeal  or  alter." 

I  trust  I  have  sufficiently  disposed  of 
that  question.  I  can  only  say,  in 
regard  to  the  substance  of  this  Amend- 
ment, that  the  Groremmentt  00  far 
as  they  are  concerDed,  voold  r^ard  it  as 
absolutely  and  completely  defeating  and 
frustrating  the  enactments  to  which  this 
Committee  has  already  assented. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
oTer  Square)  :  When  the  Solicitor 
General  was  speaking,  if  the  Teraciona 
chronicler  of  The  Daily  Neui$  was  in  the 
House,  he  would  have  stated  the  hon,  and 
learned  Member  the  Solicitor  General 
WIS  received  with  cries  of  "  Divide." 
There  was  no  desire  to  hear  his  answer 

 [Cn'e*o/'"Divide  I  "J  If  lamreceived 

with  cries  of  "Divide,"  I  am  merely 
shariDg  the  fate  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General ;  they  had  no  desire  to 
hear  him,  and  even  when  the  Home 
Secretary    rose    there  was   a  cry  of 

"  Divide  "  [Cric*  o/"  Divide  I*']  Yes, 

yoo  prefer  Crie*q/'"  Divide !  **"anrf 

"Qtnstion  I  **]  Hon.  Members  in  all 
parts  of  the  House  must  have  seen  the 
deep  attention  with  which  we  listened  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
aod  to  the  Home  Secretary,  and  sorely 
they  will  not  think  it  necessary  to  refuse 
the  same  oourtesy  to  me.  But  I  wish  to 
point  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
the  fact  that  hon.  Members  opposite 
prefer  silence  and  voting  to  the  argu- 
ments even  of  th«r  own  Solicitor 
(jeaeral — even  to  the  best  aiguments  that 
eui  be  produced  Xrj  tiieir  own  side.  I  do 
Dot  think  the  hon.  end  leenied  Solioit<ff- 
(xflanal  added  much  to  the  knowledge  of 
the  Committee  upon  diii- — \_Criet  of 
"Oh,  oh  I "]  No  ;  and  it  is  proved 
it  was  not  so,  because,  eager  as 
hon.  Members  are  for  a  Division, 
it  WR*  thought  BeoessBiy  the 
Seevetary  uionld  follow  ue  hon. 


and  learned  Gentleman  in  order  to  put 
the  matter  right.  Well,  did  the  Govern- 
ment feel  that  thehr  case  had  been 
inadequately  stated  7  [Owfii^'Divide!**] 
I  hope  I  shall  receive  the  same  courtesy 
that  has  been  extended  to  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House.  I  wish  to  make  good  my  point 
why  I  say  hon.  Members  opposite  were 
not  satisfied  with  the  answer  of  the  hon. 

and  learned  Solicitor  General  {Cries 

of  "  Oh,  oh  I "]  What  is  the  good  of  say- 
ing "  Oh,  oh  "  ?  they  were  not  satisfied, 
hwanse,  instead  of  dealing  with  the  merits 
of  the  case,  he  need  ui  argument  which 
has  been  continually  used  in  this  Debate 
— and  which  by  this  time,  I  hope,  is 
thoroughly  discredited — saying,  "  Your 
Amendment  not  only  deals  with  the 
particular  point  you  raised,  bat  it  goes 
too  far." 

SiE  J.  RIGHT : 
Amendment  ? 


Dealing  with  this 


Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  Yes ;  he  used  the 
argument  that  has  been  used  over  and 
over  again  in  our  Debates — namely,  that 
they  go  too  far,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  they  admitted  there  was 
a  certain  force  in  the  arguments  that  had 
been  urged,  and  when  they  came  to  a 
certain  point  possibly  they  would  deal 
with  that  particular  point.  On 
every  Amendment  moved  from  this  side 
of  the  House  we  have  a  confession 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House.  [  Crte« 
of  "  No,  no  I "]  Yes ;  it  is  generally 
said,  "  Yon  go  rathn-  too  far ;  but  if  yon 
confined  your  Amendment  to  a  particular 
form,  we  would  have  dealt  with  it  in  the 
Bill."  [CriM  of  «  No,  no  t "]  I  state 
that  as  an  absolute  fact ;  time  after  time 
the  Government  say,  "  There  is  a  point 
in  the  Amendment,  and  possibly  we  will 
deal  with  it  by-and-l^e." 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  No. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  says,  "No,"  but  I  wish  to 
ask  whether  he  heard  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  G«nOTal  admit  there  was  one 
point—that  there  were  certain  cases 
contemplated  by  this  Amendment  that  was 
serion8,bnttbeAmendme&t  went  so  far— — 
[Oie« q/"" Question !**]  Amlmisrepre- 
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senting  the  hoc.  and  learned  Gentleman  ? 
I  saj,  let  the  GrOTeniment  put  on  the 
Notice  Paper  of  the  House  the  Ameud- 
mentB,  which  ibej  are  prepared  to  admit 
as  the  neceasary  result  of  the  dehatee, 
and  which  have  been  discussed.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  said  he  never 
remembered  a  case  where  Amendments 
had  beeo  submitted  to  the  House  in  a 
manner  as  on  this  occasion — Amendments 
which  require  tmendment  in  the  course 
of  a  Debate.    We  amend  the  Bill  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.    He  admits,  or 
his  Colleagues  admit,  it  requires  amend- 
ment in  many  cases — — ["  No  I  "]   Yes  ; 
yon  have  admitted  ailments,  and  yon 
would  have  admitted    more    but  for 
your  fear  of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Grangway.     A  change  has   come  over 
the  spirit  of  the  dream  since  we  saw 
those  expressions  of  dissatisfaction,  and 
we  have  not  seen  the  same  disposition  to 
admit    most    reasonable  Amendments 
which  have  been  moved  to-night  since 
the  warning  which  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men receiTod.   Now,  it  is  admitted  that 
thwe  are  certain  points  that '  hare  been 
urged  on  this  side  of  the  House  that 
require  the  attention  of  the  Government ; 
but,  says   the   Home   Secretary,  "  we 
have  to  look  to  a  balance  in  these 
matters  " — I  think  that'  was  the  phrase 
used — "  that  yon   will  take  away  so 
much  from  Che  Irish  Parliament  if  you 
accept  this  ;  that  it  .would  outweigh  the 
advantage  that  would  ensue  if  you  deal 
with  particular  points, to  which  we,on  this 
side  of  the  House,  attach  particular  im- 
portance."   Now,  I  wish  to  know  why 
IB  the  balance  always  to  be  decided  in 
favour  of  the  Irish  people  as  against  the 
^English  ?    Why,  at  all  events,  do  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  not  admit  it,  and  meet  us 
by  saying, "  We  see  there  is  a  certain  point 
in  your  arguments  ;  we  will  admit  so 
much  of  your  Amendment,  but  we  cannot 
admit  the  rest "  ?    That  would  be  a  fair 
way  of  dealing  with  the  Amendments 
proposed.   But,  instead  of  that,  on  every 
occasion  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
take  advantage  of  what  they  call  the  width 
of  the  Amendment,  in  order  to  frustrate 
tiie  legitimate  object  of  the  Amendments. 
I  think  that  the  British  public  will  see 
through  the  attitude  of  the  Government. 
They  will   see   that   when  there  is  a 
balance,  and  the  argument  is  in  favour 
of  some  limitation,  and  tfa«6  is  a  portion 
Mr,  Gotchen 


of  the  argument  that  might  beinfavourof 
more  freolom  of  the  Irish  Parliament,  the 
decision  is  always  given  in  the  directbn 
of  the  Irish  people,  and  contrary  to  what 
may  be  considered  the  legitimate  demands 
of  the  British  public.    It  has  been  shown 
in  this  Amendment,  as  it  has  been  shows 
in  many  others,  that  there  are  distiuct 
dangers  in  the  direction  of  confiding  to 
an  Irish  Parliament  the  whole  legislation 
with  regard  to  criminal  procedure.    It  is 
scMvely  denied  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite— their  antecedents  prevent 
them  giving  a  denial  to  that  general 
proposition— and  far  from  attempting  to 
meet  that  portion  of  the  case  mey 
themselves  consider  legitimate,  they  say, 
"  We  must  give  entire  freedom  to  the 
Irish  Parliament  to  deal  with  criminal 
procedure."    The  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr,  Carson)  has 
shown  conclusively  the  danger  of  con- 
fiding these  powers  to  an  Irish  Parlia- 
ment, atad  wt^t  answer  has  been  made  ? 
No  atiiwer  except  that  answer  of  tiie 
balanea  always  to  be  given  in  favour  of 
the  Irish  Parliament.   I  do  not  consids- 
that  by  one  single  argument  hon.  or 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  even 
attempted  to  minimise  the  dangers  we 
have  put  forward ;  they  have  not  at- 
tempted to  show  there  are  not  certain 
dangers,  but  have  had  recourse  to  that 
device   which  they  have  followed  on 
every  occasion  of  saying  that  if  we  cany 
this  Amendment  we  shall,  forsooth,  lie 
limiting  the  powers  of  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment to  deal  widi  criminal  procedure, 
and  that  is  because  we  have  passed  the 
words  that  the  Irish  Parliament  are  to 
legislate  for  the  peace,  order,  and  good 
government  of  Ireland.     I  remember 
when  we  were  discussing  those  words  it 
was  said  they  were  formal  words,  tliat 
they  were  the  common  form  put  into  all 
the  Statutes,  and  we  were  rather  con- 
strained from  discussing  them  because 
they  were  common  words ;  but  now,  be- 
cause those  words  have  been  passed,  we 
are  told  that  we  must  give  the  Irish 
Parliament,  c^stitnted  as  it  will  be,  and 
under  tiie  leadorship  which  it  will  hav^ 
to  give  them  inll  powv  to  deal  with 
criminal  procedure  in-  order  to  promote 
the   peace,  the   order,  and   the  good 
government  of  Ireland.     Well,  how  far 
the  measores  which  will  be  proposed  by 
that  Parliament  will  be  in  tfaat  diieetiMi 
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u  a  matter  of  controTersj  and  prophecy 
upon  which  I  will  not  enter.  ["  Hear, 
iKar  I "]  Well,  if  hon.  Gentlemen  eay 
"  hear,  hear  I  **  I  a&j  it  is  wise  not 
to  enter  on  that  matter,  if  that  is  the 
meaniDg  of  that  cheer.  If  they  say  it  is 
wise,  I  would  answer  at  once  and  say 
we  mast  jndge,  and  the  public  of  Great 
Britain  will  judge,  the  probabilities 
of  the  future  by  the  action  and 
the  speeches  of  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Government  Bench. 
I  leave  that  portion  of  the  argument  to 
thedecision  of  the  British  public.  "But," 
wys  the  Home  Secretary,  "  it  wonld  be 
|wfe>ctly  ridiculous,  having  given  these 
powers  for  the  peace,  order,  and  good 
gOTemment  of  Ireland  to  the  Irish 
people,  to  prevent  them  dealing  with 
eriminal  procedure.*'  Has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  remembered  the  4th  clause  of 
the  Bill,  in  which,  after  having  confided 
all  these  powers  to  the  Irish  Xie^lature, 
the  Grovernment  are  going  to  curtail 
their  action  upon  matters  most  interest- 
ing to  the  whole  of  the  Irish  people  ? 
the  Irish  Parliament  is  to  be  allowed  to 
deal  with  (Hrtmini^  procedure,  but  it  is  not 
to  be  allowed  to  dohl  with  eiducation.  I 
^0  not  wish  to  use  strong  words,  although 
^troDg  words  are  sometimes  used  on  the 
Goremment  Benches,  but  is  it  not  almost 
hTpocrisy  to  say  that  it  is  a  slight  on  the 
Irish  people  to  prevent  their  dealing 
vith  criminal  procedure,  while  you  prevrait 
their  dealing  with  the  education  of  their 
own  children  ?  No,  Mr.  Mellor,  the 
Geremment  are  afraid  of  proposing  to 
limit  the  powers  of  the  Iriah  Legislature 
with  regard  to  eriminal  procedure ;  and, 
if  there  was  one  subject  in  the  world  one 
would  have  thought  they  would  have 
been  asked  by  their  own  friends  and  the 
conatitaents  of  th^  country  to  be  careful 
npoD,  it  would  be  with  r^ard  to 
criminal  procedure.  One  would  have 
dioaght  that  would  have  been  their 
tttitnde.  But,  no ;  they  resist  this 
Ameodment,  because  they  know  the 
Irish  Members  would  most  indignantly 
npn^te  any  fetters  being  pat  upon 
wm  to  i««Tent  their  dealing  with 
criminal  procedure.  They  have  their 
views  as  regards  criminal  procedure ; 
^y  have  suffered  under  the  present 
oiminal  procedure.  As  regards  all  these 
important  points  to  which  those  who 
an  intereated  in  insisting  there  should 


be  safeguards  in  this  Bill,  for  the  minority 
have  repeatedly  called  attention — all 
these  are  neglected  by  the  Government, 
while  they  are  prepared  to  put  in  safe- 
guards on  other  matters.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  they  repudiate 
allrtbese  Amendments,  because  they  deal 
only  with  matters  which  concern  the 
Irish  people  alone.  But  they  must 
remember  they  have  given  pledges  that 
there  are  to  be  st^eguaids  for  the 
minority  in  Ireland.  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham pointed  out  yesterday,  this  is 
not  oiily  a  question  between  Irelutd  and 
this  country,  but  we  have  to  be  cantioua 
for  the  minority  in  Ireland.  The  last 
three  or  four  Amendments  alt  had  their 
bearing  upon  the  safeguards  for  the 
minority  in  Ireland,  and  what  we  now 
declare  is  that  the  Government  and  their 
supporters  neglect  and  refuse  to  embody 
in  tiie  Bill  many  of  the  most  important 
proposals  which  have  been  put  forward 
to  defend  the  rights,  liberties,  and  the 
property  of  the  minority  in  Ireland. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  253  ; 
Koes  293.— (Division  List,  No.  121.) 

Mr.  CARSON  moved  the  following 

Amendment : — 

In  ClADse  3,  page  2,  line  6,  at  end,  add  "  The 
execatioa  and  carrying  oat  in  Ireland  of  war- 
rants for  arrest  in  criminal  pTocess  iseaed  in 
Great  Britain,  and  the  execution  and  carrying 
OQt  In  Great  Britain  of  warrants  for  arrest  in 
criminal  process  issaed  in  Ireland.** 

He  said,  that  as  he  had  already  spoken 
at  some  length  on  the  subject,  he  was 
not  going  to  repeat  what  he  had  said 
before.  But  the  Committee  would  recol- 
lect that  the  Solicitor  General  had  ad- 
mitted the  great  importance  of  this 
matter. 

Mb.  S.  EVANS  (Glamorgan,  Mid)  : 
On  a  point  of  Order,  Sir,  I  wish  to  ask  yon 
whether  the  Amendment  IS  in  OrdsTf 
having  regard  to  the  Amendment  on 
which  the  Committee  has  just  divided, 
and  what  was  stated  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Grentleman  himself.  He  admitted 
that  this  Amendment  was  included  in 
the  Amendment  on  which  the  Committee 
has  already  divided.  He  said  the  first 
Amendment  was  a  wery  wide  one,  and, 
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therefore,  he  had  put  down  a  narrower 
one,  which  was  included  in  the  first 
Amendment.  That  being  so,  I  ask  jon 
whether  the  wide  Amendment  does  not 
cover  this  Amendment  ?  ^ 

The  CHAIRMAN  ruled  that  the 
Amendment  was  in  Order. 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  he  only  wanted 
the  matter  settled  one  way  or  the  other. 
The  Home  Secretary  said  this  was  not  a 
matter  which  would  be  in  the  power 
of  the  Irish  Legislature,  as  not  being 
exclusively  an  Irish  matter.  The  Soli- 
citor General  rather  took  another  view, 
and  stated  that  it  would  he  regulated 
under  a  subsequent  action  of  the  Act. 
He  failed  to  see  how  this  was  to  be 
excluded  unless  tbey  put  in  express 
words  removing  it  from  the  power  of  the 
Irish  Legjsl^ure ;  and  if  there  was  any 
doubt  upon  the  matter  at  all,  it  was  only 
reasonable  that  they  should  have  it  made 
clear  on  the  face  of  the  Bill.  The  Soli- 
citor General  said  there  was  no  necessity 
for  the  Amendment,  because  the  question 
of  the  execution  of  English  waiiMits  in 
Ireland  and  of  Irish  warrants  in  England 
was  not  a  question  relating  exclusively 
to  Ireland,  and,  therefore,  it  could  not 
oome  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Irish 
Parliament. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  f>,  after  the  words  "  treason- 
felony,"  to  insert  the  words  "The  execution  uid 
carrying  ont  in  Ireland  of  warrants  fcur  arrest 
in  criminal  process  iBsued  in  Great  Britain,  and 
the  execution  and  carrying  out  in  Great  Britain 
of  wanants  for  arrest  in  criminal  process  issaed 
in  Ireland." — ^Mr.  Carson.") 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted," 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston),  who 
was  interrupted  by  cries  of  "Divide!" 
contended  that  they  had  a  right  to 
know  what  would  be  the  exact  position 
of  an  Englishman  desiring  to  execute 
a  warrant  in  Irehind  for  a  crime  oom- 
mitted  in  England,  and  also  what  would 
be  the  position  of  an  Irishman  desiring 
to  execute  a  warrant  in  England  for  a 
crime  committed  in  Ireland.  This  was 
a  very  important  question ;  but,  so  far 
as  he  knew,  the  Govenmient  had  left  it 
Mr.  S.  Evans 


as  a  matter  of  uncertainty,  which  it 
was  desirable  should  be  cleared  up.  ! 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  246; 
Noes  282^— (Division  List,  No.  122.) 

Mb.  BBODBICK  (Surrey,  GuUdford) 
rose  to  move  the  following  Amend- 
ment :— 

In  page  2,  line  6,  after  "allonace,"  to  iotet 
"  the  immigration  and  expulsion  of  aliena,  the 
rights  of  aliens  resident  in  Ireland." 

He  said  the  Committee  would  recognise 
that  the  subject-matter  of  this  Amend- 
ment was  of  considerable  importance. 
He  assumed  that  the  last  thing  an  Irish 
Parliament  would  do  would  be  to  adopt 
any  system  likely  to  irritate  Foreign 
Powers ;  but  then  the  Irish  Parliament 
would  not  be  aware  of  the  Imperial 
position  with  regard  to  Foreign  Powers, 
and  he  assumed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  charge  of  the  Bill  would  regard 
this  as  of  first  importance  in  regard  to 
their  relations  with  those  Powers.   If  j 
matters  were  left  as  they  were  great  I 
jealousy  and  suspicion  would  be  created. 
It  was  absolutely  impossible  to  let  the 
Bill  remain  as  it  was.    In  the  course  of 
last  year  there  was  a  very  serious  feeling 
aroused    because    the    United  States 
Crovemment  refused  to  admit  immigrants 
on  the  ground  that  they  were  paupws ; 
and  they  actually  turned   back  men 
who   had    money   in  their  pooksts, 
and  who  had   money   to  receive  in 
America.    They  were  sent  hack  to  Ire- 
land, the  action  of  the  States  causing 
great  loss  to  those  people.  Supposing 
that  occurred  in  the  future,  was  the 
Irish  Legislature  to  have  the  Foreign 
Office  to  fall  back  upon  ?    He  thought 
it  would  not,  and,  that  being  so,  it  might 
make  laws  prohibiting  the  admission  of 
American  immigrants.   The  Irish  Legu- 
lature  wooldi  in  fact,  have  power  to  pass 
measures  which  would  giro  offimee  to 
every  nation  in  Kturope.   If  that  mi^t 
be  the  case  as  to  immigration,  what  ware 
they  to  say  as  to  the  expulsion  of  aliens  ? 
He  wondered  what  those  who  were 
qualified  to  instruct  them  in  history 
would  say  on  this  point  ?    Were  they  to 
leave  it  in  the  power  of  as  Irish  Parlia- 
ment to  expel  all  aliena  at  the  sum  time 
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that  thej  allowed  it  to,  possiblj',  com- 
plicate all  their  relations  with  foreign 
countries  ?  It  waa  absolutely  necessary 
that  the  intention  of  the  Bill  and  its 
prorisioDS  should  give  cohesion  to  one 
mother.  They  could  not  allow  the  Iriah 
GoTemment  to  affect  their  relations  with 
other  countries.  All  the  queations  as  to 
domicile,  which  they  had  been  discussing 
to-night,  would  arise  on  this  clause. 
[InierruplioH.^  He  regretted  thai  the 
bon.  Member  for  Mid-Cork  (Dr.  Tanner) 
TM  reduced  to  inarticulate  efforts  on 
this  Bill.  [Crie*  of  «  Order  !  "]  But 
the  hon.  Memtier  must  know  that 
the  Amendmeut  raised  many  points 
worthy  of  discussion,  and  that  they  conld 
not  hope  to  deal  with  them  all  in  the 
course  of  the  few  minutes  left  before 
midnight.  [Cries  of  "Order!"]  It 
was  his  duty  to  enter  at  length — [iM/er- 
ruption] — into  the  various  questions. 
He  had,  however,  no  intention  of  pro- 
longing the  discussions  in  Committee. 
He  had  to  point  out  that  aliens  re- 
sideat  in  

Dr.  Tanner  rose  in  his  place  and 
claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Question  be 
DOW  put "  ;  but  the  Chairman  declined 
then  to  put  that  Question. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  he  was 
anxious  to  point  out  to  the  Committee 
that  legislation  affecting  aliens  might  be 
interfered  with  by  the  applicatioD  of  the 
veto,  or  by  the  machinery  of  one  of  the 
later  clauses. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  report  to  the 
Honse. 

Conunittee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
■gain  To-morrow. 

PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  (IRELAND)  ACTS 
AMENDMENT  BILL.--(No.  242.) 
THIRD  READING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

Mr.  macartney  said,  that  before 
the  Bill  was  read  a  third  time  he  should 
like  to  know  what  course  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  take  with  regard 
to  it  ?  It  seemed  to  him  that  it  would  be 

VOL.  XIII.     [FOLKTH  8EKIES.] 


absolutely  unworkable.  It  was  a  mere 
transcription  of  the  English  Bill,  which 
would  not  fit  in  with  any  Act  in  exist- 
ence in  Ireland,  and  would  require  con- 
sidenible  amendment.  He  did  not  object 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  but  he  could 
not  assent  to  the  Third  Reading  until  he 
knew  what  steps  the  Irish  Office  pro- 
posed to  take  to  amend  it. 

Mk.  MARJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) said,  that  certain  Amendments 
were  to  be  introduced  in  the  Bill  in 
another  place  to  remedy  the  defects  of 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  complained. 

Mb.  macartney  said,  that,  in 
view  oi  that  statement,  he  would  not  ob- 
ject to  the  TUird  Reading. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

LOCAX    GOVKRNHKNT  PBOVISIONAL 

ORDER  (poor  law)  BILL. 
Mr.  Baldwin,  Mr.  Bilteon,  and  Mr.  Branner 

nominated  Memberd  of  the  Select  Committee  on 
Local  Government  Provisional  Order  (Poor 
Law)  Bill,  with  Two  to  be  added  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection. 

LOCAL  OOVEKNMBNT  GBELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL OBDBB  (No.  «)  BILL. 
(No.  374.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  7)  BILL. 
(No.  375.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING 
CLASSES)  (No.  2)  BILL.— (No.  870.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

LOFAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  12.)  BILL.-(No.  805.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No,  IS)  BILL.— (No.  366.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 
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LOCAL     OOTBRyMENT  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  14)  HILL.— (No.  867.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

LOCAL    OOTBRNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  15)  BILL.-^lTo.  368.) 
Rmd  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  16)  BlU^—OSo.  S69.) 
Read  a  second  time,  uid  committed. 

LOCAL    OOTERNUENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  6)  BILL.— (No.  290.) 
Reported,  vithont  Amendment  [Pro- 
TiBional  Orders  confirmed} ;  to  be  read 
tlie  third  time  To-morrow. 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (Na  10)  BILL.— (No.  340.) 
Reported,  with  Amendments  [Pro- 
Tisional  Orders  confirmed]  ;  as  amended, 
to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  11)  BILL.— (No.  360.) 

Reported,  with  Amendments  [Pro- 
Ti'sional  Orders  confirmed]  ;  as  amended, 
to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

WATER  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS  (No.  1) 
BILL.— (No.  887.) 

Reported,  without  Amendment  [Pro- 
visional Orders  confirmed]  ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

LAND  TEN  PRE  (ENGLAND)  BILL. 
(No.  62.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  upon 
Wednesday   21  at  June  read,  and  dis- 

chargetl. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

ELECTRIC  POWERS  PROTECTIVE 
CLAUSES. 

Sir  JOHN  MOWBRAT  reported 
from  the  Committee  of  Selection,  That 
they  had  discharged  the  following  Mem- 
ber from  the  Joint  Committee  on  Electric 
Powers  Protective  Clauses  : — Sir  John 
Lubbock  ;  and  had  appointed  in  substitu- 
tion :  Major  Darwin. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDa 
That   they  have  agreed  to, — Con- 
soUdated  Fund  (No.  2)  Bill ;  Metro- 
poUtam   CommooB    FroTisional  Order 
[Banstead]  Bill. 

LAND   TAX  COMMISSIONERS*  NAMES 
BILL.— (^o.  168.) 
Cmuidered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without  Amendment ;  read  thethirdtime, 
and  passed. 

MIDWIVES*  REGISTRATION. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be 
appointed  to  consider  the  qaestion  of  the 
compulsory  Registration  of  Midwives. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  ,and  records.— (Jfr. 
Fdl  Feate.-) 

FEUS  AND  LEASES  (SCOTLAND).  ' 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Hanter  be  discharged  from 
further  attendance  on  the  Select  Committee  on 
Feus  and  Leases  (Scotland). 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Thomas  Shaw  be  added  to 
the  Committee. — (ifr.  Ifaijoribankt.') 

PUBLIC      LIBRASIKS       CONSOLIDATION  J 
(SCOTLAND)     ACT      (1887)  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Cameron  Corbett,  Bill  to 
amend  "The  Public  Libraries  Consolidation 
(Scotland)  Act,  1887,"  onlered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Cameron  Corbett,  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr. 
Parker  Smith,  Mr,  James  Campbell,  Sir  John 
Lubbock,  Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy,  and  Mr. 
Macfarlane. 

BiUpraaenteO,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  386.] 

women's  franchise  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Clark,  Bill  to  abolish  the 
Elective  Disabilities  of  Women,  ordered  to  be  i 
brought  in  by  Dr.  Clark,  Mr.  Haldane,  Mr.  I 
Justin  M'Carthy,  Mr.  John  Wilson  (Durham),  I 
Mr.  Charles  M'Laren,  Mr.  Jacob  Bright,  Mr.  | 
John  Barns,  Mr.  Stansfeld,  Mr.  Webb,  Mr. 
Cameron  Corbett,  Sir  Charles  Dilke,  aud  Sir 
William  Wedderbnm. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  387.] 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  7tk  June  1893. 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY, 


GOVERNMENT  OF  IRELAND  BILL. 

(No.  209.) 

COMMITTEE.     [iVoj^rCM,  6tk  JuHC.^ 

[fifteenth  KIGHT.] 
Conndered  id  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Leffislative  Auiiority. 
Claase  3  (Exceptions  from  powers  of 
Irish  Legislature). 

Mr.  BRODRICK  (Surrey,  GuildforU), 
who  was  intemipted  in  his  observations 
last  night  hy  the  Twelve  o'Clock  Rule, 
nid,  that  although  he  spoke  on  his 
Amendment  under  some  difficulty  last 
Bight  owing  to  the  lateness  of  the  hour, 
be  had  had  the  advantage  of  the  Chief 
Secretary's  attention.    He  did  not,  there- 
fne,  desire  to  repeat  the  arguments  he 
addressed  to  the  Committee  last  night, 
and  would  simply  sura  up  the  effect  of 
his  Amendment.    He  believed  that  the 
question    of   immigration    was  almost 
certain  to  raise  controversies  between  the 
Government  of  Ireland  and  the  Govern- 
meat  of   the  United  States.  Having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  foreigners  came  to 
Ihese  countriw  from  the  United  States 
every  year,  it  was  impoBsible  to  suppose 
that  no  difficulties  would  arise  between 
the  Government  of  Ireland  and  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  and 
that  we  might  not  also  become  embroiled 
with  foreign  nations.    There  would  be 
the  greatest  possible  temptation  to  the 
Irish  Government  to  interfere  in  these 
matters,  and  the  Irish  Government  would 
intarfere  with  them  without  the  know- 
ledge and  experience  of   the  Foreign 
Office  of  the  difficulties  and  dangers 
attending  questions  of  that  kind.  There- 
fore,  while  -the  Irish  Government  would 
have  uo  right  to  embroil  ns  with  foreign 
VOL.  XIII.   [fouuth  series.] 


nations,  they  would  undoubtedly  have 
the  power.  As  to  the  importance  of  his 
Amendment,  he  based  his  contention  on 
the  Prime  Minister's  declaration  that 
these  subjects  were  in  t^e  highest  dc^pree 
calculated  to  arouse  the  jealousim  and 
susceptibiliUes  of  foreign  nations,  and 
iie  urged  its  acceptance  on  the  grounds 
that  immigration  was  not  a  matter  strictly 
Irish  and  strictly  domestic,  and  that  to 
leave  it  within  the  purview  of  the  Irish 
Government  would  be  nconsistent  with 
the  words  "or  other  relations  with  foreign 
States  ^'  which  they  bad  already  intro- 
duced into  the  clause.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, it  was  obvious  that  with 
regard  to  the  immigration  portion  of  the 
Amendment,  the  Government  had  a  case 
to  meet.  With  regard  to  the  other 
matter  involved — the  status  of  aliens 
generally — he  contended  that  it  was 
necessary  that  the  status  aud  the  condi- 
tions under  which  aliens  lived  in  Ireland 
should  be  excluded  from  the  purview  of 
the  Irish  Government,  as  they  were  ques- 
tions which  were  likely  to  bring  us  into 
collision  with  foreign  States.  He  did 
not  think  the  subject  was  covered  by  the 
Bill,  and  he  therefore  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  insert  such  words — 
if  they  did  not  approve  of  hia  words — as 
would  leave  the  subject  without  any 
doubt  whatever.  He  begged  to  move 
the  insertion  in  the  clause  of  the  words 
"  the  immigration  and  expulsion  of  aliens, 
the  rights  of  aliens  resident  in  Ireland.'* 

Amendment  proposed. 
In  page  2,  line  6.  after  the  word  "  alienage," 
to  insert  the  wonts,  "  the  immigration  and  ez- 

f 'Ulsion  of  aliens,  the  rights  of  ^ena  resident  in 
reland." — (iVr.  Hrvdr  'wkJ) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Xew- 
castle-upon-Tyne) :  I  think  tiie  hon. 
Member  has  argued  his  case  with 
temperateness  and  fairness.  We  are 
quite  alive  to  the  difficulties  that  the 
hon.  Member  pointed  out  last  night,  and 
which  he  has  just  now  briefly  re- 
capitulated. The  Government  view, 
however,  is  that  the  matter  is  covered 
by  the  sub-section  which  prohibits  the 
Irish  Legislature  from  making  laws 
affecting  the  Imperial  relations  with 
foreign  nations.  As  I  understand  it, 
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most  of  the  matters  affectiug  aliem  are 
dealt  within CoDveutious  orTreatiea,  and, 
therefore,  would  be  excluded  from  the 
purview  of  the  Irish  Legislature  by 
Sub-section  4.  However,  as  there  may 
be  some  doubt  about  the  matter,  we 
are  willing  to  meet  the  hon.  Member, 
not  by  accepting  his  Amendment,  which 
is  open  to  some  objections  in  point  of 
form,  but  by  agreeing  to  insert  the  word 
"  aliens  "  after  the  word  "  alienage  "  iu 
the  clause.  The  6th  sub-section  would 
then  run — "  Treason,  treason  -  felony, 
alienage,  aliens,  or  naturalisation."  I 
hope  that  that  will  meet  the  views  of 
the  hon.  Member.  Of  course,  we  do 
not  contemplate — nor  do  we  believe 
that  it  would  be  a  fair  construction  of 
the  word  "  aliens  "  in  this  connection — 
to  withdraw  the  alien  in  any  degree 
whatever  from  the  general  law  of  Ire- 
land. We  think  the  insertion  of  the 
word  "  aliens  "  will  meet  the  legitimate 
objections  of  the  hon.  Gentlemaa,  and 
will  not  claim  for  aliens  special  treat- 
ment, a  matter  which  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment could  not  be  expected  to  enter- 
tain. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  fairly  met  the  point. 
He  was  quite  willing  to  accept  the 
Amendment  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
suggested  in  place  of  his  own,  and  he 
therefore  begged  leave  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  move  to 
insert  the  word  "aliens  "  after  the  word 
"alienage"  in  the  6th  sub-section  of 
the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
6,  after  the  word  "  alicnagG,"  to  insert 
the  word  "  aliens." — {Mr.  John  Morley.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
■*alieu8'bo  there  inserted." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) 
thought  that  the  word  "alienage"  in- 
cluded everything  relating  to  the  sub- 
ject ;,  and  as  the  word  was  inserted  by 
the  distinguished  lawyer  who  had  drafted 
the  Bill  in  th^t  view,  he  objected  to  any 
other  word  being  added  to  it.  The  Go- 
vernment, by  accepting  these  small  and 
unnecessary  Amendments,  were  affording 
the  Opposition  the  opportunity  of  as- 
Mr.  J,  Morley 


serting  that  they  were  amending  the 
Bill  and  were  makiug  good  its  defects. 
Iu  his  opinion,  the  Opposition  were  not 
amending  the  Bill,  and  were  not  makiog 
good  any  of  its  defects — they  were 
merely  wasting  time,  and  the  Govern- 
ment was  assisting  theih. 

Sir  henry  JAMES  (Bury,  Lanca- 
shire) :  In  my  opinion,  the  word  "  alien  " 
has  a  different  meaning  from  that  of 
"  alienage,"  and  it  is  necessary  that  it 
should  be  introduced  into  the  Bill.  I 
think  a  protest  must  be  made  against  the 
assumption  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  opposite,  and  of  a  certain  section 
of  the  House,  that  no  alterations  should 
be  made,  in  the  Bill  as  it  is  drafted,  and 
that  the  Committee  is  bound  to  accept 
the  Bill  as  it  stands.  Ko  draftsman  j 
could  perfectly  carry  out  the  intentions 
of  the  Government  or  the  views  of  the  j 
House  in  drafting  a  Bill,  I 

Mr.  a.  j.  BALFOUR  (Manchester,  j 
E.) :  I  presume  that  the  competent  drafts-  j 
man  to  whom  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  | 
for  North  Louth  alludes  is  the  same  j 
distinguished    public'  officer  who  has 
helped   successive    Administrations    in  j 
drawing  up  the  Bills  for  which  they 
were  responsible.    I  think  I  am  right  in 
saying  he  was  responsible  for  the  draft- 
ing of  many  of  the  Bills  which  I  myself 
have  conducted  through  the  House,  and 
I  do  not  remember  having  then  heard 
this  great  admiration  for  the  draftsman 
on  the  part  of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  What  Amend- 
ments did  you  accept  to  the  Crimes 
Act  ? 

Mr.  a.  j.  BALFOUR  :  I  can  con- 
ceive the  shriek  of  indignation  that 
would  have  arisen  from  the  Benches 
below  the  Gangway  had  some  supporter 
of  the  Goveniment  got  up  and  said  that, 
as  the  Bill  had  been  drafted  by  an  able 
and  distinguished  lawyer,  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  refuse  any  Amendments 
to  the  measure.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  below  the  Gangway  asks 
whether  we  accepted  Amendments.  It 
is  not  competent  for  me  to  discuss  that 
matter  at  any  length  now,  but  it  ia 
relevent  to  the  point  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  who  asserts  that  the 
GoTemment  are  delaying  the  Bill  bj 
accepting  Amendments.   If  the  hon.  and 
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learned  Member  will  look  back  to  the 
sathentic  Records  of  the  House^  he  will 
a66  that  the  late  GoTernment  constautly 
Accepted  AmendmeDts  to  their  measures, 
sometimes,  not  because  thej  thought  the 
Amendments  would  improve  the  Bill,  but  , 
for  the  sake  of  peace,  and  sometimes 
because  the  Amendments  were  supported 
bj  adequate  ai^ument.  I  do  not  think 
ire  have  bad  many  mercies  in  the  way  of  | 
'concessions  from  the  Goverumeut,  and  it 
is  a  notoworthj  fact  that  when  the 
Members  of  the  Government  are  carrying 
out  what  they  believe  to  be  their  duty  in 
accepting  Amsndmenta  to  this  Bill,  hou. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  should 
denounce  them  for  delaying  then*  own 
measure. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  I  think  it  is 
TatbsT  early  Id  the  day  for  any  heat  to 
be  displayed.  Upon  consideration,  the 
Government  find  that  the  word  "  alien- 
age "  does  uot  satisfactorily  carry  out  our 
intention  to  exclude  the  making  of  laws 
i^ecting  aliens  from  the  purview  of  the 
Irish  Government,  aud  we  therefore 
propose  to  add  the  word  "  aliens  "  after 
the  word  "  alienage." 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin,  N.)  was  of 
opinion  that  if  this  Amendment  were 
carried  they  would  be  forbidden  in 
Ireland  from  making  any  laws  regarding 
aliens.    Under  the  present  Registration 
Lav  an  alien  could  uot  be  registered  as 
a  Parliamentary  voter.     Suppose  the 
Irish  Legislature  chose  to  pass  a  Bill 
enfranchisiDg  alieas,  were  they  to  be 
prevented   from   doing  so   under  this 
clause  ?    He  thought  that  was  a  strictly 
municipal  matter.    He  considered  that 
the  question  of  the  franchise  rights  of  a 
toan  resident  in  Ireland,  whether  he  was 
an  alien  or  not,  was  a  strictly  Irish 
matter  within  the  competence  of  the 
Irish  Legislature,  and  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture ought  to  be  competent  to  deal  with 
it  He  would  suggest  that  before  the 
Government  accepted  this  Amendment 
they  should  place  it  on  the  Paper,  so 
tbat  hou.  Members  might  be  allowed  to 
coQBider  what  its  effect  would  be. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  I  ven- 
tore  to  point  out — and  I  think  the 
leannil  draftsman  will  agree  with  me 
—that    the    insertion    iof    the  word 


"aliens"  in  this  Amendment  is  incoii- 
liistent  with  the  drafting  of  the  clause  ; 
for  if  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  will  turn 
to  the  clause,  he  will  read  that  the  Irish 
Legislature  shall  uot  have  power  to 
make  laws  in  respect  of  certain  matters* 
or  any  of  them.  It  is  subjects,  not 
persons,  that  are  dealt  with  in  that 
clause,  and  by  introducing  persons  you 
include  something  which  the  clause  was 
not  iuteuded  to  include.  If  the  right 
hou.  and  learned  Gentleman  will  look 
down  through  Clause  3  he  will  find 
enumerated  the  subjects  which  are  ex- 
cluded from  the  Irish  Legislature — 

"The  Crown,  the  making  of  peace  or  war, 
,  the  Naval  or  Military  Forces,  treaties  and 
I  other  relations  with  foreign  States,  treason, 
beacons,  lighthonses," 

and  so  forth.  Now,  for  the  first  time  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  by  the  Amendment 
which  he  has  accepted,  has  introduced 
1  quite  a  different  principle  of  enumeration. 
Alienage  is  a  matter  which  is  properly 
I  inclwded  in  the  clause  ;  but  by  intro- 
I  duciug  persons  by  means  of  the  word 
"  aliens  "  you  introduce  a  new  kind  of 
.  enumeration. 

'     An   hon.  Meuber  said,  the  words 
"Lord  Lieutenant"  already  appeared  io 
.  the  clauses. 

,     Mr.  sexton  :  The  Lord  Lieutenant 
as  a  Representative  of  the  Crown  aud 
[  as  excrclsiDg  certain  functions.  Yon 
I  could  not  deal  with  it  otherwise  tltere. 
I  There  is  a  duplication  in  speaking  of 
I  alienage  aud  then  introducing  the  word 
>  "  aliens."    I  fear  that  the  addition  of 
i  the   word   "alieus"    after    the  word 
.  "  alienage  "  may  be  open  to  some  mis- 
I  conception  and  confusion.    The  meaning 
of  the  word  "  alienage  "  is  dear — that 
the  Irish  Legislature  should  not  have 
I  power    to   make    laws  in    regard  to 
aliens  so  far  as  regards  their  condition  of 
alienage.    Of  course,  aliens  living  in  Ire- 
land may  have  many  other  relations  to 
the  Municipal  Law  in  Ireland  besides 
that  which  relates  to  alienage;  and  if  you 
introduce  the  word  "  aliens,"  you  debar 
the  Irish  Legislature  from  making  any 
law  with  respect  to  aliens  in  any  aspect, 
of  their  interest.     Aliens  have  ordinary 
interests     as     resident    members  of 
the  community  in  Ireland.     I  submit 
that  there  is  a  very  embarrassing  and 
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a  very  doubtful  exteuBion  given  to  the 
^clause  bjr  the  iosertioD  of  tbese  words. 
'Ji  they  were  introduced,  I  am  not  sure 
irhether  the  Irish  Legislatore  would  not 
be  debarred  from  legislating  with  regard 
to  aliens  in  those  matters  in  which  they 
would  have  a  perfect  right  to  legislate 
with  regard  to  other  persons  resident 
in  Ireland.     The  matter  is  one  which 
requires  consideration  as  to  whether  your 
intention  is  not  exceeded  by  the  iutro- 
ductioD  of  this  word  "  aliens,"  and  whe- 
ther aliens,  in  regard  to  the  ordinary 
rights  and  interests  of  persons  living  in 
'Ireland,  would  not  stand  in  a  different 
relation  to  the  Irish  Parliament  aud  its 
■  powers  from  that  of  every  other  person 
in  Ireland.    I  therefore  press  for  a 
'modification  of  the  position  of  the  Go- 
vernment on  this  question.    The  intro- 
duction of  a  word  of  this  scope  without 
notice  is  certainly  objectionable.   I  have 
already   made   a   protest  against  that 
course.    ["  Oh,  oh  !"]    If  anyone  has  a 
right  to  protest,  an  Irish  Member  has  it, 
and  I  am  perfectly  within  my  right,  and 
am  speaking  in  a  perfectly  reasonable 
spirit  when  I  say  that  in  an  Act  which  is 
to  form  the  buis  of  the  Irish  Consti- 
tution in  the  future,  a  word  which  greatly 
enlarges  the  operation   of  the  clause 
should  not  be  introduced  without  notice 
and  without  time  for  consideration  before 
the  Debate  comes  on.    I  press  upon  the 
Government   the   duty   of  postponing 
any  action  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington)  said, 
they  always  listened  with  respect  to  the 
Irish  Members,  because  they  were  very 
often  right ;  but  he  thought  upon  this 
occasion  the  criticism  which  was  made, 
more  especially  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Dublin,  was  too  fine.  The  hon. 
Member's  objection  was  that  if  they  in- 
serted the  word  "alien"  it  would  prevent 
the  Irish  Parliament  from  legislating  with 
r^ard  to  their  own  franchise.  All 
enfranchising  Acts  were  local  Acts ;  and 
notwithstanding  that  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment was  pr^uded  from  legislating 
about  alien^  it  would  be  distinctly 
within  the  power  of  the  Irish  Parliament 
in  extending  the  franchise,  to  give  rights 
to  people  who  had  not  got  them  before, 
or  to  withhold  those  rights  from  a  par- 
ticular class,  whether  they  were  aliens  or 
Mr,  Sexton  • 


not,  so  that  the  objection  was  not  one 
which  was  sustainable.  But  on  the  wide 
ground    which    the    hon.  Gentteman 
opposite  put,  that  there  was  a  danger  of 
their  accepting  an  unnecetwary  Am«id- 
ment,  in  this  respect  he  doubted  that  In 
1891   a  case  came  before  the  Privy 
Conncil  which  had  thrown  considerable 
light  upon  this  topic.    Under  the  Act  of 
1855  power  was  given  to  the  Government 
of  Victoria  to  make  laws  for  the  Colony. 
Under  the  provisions  of  that  Statute  an 
Act  was  passed  in  1865  interfering  with 
the  right  of  Chinese  immigrants  to  come 
into  the  Colony  by  imposing  a  tax  upon 
them.    In  1891,  for  the         time,  the 
question  of  its  validity — and,  indeed,  the 
question  of      validity  of  the  action  of 
the  Victorian  citizens  in  reusing  to  per- 
mit Chinese  immigrants  to  land  on  their 
shores — was  raised,  and  it  was  admitted 
that  the  Crown  having  assented  to  the 
Act  of  18G5,  the  power  of  interfering 
and  dealing  with  aliens  generally  was 
within  their  competence.    Although  in 
the  present  case  the  words  were  ex- 
clnsively  relating  to  Ireland,  he  thought 
after  the  word    "alienage"    it  was 
necessary  to  put  in  the  word  "  aliens " 
for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  a  general 
principle.  He  took  that  general  principle 
to  be  that  the  Government  of  Ireland 
would  not  desire,  and  ought  not,  to  inter- 
fere in  international  matters  ;  and  it  was 
distinctly  laid  down,  in  the  case  to  which 
he  had  referred,  that  the  status  and  rights 
of  aliens  were  matters  of  Inteniational 
Treaty,  and  for  this  reason  :  while,  by 
the  law  of  this  land,  there  was  no  power, 
in  the  absence  of  a  Statute,  to  report  an 
alien,  there  was  power  to  refuse  him 
permission  to  laud.    The  whole  subject 
of  aliens  was  one  properly  for  inter* 
national  consideration,  and,  that  being  no, 
it  seemed  to  him  right  that  they  should 
include  the  word  "aliens." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  a  question.  At  the 
beginning  of  the  Session  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemui  ihe  Member  for  the  ThMiet 
Division  of  Kent(Mr.  J.Lowther)brougfat 
forward  a  Motion  with  regard  to  panper 
aliens,  endeavouring  to  exclude  a  num- 
ber of  persons  whom  he  described  as  in- 
jurious to  this  country.  Let  us  suppose 
a  number  of  pereous  landed  in  Dublia  iu 
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a  state  of  poverty  by  some  foreign  Go- 
vernment, and  that  they  became  a  danger 
and  flooded  onr  poor  houses.  We  should 
have  no  right  to  deport  them.  The 
Cork  workhouse  is  continually  charged 
with  a  number  of  aliens,  who  are  sent 
here  from  America  under  circumstances 
that  it  is  needless  to  discuss.  As  I 
ooderstaad  it,  ubder  this  Amendment  we 
shoald  have  no  power  whatever  to  say 
that  these  persona  should  not  be  brought 
in  to  be  a  burden  upon  the  country. 
That  is  an  entirely  different  proposition 
from  the  proposition  with  which  we 
started — namely,  that  as  regards  the  in- 
tflTiational  question  of  aliens,  we  should 
have  no  right  to  affect  the  status  of  any 
Body.  I  agree  with  my  hou.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Kerry.  I  regard 
these  words  as  affecting  not  matters,  but 
persons.  I  do  regard  them  as  importing 
rabjects  which  may  be  troublesome 
hereafter,  and  I  think  they  are  most 
objectionable. 

*Mb.  BLAK£  (Longford,  S.)  :  My  im- 
pression is  that  the  word  ^  alienage  "  is 

adequate  to  the  objects  avowed  by  the 
Government.  The  question  of  alieuage 
in  the  sense  in  which  the  Governmeut 
desires  to  deal  with  the  subject  is  not  ex- 
clnsively  Irish  at  all ;  but  if  "  aliens  "  is 
to  be  iutroduccKl,  if  the  question  of  makiug 
laws  relating  to  persons  who  happen 
to  be  aliens  is  to  be  entirely  excepted 
from  the  powers  of  the  Irish  Legislature, 
then  with  refereuce  to  all  municipal 
questions,  with  reference  to  all  questions 
of  restrictions  in  the  holding  of  property 
and  so  forth,  you  may  have  a  separate 
set  of  laws  for  the  purely  domestic 
oiDcems  of  Ireland,  so  far  as  they 
relate  to  persons  who  happen  to 
be  aliens  made  by  this  Parliament, 
vbile  the  Irish  Parliament  will  have  no 
power  to  deal  with  that  subject  at  all. 
In  other  countries  which  are  generaUy 
r^alated  by  the  principles  of  British 
liberty,  it  has  been  found  advisable,  from 
time  to  time,  largely  to  increase  the 
liberty  which  is  given  to  aliens  to  hold 
Iffoperty,  and  so  forth.  In  some  of  the 
United  States  of  America  very  wide 
liberty  is  given  with  regard  to  the  hold- 
ioR  of  property  ;  it  is  given  in  some  of 
tbe  Provinces  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 
1  should  regard  it  as  extremely  question- 


able whether  the  ampliflcati{>Q  and  whe- 
ther the  restriction  of  the  power  of  aliens 
to  hold  property  would  remain  within 
the  competence  of  the  Irish  Legislature 
if  these  words  are  introduced.  I  do  not 
desire  to  press  that  to  a  decision.  I 
merely  reinforce  the  suggestion  that 
concessions  of  this  kind  by  the  Govern- 
ment should  not  be  made  upon  the 
moment,  but  that  some  opportunity 
should  be  given  of  considering  their  effect 
and  force  before  the  final  decision  is 
taken. 

•The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  RiuBV,  Forfar) :  If  I  thought  we 
were  introducing  a  new  principle  here,  I 
should  be  of  the  same  opinion  as  that  ex- 
pressed from  the  opposite  Benches,  that  a 
new  principle   onght  not   to  be  intro- 
duced without  due  consideration — which 
certainly  has  been  given  to  this  matter 
on  the  part  of  the  Government — ^bnt 
also  opportunities  for  due  consideration 
given  to  all  sections  of  the  Committee. 
But  I  really  think  the  objections  which 
are  taken  from  the  opposite  Benclies, 
to  a  certain  extent,  are  rather  too  remote 
and  too  refined  to  be  of  any  importance. 
Undoubtedly,  in  the  first  instauce,  when 
the  word  "  alienage "  was  used,  it  was 
the  intention,  taken  In  conjunction  with 
other  puts  of  the  Bill,  to  prohibit  any 
special  dealing  with  aliens,  treating  such 
a  matter  as  an  international  affair,  be- 
cause we  have  Treaties — I  cannot  say 
how    many   or    how    few — upon  the 
subject.     But     there    are  important 
Treaties  on  the  subject.  We  had  recently 
an  important  Convention  with  the  Em- 
pire of  Germany  with  regard  to  navigation ; 
and  under  that  Convention  we  strictly 
stipulated  with  the  German  f^plre  that 
there  shall  be  equality  of  treatmMit  in 
Her  Majesty's  dominions  of  Crerman 
subjects  and  in  the  dominions  of  the 
German  Emperor  with  regard  to  British 
subjects.    There  are  other  Treaties  which 
very  naturally  affeot  our  position  with 
regard  to  European  and  other  countries 
with  reference  to  the  treatment  of  aliens. 
For  that  and  other  purposes,  and  espe- 
cially because  this  does  not  in  any  way  fall 
within  the  lines  of  the  Bill,  which  gives  to 
the  Irish  Legislature  only  the  right  of 
dealing  with  matters  exclusively  Irish, 
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we  bave  been  of  opinion,  and  I  am  pre- 
pared to  say'  now  we  are  of  opmiou,  that 
as  the  Bill  stands,  and  without  the  intro- 
duction of  that  word,  the  ^ect  would  be 
preciBely  the  same  as  when  the  word  was 
introduced.    It  has  been  pointed  out  that 
there  might  be  some  doubts  upon  the 
subject,  and  we  thought  it  best  lo  get  rid 
of  the  doubts  and  diffieultiea  by  the 
Bimple  introduction  of  a  word  which,  iu 
our  opinion,  does  not  alter  the  spirit  or 
affect  the  operations  of  the  Bill  in  any 
way.    Any  general  Municipal  Act  would 
not  be  an  Act  with  regard  to  aliens. 
It  is  not  intended  that  aliens  are  to  form 
a  privileged  class,  who  are  to  be  freed 
from  any  ordinary  legislation  of  the  Irish 
Legishiture;  but  a  general  law  would 
affect  them  as  it  affectetl  the  rest  of  the 
community.     The    Irish  Legislature, 
however,  will  be  prevented  from  making 
any  law  with  regard  to  them  alone. 
By  our  receut  legislation  in  England  and 
Ireland — I  do  not  know  about  Scotland — 
aliens  are  entitled  to  hold  property  prac- 
tically upon  the  same  terms  as  subjects  of 
Her  Majesty.    Tliat  is  a  matter  of  great 
importance,  because  we  are  perpetually 
in  negotiation  with  foreign  countries. 
They  like  to  see  what  sort  of  privileges 
.we  give  to  their  subjects  who  reside 
among  us ;  and  they  will  give  us  about 
as  much  as  we  give  them,  and  not  a 
jot  more.    The  result  is,  we  take  these 
Acts  and  say,  '*This  is  what  we  have 
done  for  your  subjects  ;  won't  you  do  the 
same  for  us   P  and  they  go  and  do  it. 
If  we  had  two  Aathorities  dealing  with 
such  questions,  and  a  line  being  drawn 
entirely  with  regard  to  these  things  as 
affecting  Ireland,  it  would  lead  to  difB- 
cnlties,and  by  the  word  "alienage"  it  was 
intended  to  take  away  from  the  Irish 
Xregislature  the  power  and  responsibility 
of  dealing  with  aliens  in  an  exceptional 
manner.    I  think  hou.  Members  will  see 
that  it  is  for  their  interest  and  for  ours  that 
we  should  be  in  a  position  to  make  the 
best  possible  terms,  and  that  there  should 
be  but  one  Authority  to  make  t«rmsfrom 
time  to  time  with  foreign  countries.  If 
the  Irish  Legislature  were  fixed  with  the 
duty  of  making  such  terms,  they  might 
do  something  that  might  run  counter  to 
other  negotiations  going  ou  at  the  same 
time  through  the  Foreign  Office ;  and  they 
might  without  knowing  it — for  they  could 
not  have  the  full  means  of  knowledge  given 
<S't>  J.  Rigby 


to  the  authorities  of  the  Foreign  OIKee 
— be  doing  something  which  would 
deprive  them  of  a  great  deal  of  tboee 
privileges  which  British  subjects  possess 
iu  foreign  countries. 

•Mil.  H,  L.  LAWSON  (Gloucester, 

Cirencester)  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Louth  had  suggested 
as  a  possible  occurrence  with  reference 
to  these  words  the  Inraping  down  by 
some  foreign  country  of  a  number  of 
pauper  aliens  iu  Dublin.    He  should  like 
to  follow  up  the  line  of  argument 
pursued  by  the  Solicitor  General,  and 
say  he  held  that  would  be  distinctly  an 
Imperial  matter  for  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment and  Parliament  to  deal  with.  He 
could  not  conceive  of  anything  more 
ealcnlated  to  disturb  and  embitter  foreign 
relations  than  any  action  taken  by  the 
Irish  Executive  or  by  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture which'  would   interfere  with  the 
rights    eecurod  to  them   by  Treaties, 
with     Russia     for     example,    as  to 
Russians    who    had    taken    up  their 
residence  in  Dublin.'   If  there  were  any 
doubts  as  to  the  words  in  the  Bill,  then  it 
was  highly  necessary  to  add  the  word 
suggested  by  way  of  amendment.  There 
was  a  question  not  long  ago  with  the 
Australian   Colonies,  Victoria   in  par- 
ticular,  of   much    delicacy  and  diffi- 
culty in  regard  to  the   settlement  of 
Chinese,  which   very  nearly  led  to  a 
serious  state   of  friction   between  the 
Imperial  Government  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Chinese  Empire.    If  that 
took  place  with  regard  to  a  state  of 
things   arisiug   in    the   Antipodes  he 
thought  it  possible  it  might  occur  also  in 
regard  to  Ireland,  and  he  thought  it 
absolutely  necessary  that  words  should 
be  inserted    which    would   secure  to 
foreign  subjects  who  took  up  their  resi- 
dence in  Dublin  or  any  other  part  of 
Ireland  the  rights  which  were  common 
to  aliens  in  every  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Dominions. 

Me.  JAMES  LOWTIIER  (Kent, 
Thanet)  :  I  feel  bound  to  say  a  few 
words  upon  this  matter.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Louth 
referred  to  the  Amendment  which  I 
brought  forward  upon  the  Address  deal- 
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with  the  question  of  alien  immigra- 
tioD  into  the  United  Kingdom.  The 
faon.  and  learned  Member  has  iufonned 
the  Hoase,  what  I  have  reason  to  believe 
is  the  case,  that  in  Cork  a  large  number 
of  persons  who  are  subjects  of  foreign 
States  are  made  chargeable  upon  the 
ratepayers  of  that  county.  I  quite  agree 
with  the  hoD.  and  learned  Member  that 
is  a  monstrous  state  of  affairs.  I  am 
speaking  my  own  sentiments,  but  I  do 
cousider  if  there  is  a  bona  ^de  Irish 
grievance  it  is  such  a  one  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  very  properly  called 
attention  to.  That  we  should  refuse  the 
£rish  Government  of  the  future  power 
to  prevent  such  a  grave  injustice  as  a 
large  number  of  foreign  subjects  be- 
coming chargeable  uptm  the  local 
revenue  of  Ireland  is  a  state  of  matters 
which  the  Committee  ought  to  contem- 
plate and  be  prepared  to  do  one  of  two 
things  :  either  the  Imperial  Government 
OQght  to  be  prepared  to  apply  a  remedy  i 
itBelf,  or  else  allow  others  to  do  that  | 
which  it  is  unwilling  to  do.  That  is  a  ' 
point  the  hon.  and  Learned  Member  very  ! 
properly  emphasised,  and  one  which  I 
think  the  attention  of  the  Government 
OQght  to  be  promptly  addressed  to.  It 
is  obvious  that  if  we  were  to  haud  over 
to  the  Irish  Parliament  iu  future  the 
power  to  pass  laws  which  might  conflict 
with  our  Treaty  obligations,  we  should 
be  creating  a  state  of  a^irs  replete  with 
danger  ;  and  on  that  I  fully  agree  with 
the  Solicitor  General.  But  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  for  Louth  has  shown  that 
IreUnd,  iu  this  respect,  has  a  claim  upon 
the  consideration  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  if  the  Imperial  Parliament  is 
not  prepared  to  discharge  its  manifest 
doty,  he  may  very  well  say — "  You  ought 
to  allow  us  the  power  which  you  yourself 
decline  to  exercise."  I  would  suggest 
to  the  Government  that  they  should 
without  delay  see  that  laws  applicable 
to  the  United  Kingdom  are  so  framed 
that  the  injustice  at  Cork,  or  the  grave 
injustice  at  Glasgow,  to  which  attention 
was  called  the  other  day,  can  be  remedied 
by  BOTie  authority  or  other.  I  hope 
the  result  of  this  discussion  will  be  that 
the  Imperial  Government  will  undertake 
to  remedy  a  state  of  aiTairs  which  is 
capaUe  of  inflicting  grave  injustice  upon 
TarioQB  sections  of  the  Unit^  Kingdom, 


and  from  that  point  of  view  the  discus- 
sion will  not  be  in  vain. 

Mr,  sexton  :  After  hearing  the 
speech  of  the  Solicitor  General,  I  am  in- 
clined to  think  that  there  is  no  material 
difference  in  substance  betiveeu  him  and 
the  Irish  Members.  Tlie  hou.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  argued  that  the 
introduction  of  the  word  "  aliens "  adds 
nothing  to  the  force  of  the  word 
"alienage,"  which  is  already  in  the  Bill. 
If  that  be  so,  there  is  no  material  con- 
tentioD,  because  we  are  agreed  that  the 
subject  comprised  in  the  word  "  alienage,'* 
which  is  a  subject  easily  uuderstood,  is 
one  that  we  would  not  desire  at  all  to  bring 
within  the  powers  of  the  Irish  Parliament* 
It  is  strictly  an  Imperial  subject,  and  one 
with  which  we  have  no  desire  to  interfere. 
But  observe  that  you  have  made  this 
subject,  and  this  subject  alone,  a  matter 
of  double  reference  in  this  clause.  Every 
other  subject  is  referred  to  once.  This 
subject  is  referred  to  twice — by  reference 
to  the  matter,  and  by  reference  to  the 
persons  who  are  the  subject  of  the 
matter.  If  you  thought  that  the  word 
"aliens"  added  nothing  to  the  word 
"alienage,"  you  might  hare  left 
"  alienage  "  to  stand  alone.  It  is  rather 
unfortunate  that  a  word  which  add» 
nothing  to  the  force  of  the  Bill,  but  yet 
which  creates  some  doubt  and  appre- 
hension in  many  minds,  is  to  be  intro- 
duced. I  would  be  disposed  to  say  this  : 
I  fear  that  any  lawyer  going  into  the 
Act  hereafter  would  be  of  opinion  that 
the  word  "  aliens "  added  something. 
[Sir  HENBr  James  :  Hear,  hear !]  I 
see  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bury  agrees  with  me — because 
he  would  say  that  if  it  added  nothing  the 
word  '^alienage  "  would  have  been  suffi- 
cient. Tou  have  pnt  in  treason  here,  but 
you  have  not  put  in  traitors  as  well  ;  you 
have  put  in  treason-felony,  but  you  have 
not  put  in  treason -felous.  If  it  should 
appear  on  further  consideration  that  the 
insertion  of  the  word  "  aliens  "  does  not 
cramp  the  Irish  Legislature  iu  regard  to 
domestic  matters,  and  that  the  subject  is 
to  be  limited  to  the  condition  of  alieus  as 
suchi  we  should  be  disposed  not  to  pro- 
long the  Debate  on  the  subject ;  but  if  it 
should  appear  upon  consideration  that  the 
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insertion  of  the  word  does  add  something 
to  what  was  imparted  by  the  insertion  of 
the  word  "alienage,"  then  I  think  we 
must  reserve  our  rights  to  return  to  the 
subject  at  a  later  stage  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  expressed  the 
opinion  that  the  word  "aliens"  added 
materially  to  the  Bill.  Aliens  could  not 
vote  in  this  country.  Under  the  Bill  the 
Irish  Legislature  had  power  to  deal  with 
the  election  laws,  which  were  defined  as 
including  franchise  in  Ireland.  If  the 
word  was  not  put  in  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture could  say  that  the  period  of  Tesidence 
ahonld  be  for  one  week,  and  that  every 
alien  should  vote.  They  could  not  do  so, 
however,  if  the  Amendment  was 
adopted.  Therefore,  there  was  a  dis- 
nct  addition  to  the  Bill  by  inserting  the 
word  "aliens."  "Alienage"  represented 
the  general  status  as  opposed  to 
*'  naturalisation  ;  "  "  aliens  "  represented 
the  individual. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Clare,  E.) 
protested  against  the  acceptance  of  the 
Amendment.  He  failed  altogether  to 
recognise  auything  iu  the  speech  of  the 
Solicitor  General  which  should  change 
the  opinions  which  had  been  expressed 
from  the  Irish  Benches  on  this  matter. 
They  were  all  anxious  that  this  Bill 
should  go  through  as  quickly  as  pMsible, 
and,  that  being  so,  he  could  not  see  for 
the  life  of  him  why  a  Debate  should  be 
introduced  and  then  allowed  to  collapse 
without  having  any  result  whatever. 
His  principal  objection  to  the  Amend- 
ment was  the  quarter  from  which 
it  had  proceeded.  He  had  not  the 
slightest  objection  to  any  retuionahle 
Amendment  which  the  Government  or 
the  framers  of  the  Bill  might  consider  it 
necessary  to  make  ;  but  he  thought  it 
was  an  extremely  unfortunate  thing  that 
if  anything  necessary  had  to  be  done 
with  regard  to  this  Bill,  or  if  any  altera* 
tion  of  a  necessary  character  had  to  be 
made,  it  should  not  be  made  by  the 
framers  of  the  Bill  instead  of  being  left 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  declared  over 
and  over  again  that  their  object  was  to 
destroy  the  measure  and  mak^  it  utterly 
worthless.  He,  therefore,  looked  with 
gr«ht  suspicion  upon  the  Amendment, 
which  he  did  not  think  would  have  been 
3fr.  Sexton 


proposed  if  it  were  not  considered  to  be 
a  considerable  curtailment  of  the  rights 
of  the  Irish  Parliament.  There  were 
many  matters  in  which  the  rights  of  the 
proposed  Legislature  had  been,  iu  the 
opinion  of  many  people,  nnwarrantably 
curtailed ;  and  it  was  a  monstrous  thing 
to  now  propose  to  prevent  the  Irt^ 
people  from  having  the  power  to  deal 
with  aliens  resident  in  Ireland.  That 
was  surely  a  subject  which  should  be 
left  to  the  Irish  Parliament,  and  he  failed 
to  see  how  it  could  cause  any  friction 
between  the  Imperial  and  the  Irish  Par- 
liament. He  based  his  objection  to  this 
Amendment,  liot  because  he  thought  it 
curtailed  the  right  of  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment, or  dealt  with  a  subject  which 
should  be  left  to  the  Irish  Parliament, 
but  because  he  believed  if  they  made  the 
Imperial  Government  the  only  Govern- 
ment having  the  right  to  deal  with  this 
subject  it  would  give  rise  to  discussions 
and  differences  ^  opinion  between  the 
Legislature  in  Dublin  and  the  ■  Imperial 
Parliament. 

Sib  J.  RIGBY  said,  he  would  en- 
deavour to  remove  the  scruples  of  the 

hon.  Member  for  Clare.  If  he  thought 
the  introduction  of  this  word  would  pre- 
vent legislation  with  regard  to  aliens  in 
common  with  all  other  persons  resident  in 
Ireland  he  would  strongly  oppose  it.  But  it 
was,  be  thought,  reasonably  plain  that  it 
did  not  at  all  interfere  with  the  right  of 
taxing  aliens,  not  because  they  were 
aliens,  but  because  they  were  resident  in 
Ireland,  or  with  the  right  to  pass  any 
law  with  regard  to  civil  property  which 
would  apply  to  aliens,  not  because  they 
were  aliens,  but  because  they  were  mem- 
bers of  the  Irish  community.  Turning 
to  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bury,  he  would  go 
so  far  as  to  say  the  Irish  Legislature 
might  pass  a  General  Franchise  Act, 
providing,  for  instance,  that  every  per- 
son residing  in  Ireland  for  a  week  or  a 
month  should  have  the  right  to  vote. 
That  would  not  be  a  law  as  to  aliens.  It 
would  give  the  privilege  of  the  franchise 
to  persons  whether  from  Canada  or  Great 
Britain  or  from  all  parts  of  the  world, 
not  because  they  were  of  this  countrr  or 
of  tiiat,  1>ut  because  they  were  resident 
in  Ireland  for  the  time  being,  and  subject 


Digitized  by 


Google  ■ 


421  Government  of  [7  Junk  1893} 

to  the  general  laws  of  tbe  Irish  Legis- 
lature. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  (Birmiugham,  E.): 
Vl^t  has  just  fallen  from  the  Solicitor 
General  gives  a  singular  importance  to 
this  Amendment.  As  I  nnderstand  this 
word  aliens,"  it  adds  immensely  to  the 
force  of  the  clause.  The  word  "  alienage," 
I  take  leave  to  say,  is  not  an  English 
word,  but  is  a  word  used  by  American 
law  writers.  It  is  extremely  difficult  to 
say  what  its  meaning  is  ;  but  if  it  has 
any  meaning  at  all,  it  means  simply  tbe 
state  of  being  an  alien  ;  and  if  it  stood 
atone  in  the  Bill  tbe  Irish  Parliament 
could,  DO  doubt,  repeal  the  Alien  Act, 
could  give  the  franchise  to  aliens,  and 
could  deal  with  the  rights  and  conditions 
of  attens  resident  in  Ireland  as  it  pleased. 
Id  my  judgment,  by  the  iutrodnction  of 
the  word  "  aliens  "  the  Irish  Parliament 
will,  as  it  ought  to,  be  prevented  from 
dealing  with  these  matters.  It  would  be 
an  evasion  of  Uie  plain  Intention  which 
the  Goverument  have  themselves  ex- 
pressed if,  under  the  colour  of  general 
words  dealing  with  franchise  and  resi- 
dence, the  present  provisiou  of  the  law 
tgaiust  the  franchise  being  enjoyed  by 
aliens  were  to  be  subverted  and  put  an 
«Qilto.  It  would  be  practically  confer- 
ring on  aliens  a  privilege  which  they  do 
not  enjoy,  and,  therefore,  would  be 
"legislation  respecting  aliens."  I  can 
quite  understand  that  the  Solicitor 
General  should  try  to  soothe  hou.  Gentle- 
men from  Ireland  on  this  point ;  but  I 
think  it  right  to  say  that,  in  my  view, 
the  introduction  of  this  word  would 
clearly  prevent  the  Irish  Parliament  from 
declariog  by  Statute  that  an  alien  should 
enjoy  the  franchise. 

Us.  SEXTON  remarked,  that  the 
force  of  this  word  seemed  extremely 
doubtful.  The  most  eminent  Legal 
Aathorities  in  the  House  were  in  conflict 
OD  the  subject.  Tbe  Irish  Members  were 
Dot  lawyers,  and  they  had  not  had  time 
to  consider  the  word.  It  appeared  to 
him  to  be  open  to  the  interpretation  that 
it  would  create  two  classes  of  persons  in 
Ireland,  and  that  the  rights  of  the  Irish 
LegisUtDTe  would  be  different  with  re- 
gard  to  aliens,  and  to  the  community  at 
luge.  He  would  vote  against  the  intro. 
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duction  of  the  word,  first,  because  he  was 
entirely  doubtful  as  to  its  force  and 
effect ;  and,  secondly,  because,  as  they 
had  protested  against  the  introduction  of 
important  words  -  without  notice,  they 
considered  that  in  this  case  they  should 
have  had  sufficient  notice  to  have  enabled 
them  to  consider  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min)  protested  against  the  proposition 
that  had  been  put  forward  by  bon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  opposite,  that 
the  Committee  were  not  to  consider  any 
Amendments  to  the  Bill,  even  though 
they  might  be  accepted  by  Her  Majesty^s 
Government,  simply  because  those 
Amendments  in  their  present  shape  had 
not  been  upon  the  Paper.  The  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
was  much  smaller  iu  its  construction,  and 
amounted  very  mucb  to  the  same  thing 
as  the  Amendment  proposed  the  previous 
night,  and  which  had  been  on  the  Paper 
for  many  days.  With  reference  to  tbe 
substantial  question  at  issue,  the  Solicitor 
General  had  raised  a  point  of  consider- 
able importance  which  ought  to  be 
elucidated  before  they  went  further.  He, 
himself,  had  endeavoured  to  make  out 
what  the  meaning  of  "  alienage  was, 
and  he  had  not  been  able  to  come  to  any 
clear  conclusiou.  The  only  conclusion 
he  arrived  at  was  that  the  interpretation 
given  to  it  a  little  'while  ago  by  tbe 
Chief  Secretary  was  not  the  right  inter- 
pretation. The  Chief  Secretary  said 
the  word  "  alienage  "  must  be  taken  in 
connection  with  the  word  "naturalisa- 
tion." Naturalisation  was,  of  course,  the 
process  which  converted  an  alien  into  a 
natural  bom  subject.  Alienage,  according 
to  the  Chief  Secretary,  suggested  the 
turning  of  a  natural-bom  subject  into  an 
alien.  That  coustruction,  he  thought, 
was  not  accurate,  because  there 
was  no  such  possibility  known 
to  the  Common  Law  as  the  possi- 
bility of  a  natural  -  bora  subject 
becoming  an  alien.  The  word  itself, 
therefore,  being  very  obscure,  the  word 
it  was  proposed  to  substitute  for  it,  or  add 
to  it,  was  very  clear.  It  imported  that 
the  Irish  Parliament  should  not  be  able 
to  make  or  pass  any  law  affecting  aliens. 
The  Solicitor  General  had  stated  that 
they  might  pass  a  general  law  as  r^arded 
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enfraQohisement  without  meDtioDiog 
aliens  which  efaould,  nt  the  same  time, 
enfranohise  aliens.  He  differed  from  the 
acceptance  of  that  principle  without 
further  consideration.  It  had  heen  well 
said  that  if  they  were  to  pass  au  Act 
giving  the  Parliamentary  franchise  to 
"women,  simpliciier,  possessing  the 
qualifications  under  which  men  now 
obtained  the  franchise,  married  women 
would  not  be  thereby  enfranchised.  They 
yfere  under  a  Common  Law  disability 
which  would  not  be  removed  by  a 
general  Act.  He  submitted  that  aliens 
under  Common  Law  were  disabled  from 
being  voters,  and  a  General  Enfranchis- 
ing Act  which  did  not  mentiou  aliens 
would  not  give  them  power  to  vote  or 
remove  their  disability.  They  must  have 
Bpecific  and  definite  legislation  with 
respect  to  this  olasa  in  order  to  enable 
them  to  obtain  a  vote  ;  therefore  the  in- 
troduction of  the  word  "  alien "  at  this 
point  had  a  very  clear  effect,  which  was 
intended  to  be  given — namely,  to  disable 
the  Irish  Parliament  from  passing  any 
law  affecting  aliens,  and,  therefore,  from 
passing  any  law  giving  them  the 
franchise. 

Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.)  contended 
that  if  the  meaning  of  the  word  was  to 
create  in  Ireland  au  excepted  class  of 
persons  who  would  be  subject  to  Im- 
perial and  not  to  Irish  law,  the  matter 
should  be  dealt  with  among  the  restric- 
tions in  Clause  4.  He,  therefore,  asked 
the  Government  to  postpone  it  untU  they 
came  to  that  clause. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Roches- 
ter) said,  if  the  speech  of  the  Solicitor 
General  had  been  unbiassed  by  a  desire 
to  conciliate  hou.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  he  should  have  been  disturbed 
at  its  tenour,  because,  in  common  with 
his  bon.  Friends  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  he  was  anxious  to  support  the 
Amendment  for  the  very  reason  that  the 
Solicitor  General  excluded — namely,  that 
it  would,  in  their  judgment,  prevent  the 
Irish  Parliament  from  enfranchising 
aliens.  That,  of  course,  was  the  real 
reason  why  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  so  strenuously  resisted  it. 
Their  real  reason  for  resisting  it  was 
because  they  wanted  to  enfranchise  in 
Ireland  every  Irish-American  immigrant 
Mr.  Courtney 


who  came  over  to  Ireland  in  order  to 
disturb  the  peace  and  good  order  of  the 
country.  That  they  should  be  enfran- 
chised would  not  l>e  at  all  surprising, 
considering  the  relations  that  subsisted 
between  the  Irish-Amerioans  and  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway.  Let  hon. 
Members  sometimes  be  honest  io  that 
House.  [Mr.  T.  M.  Healt  :  Hear, 
hear  I  Hottentots  Let  tlie  Irish 
Members  get  up  and  say  what  was  their 
real  meaning  in  opposing  this  Amend- 
ment. He  respectfully  invited  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  to  be  candid  also. 
He  gave  Her  Majesty's  Government  the 
credit  for  proposiug  this  Amendment 
because  they  desired  that  Irish-American 
immigrants  should  not  be  enfranchised. 
Why  should  Her  Majesty's  Government 
always  be  occupying  the  humiliating 
position  of  apologising  to  the  Irish 
Members  for  accepting  au  Amendment  ? 
They  might  assume  that  if  they  inserted 
this  word  "aliens"  in  the  clause,  they 
should  prevent,  as  they  ought  to  prevent, 
the  Irish  Parliament  from  enfranchising 
aliens,  and  especially  the  class  to  which 
he  had  alluded. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  No  other 
hon.  Member  taking  part  in  this  Debate 
has  found  it  necessary  to  introduce  con- 
tentious matter  into  the  discussion  ;  and 
the  felicitous  distinction  which  the  noble 
Lcvd  enjoys  is  that,  after  everybody  has 
more  than  once  avoided  running  upon 
any  of  these  rocks,  the  noble  Lord  was 
determined  that  there  should  not  be  a 
rock  in  the  whole  waters  on  which  he 
would  not  dash  himself.  The  question 
before  the  Committee  is  not  whether  tbe 
Amendment  does  or  does  not  add  to  the 
original  intention  of  the  Bill.  The  ques- 
tion is,  what  does  the  Amendment  import, 
and  are  we  willing  to  accept  it  ?  It  is 
pretty  clear  that  it  does  import  a  certain 
disability  on  the  Irish  Parliament  in 
regard  to  enfranchisement.  But  in  t^ese 
matters  it  is,  as  my  right  hou.  Friend  the 
Home  Secretary  has  well  said,  a  question 
of  balance.  What  the  Government  have 
in  view  is  the  insertion  of  words  large 
enough  to  cover  every  subject  that  could 
possibly  attach  to  the  foreign  relations 
of  the  country.  It  is  for  the  Irish 
Members  to  consider  whether  they  will 
accept  the  Amendment.   I  rather  hope 
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thejr  will,  for  I  really  do  not  think  there 
is  any  reason  for  their  doing  otherwise. 
The  purpoee  of  the  Government  ie  not 
to  disable  the  Irish  Legislature,  but  to 
extttid  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  with 
regard  to  what  is  essential — namely,  the 
maiDtenance  under  Imperial  control  of 
Imperial  questions. 

•Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Begis)  agreed  with  the  Irish  Members 
in  objecting  to  this  word.  It  seemed  to 
him,  if  they  were  going  to  set  up  a 
^liament  in  Ireland  within  the  scope 
of  its  fonctioDS,  they  should  extend  tte 
powers  as  far  as  possible.  It  also  seemed 
to  him  that  in  introduciDg  the  word 
"aliens  "  into  the  clause  they  were  intro- 
dncing  into  Ireland  what,  for  the  misfor- 
tone  of  certain  Eastern  Countries,  they  had  | 
loi^  introduced  and  maintained  there —  I 
namely,  a  system  of  exira-territoriality. 
Tfaey  proposed  to  withdraw  from  the 
Irish  Government  the  power  of  dealing 
with  aliens  resident  in  Ireland.  The 
effect  of  the  adoption  of  such  a  principle 
woold  be  to  encourage  in  Ireland-^as  it 
had  encouraged  in  Turkey — the  commis- 
sioD  of  crimes  by  persons  who  felt  they 
were  not  subject  to  the  laws  of  the 
eonntry  in  which  they  lived.  If  they 
made  the  distiuctioa  in  favour  of  English- 
men — if  they  said  no  Englishmen  should 
be  subject  to  the  laws  of  the  Irish 
Legislature — he  could  understand  it. 
StiU  less  could  be  said  against  it  if  it 
-were  to  apply  to  the  Irish  people.  But 
they  were  going  to  give  this  immunity 
in  Ireland  to  aliens  alone  ;  and  he 
thought  the  principle  most  objection- 
able from  the  point  of  view  of  England, 
bnt  still  more  objectionable  from  the 
ftmt  of  view  of  those  who  would  have 
to  manage  the  afi^irs  of  Ireland.  He 
did  not  desire  that  the  Bill  should  pass  ; 
but  if  it  was  to  pass  it  ought  to  be 
shaped  so  as  to  enable  the  new  Irish 
Government  to  do  its  work  effectively, 
and  this  the  Government  could  not  do 
if  a  large  class  of  persons  within  the 
limits  of  its  jurisdietiou  were  withdrawn 
from  its  control.  He  would,  therefore, 
vote  against  the  Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  328  ; 
Koes  139.— (Division  List,  Ko.  123.) 


Mk.  sexton  said,  he  desired  to 
move  an  Amendment  to  make  clear  the 
meaning  and  scope  of  the  word  which 
had  just  been  introduced. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  sexton  a&id,  that  any  hon. 
Member  who  listoned  to  the  course  of 
the  Debate  on  the  last  Amendment  must 
admit  that  it  was  open  to  some  conflict 
of  opinion  as  to  the  extent  of  the  word 
which  had  just  been  introduced.  For 
example,  the  Solicitor  Greneral  had  said 
that  the  introduction  of  the  word  "  aliens  ** 
added  nothing  to  the  force  of  the  word 
"alienage*'  already  in  the  Bill,  whilst 
the  late  Home  Secretary  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bury 
were  of  opinion  that  something  very 
material  had  been  added.  He  wished  to 
move  an  Amendment  for,  in  his  judg- 
ment, the  indispensable  purpose  of 
making  clear  the  meaning  of  the  word, 
which  differed  from  alienage,  and  which 
stood  on  different  ground  from  any  other 
proposal  in  the  Bill.  In  regard  to  other 
subjects,  they  had  been  content  with  refe- 
rence to  matter  simply.  In  this  case  they 
had  referred  first  to  the  matter  of  alienage 
and  then  to  aliens.  In  his  judgment,  the 
reference  to  alienage  included  all  that  it 
was  necessary  to  include.  He  could  not 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bodmin — and,  of  course,  on 
such  a  subject,  he  spoke  with  great 
difBdence — as  to  the  meaning  of  the  word 
"  alienage."  Judged  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  language,  it  did  not  mean 
a  conversion  from  one  state  to  another — 
it  meant  a  condition. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  he  did  not 
deny  that  it  did  not  mean  tluit. 

.  Mr.  sexton  said,  he  had  misunder- 
stood the  meaning  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
evidently  was  at  one  with  him  in  reading 
that  "  alienage  **  meant  the  condition  ^ 
an  alien. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  he  had  spoken 
negatively — to  say  that  it  did  not  mean 
that  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  it 
did  not  mean. 
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Mr.  sexton  said,  that  practicallj, 
therefore,  there  was  no  difference  between 
them.  He  submitted  that  "alienage" 
related  to  the  condition  of  aliens  ;  there- 
fore, when  they  provided  that  the  Irish 
Legialature  should  not  make  laws  in 
respect  of  alienage,  they  provided  that 
the  Irish  Parliament  should  not  make 
laws  toQohing  any  alien — touching  his 
condition  as  such  alien.  Then  they 
had  added  the  word  "  aliens,"  and 
when  they  did  that  they  did  something 
that  was  open  to  the  presumption  that 
iu  addition  to  excluding  the  subject 
of  alienage,  which  related  to  the  con- 
Mition  of  an  alien,  from  the  Legis- 
lature of  Ireland,  they,  in  some  manner 
more  or  less  open  to  doubt,  barred  legisla- 
tion as  affecting  persons  who  happened 
to  be  aliens,  beyond  the  scope  of  what 
they  had  asserted  was  the  condition  of 
such  aliens.  If  these  disputes  arose  on 
the  instant — during  the  passing  of  the 
Bill — between  eminent  lawyers,  what  was 
to  happen  hereafter,  when  the  clause 
came  before  the  Judicial  Committee,  or 
before  an  Inferior  Court,  to  be  interpreted 
— because  they  had  heud  in  the  course 
of  these  Debates  that  the  language  of 
the  Bill,  when  it  became  an  Act,  might 
be  interpreted  not  only  by  the  Judicial 
Committee,  bat  by  every  Court  in  Ire- 
land, down  to  the  lowest.  What  would 
the  Exchequer  Judges  in  Ireland  say 
when  they  found  that  at  first  the  subject 
of  alienage  was  dealt  with,  and  that  they 
advanced  from  alienage  to  deal  with 
persons  as  aliens  ?  He  thought  they 
would  be  disposed  to  infer  that  the  Bill 
did  not  refer  to  the  question  of  alienage, 
but  touched  individuals.  He  would  not 
waste  time  by  dealing  at  length  with  the 
absurd  assumption  of  the  noble  Lord 
above  the  Gangway,  who  had  evidently 
been  tiying  to  make  stock-in-trade  for 
Tory  platforms  hereafter.  It  was  as  well 
to  give  an  emphatic  and  unequivocal 
denial  to  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Lord.  He  had  said  the  Irish  Members 
objected  to  this  word,  because  they 
wished  to  enfranchise  aliens  in  Ireland. 
He  (Mr.  Sexton),  however,  understood 
that  under  Common  Law  aliens  had 
never  been  allowed  to  vote.  The  Irish 
Members  had  no  desire  nor  intention  to 
interfere  with  that  subject.  The  position 
ci  aliens  was  defined  by  three  different 
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authorities — ^by  the  Common  Law,  b; 
Imperial  Statutes,  and  by  Treaties.  By 
one  or  other  of  these  three  authorities 
rights  were  conferred  or  disabilities  were 
imposed  on  aliens.     The  Irish  Parlia- 
ment would  not  desire  to  touch  those 
rights  or  disabilities.    They  had  nothing 
to  do  with  it.     Let  the  condition  d 
aliens  remaiu,  so  far  as  the  Irish  Pariia- 
ment  was  concerned,  as  it  was,  whether 
as  to  the  rights  confeired,  or  as  to  the 
disabilities  imposed,  whether  those  righU 
were  conferred,  or  disabilities  imposed  bj 
Common  Law,  by  Statutes  passed  nov 
or  hereafter,  or  by  Treaties  yet  to  be 
made.     But  aliens  residing  in  Ireland 
ought  to  be  subject,  like  other  people,  to 
the  laws  made  by  the  Irish  Legislature — 
laws  within  its  sphere  of  legislatiou. 
That  was  the  object  of  the  Irish  Members. 
They  wished  to  make  that  clear.  They 
had  no  other  object.    An  alien,  as  an 
alien,  was  outside  their  purview.  The 
Amendment  he  now  moved  was  intended 
to  make  it  clear  that  there  should  not  be 
two  classes  of  persons  resident  in  Ireland. 
He  moved  to  insert  after  the  word  "aliens" 
just  added   to  the   clause,  the  words 
"as  such."    That  would  exclude  from 
the  sphere  of  the  Irish  Parliament  every- 
thing relating  to  aliens  as  such — their 
rights  and  disabilities,  no  matter  bow 
those  rights  and  disabilities  arose.  It 
would  make  clear  what  he  thought  the 
Irish  Members  had  a  right  to  ask  to  be 
made  clear— iiamely,  that  all  persons 
resident  in  Ireland  should  he  equally 
subject  to  the  laws  of  the  Irish  I^lia- 
ment,  while  the.  Irish  Parliament  would 
not  intrude  within  the  sphere  of  the  Im- 
perial authority. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
6,  after  the  wonl  "  aliens,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  as  such,"— (jMr.  Sexton*") 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
*  as  such '  be  there  inserted." 

Mk.  J.  MORLET  :  I  have  considered 
very  carefully  what  the  bearing  of  the 
introduction  of  these  words  will  be.  Now, 
why  did  I  accept  in  principle  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Guild* 
ford  Division  (Mr.  Brodrick),  and  why 
did  I  propose  my  own  word  in  substitu- 
tion for  his  ?  It  was  because,  after  very 
full  consideration  with  the  L^ol 
Authorities,  we    felt    tliat    the  word 
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"  alienage  '*  might  be  so  construed  as  not 
to  cover  easea  which  it  was  desirable  to 
eorer.  It  has  been  suf^^ted  that  the 
dace  for  dealing  with  this  snbject  it*  in 
Clause  4.  That  is  not  so.  The  subject 
of  alienage  must  be  dealt  with  in  Clause 
3,  because  that  clause  deals  with  special 
Imperial  topics — that  is  to  say,  with 
topics  and  subjects  which  might  bring 
the  Imperial  Government  into  relation 
with  some  Foreign  Power.  The  whole 
principle  of  Clause  3  is  that  certain  sub- 
jects should  be  excluded  from  the 
purview  of  the  Irish  Parliament.  My 
boD.  Frieod  who  has  just  spoken  thinks 
that  the  word  "  aliens  **  is  too  wide,  just 
u  the  word  "  alienage "  was  held  by 
lawyers  to  be  too  narrow.  He  dierefore 
proposes  to  follow  it  by  the  descriptive 
words  "as  such."  I  am  not  at  all  sure 
that  these  words  will  carry  out  some  of 
the  objects  that  are  mentioned  by  my 
hon.  Friend.  I  do  not  think  they. will 
cany  the  Amendment  which  has  just 
been  introdnced  beyond  the  meaning  we 
had  in  proposing  it,  and  I  have,  there- 
fore, no  objection  to  the  proposal. 

Mr.  BRODBICK  said,  the  right  hon. 
GentlemsD  had  put  rather  a  serious  com- 
plexioo  on  the  change  of  front  which  the 
Government  had  just  adopted.  The 
object  of  that  Amendment  was  to  prevent 
the  Irish  Government  dealing  with 
qaeetions  of  immigration  in  a  sense 
different  from  that  ia  which  the  Imperial 
FarliMnent  dealt  with  them.  Immigration 
affected  British  subjects  as  well  as  aliens  ; 
and  he  wished  to  ask  the  Solicitor 
General  whether  it  was  or  was  not  the 
case  that,  under  the  restriction  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr. 
Sexton),  immigration  might  be  generally 
{ffohibited,  and  the  landing  of  all  aliens 
might  consequently  be  stopped  ? 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  thought  this 
eoald  not  be  done.  The  immigration  of 
aliens  was  a  matter  which  so  closely 
concerned  Imperial  Authority  that  he 
did  not  think  it  could  be  dealt  with  by 
the  Irish  Le^slatnre. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  the  question 
was  one  oi  legal  definition.  Could  not 
the  Irish  Legislature  pass  a  Resolution 
which  would  bare  the  effect  of  embroil- 


ing the  foreign  relations  of  the  country 
without  dealing  with  aliens  "  as  such  "  ? 
Two-thirds  of  the  immigruits  who 
entered  Ireland  were  British  sabjects, 
whilst  only  one-third  were  aliens,  so 
that  it  would  be  perfectly  possible  for 
the  Irish  Government  to  declare  that 
they  were  dealing  generally  with  the 
subject  of  immigration  when  their  object 
was  really  to  exclude  aliens. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY:  I  think  I  can 
answer  the.  question  put  by  the  Immi, 
Gentleman  in  a  very  few  words.  The 

hon.  Gentleman  suggests  that  there 
should  be  such  an  impossible  thing  as  s 
general  prohibition  of  immigration  into 
Ireland,  and  he  thinks  that  in  that 
respect  we  might  get  into  difficulties 
witb  Foreign  Powers.  No  Foreign  Power 
I  ever  heard  of  has  insisted  upon  greater 
rights  being  reserved  to  its  subjects  than 
are  reserved  or  possessed  by  the  subjects 
of  the  legislating  State  ;  therefore  we 
could  not  get  into  collision  with  Foreign 
Powers,  even  in  the  extravagant,  and  I 
may  say  almost  unreasonable,  supposition 
that  immigration  was  absolutely  stopped. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  I  think  theCommittee  islanded 
in  a  difficulty  by  what  has  taken  place. 
In  an  earlier  part  of  the  discussion  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  lectured  the  Govern- 
ment very  severely  for  having  accepted 

an  Amendment  which  was  on  the  Paper, 
and  which  was  covered  by  Amendments 
on  the  Paper.  It  appeuvd  to  be  their 
view  that  this  Bill  was  parfect  as  pro- 
duced in  the  House,  and  that  no  altera- 
tion should  be  tolerated  in  any  line  or 
word.  Of  course,  that  is  perfectly- 
absurd,  and  the  moment  we  come  to  any- 
thing like  practical  application  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  are  the  first  to  see 
the  absurdity  of  it.  Although  it  would 
be  absurd  to  say  the  Government  should 
not  accept  an  Amendment  of  which  full 
notice  has  been  given,  there  is  a  certain 
amount  of  inconvenience  in  accepting  an 
Amendment  which  is  not  on  the  Paper, 
and  which  nobody  has  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Kerry  (Mr.  Sexton)- 
thooght  that  the  words  "  as  such  "  were 
desirable,  he  might  have  put  them  down 
as  an  Amendment. 
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Mr.  sexton  :  They  would  not 
have  applied  to  the  Amendment  on  the 
Paper.  They  only  apply  to  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  without  notice. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Well,  it 
does  not  matter  about  the  exact  words  ; 
the  hon.  Gentleman  ia  quite  skilful 
enough  to  propose  words  that  would  apply, 
and  if  he  were  not  he  always  has 
the  assistance  of  the  hon.  aud  learned 
>Iember  for  North  Loath  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy).  Members  of  the  Committee  who 
have  not  the  advantage  of  the  legal 
advice  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
however,  have  some  difficulty  in  under- 
standing the  effect  of  an  Amendment 
sprang  upon  us  at  the  last  moment,  and, 
I  think,  too  hastily  accepted  by  the 
Government.  Do  the  Government  mean 
to  say  it  will  be  absolutely  impossible 
for  the  Irish  Parliament  to  pass  a  general 
law  affecting  aliens  —  a  general  law 
which  includes  in  its  ambit  the  question 
of  aliens  ?  The  insertion  of  the  words 
**  as  such "  would  certainly  seem,  to  a 
9on-legal  mind,  to  make  it  impossible  to 
deal  with  aliens,  and  then  to  excuse  the 
dealing  with  aliens  by  saying — "  We  are 
not  dealing  with  aliens  as  such  ;  we  are 
dealing  with  the  general  population.*' 
Although  a  Bill  might  be  brought  in 
with  the  special  object  of  dealing  with 
aliens,  it  would  not,  if  it  had  a  general 
purport,  be  affected  by  this  Amendment. 
Can  the  Government  say  that  ia  not  a 
possibility  ?  Let  us  suppose,  for  the 
sake  of  argument,  that  the  word  "  aliens," 
vithoat  limitation,  might  impose  an  un- 
necessary restriction,  on  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature. What  is  the  worst  that  can 
happen  in  that  case  ?  It  is  that  what 
has  to  be  done  in  the  way  of  reasonable 
legislation  will  have  to  be  done  by  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  and  not  by  the  Irish 
Legislature.  Now,  Sir,  may  I  appeal  to 
the  Government  ?  Why  is  there  this 
continual  distrust  of  the  British  people 
and  the  Imperial  Parliament  ?  I  am  not 
angry  ;  I  confess  I  think  I  may  say  I 
am  pained  to  think  that  the  Irish 
Members  should  still  entertain  this 
rooted  distrust  of  the  good  faith  and 
common  sense  of  the  British  people.  It 
fills  me  with  amazement  that  they 
should  hunt  up  and  down  to  find  possible 
crimes  that  the  British  Parliament  may 


commit,  and  should  impute  to  us  the 
certainty  that  we  sliall  commit  them 
after  this  Bill  is  passed. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  had  been 
unable  to  gather  from  the  speeches  Uiat  , 
had  been  delivered  any  interpretation  of 
the  effect  of  these  words.    He  had  given 
his  best  attention  to  them  ;  but  he  had 
not  the  slightest  idea  what  their  effect 
would  be.     Would  the  Solicitor  General  I 
tell  the  Committee  what  sort  of  legisla-  | 
tion  would  be  admitted  if  these  words 
were  inserted  that  would  be  shut  out  if 
they  were  not  inserted  ?     The  Solicitor  | 
General  had  seemed  to  hint  that  even  if 
the  word  "  aliens  "  were  left  alone  aliens 
might   be    enfranchised.       Was  that 
opinion     of    the    hon.    and  learned 
Gentleman  strengthened  by  the  intro- 
duction   of   the    words   "  as   such  ? " 
Would   it   be    competent,  after  these 
words  had  been  inserted,  for  the  Irish 
Legislature  to  pass  a  law  providing  that  j 
anybody   possessed   of   Irish   property  | 
who  did  not  reside  on  that  property  for 
10  months  in  the  year  should  forfeit  the 
rights  of  franchise  or  any  of  the  rights 
tlmt    ordinarily    belonged   to  British  i 
citizens  ?  | 

Mr.  J.  MORLET  :  That  is  not  a  | 

question  of  aliens. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  was  aware 
that  a  man  in  such  a  position  would  not 
be  an  alien  ;  but  he  wanted  to  know 
whether  the  Irish  Legislature  might  roduce 
a  non-alien  into  the  position  of  an  alien  ? 
As  a  general  principle,  uothing  could 
be  more  undesirable  than  to  put  words 
into  a  Bill  upon  which  nobody  could 
place  any  clear  meauiug.  Of  course,  if 
this  was  merely  an  exchange  of  courtesy 
between  the  Government  and  its  allies 
or  leaders,  whichever  the  Nationalist 
Members  were,  the  introduction  of  the 
words  might  be  regarded  as  immaterial ; 
but  if  it  was  to  have  any  effect  on  the 
clause,  he  hoped  some  of  the  legal 
luminaries  on  the  Government  side  would 
tell  the  Committee  what  that  effect 
would  be. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Kerry  had  converted  him 
on  one  point — namely,  that  it  was  very 
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uDviae  to  insert  worde  without  givmg 
the  Committee  time  to  consider  wliat  tbeir 
meaniag  was.  At  the  present  momeDt 
he  had  not  the  siigbtest  idea  what 
meaning  the  Amendment  would  convey. 
Could  the  Solicitor  G-eneral  give  the 
Committee  one  instance  in  which  such 
words  bad  been  used  in  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment ?  It  was  better  to  tell  the  Judges 
what  the  Committee  meant  than  to  leave 
it  to  the  Jndgee  to  discover  what  their 
meaning  was.  He  asked  the  Solicitor 
General  to  say  whether,  if  the  Irish 
Legislature  passed  an  Act  providing  that 
any  person  residing  in  Ireland  should 
have  a  vote,  that  would  not  really  enable 
all  aliens  to  vote  ? 

Mr.  bodkin  (Roscommon,  N.) :  I 
wish  to  inform  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  [  Cries  of  "  Order  I "] 

Sir  H.  JAMES  :  I  am  about  to  eon- 
clnde  

Mr.  bodkin  :  I  merely  wish  

[Cries  of Order!"] 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  Order,  order  I 
The  hon.  Member  can  speak  after  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
finished. 

Sir  H.  JAMES :  I  would  ask  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  whether  these  words  add  any- 
thing to  the  word  "aliens"?  If  tbey 
do  not,  it  is  useless  to  insert  them  ;  if 
they  do,  will  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
t«t!  the  Committee  to  what  extent  they 
qualify  it  ? 

Mb.  bodkin  wished  to  state,  for  the 
information  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  the  words  "  as  such  "  did  occur  in 
an  Act  passed  by  the  last  Parliament — 
the  Crimes  Act — in  reference  to  the 
prohibition  of  a  mmting  of  National 
Leaguers  aa  auch.  The  only  inteipre- 
tatiou  obtained  arose  in  the  cotirse  of  a 
protracted  trial  of  members  of  the 
JIational  League. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  :  Will  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber say  what  the  words  were  held  to 
mean  ? 

*SiK  J.  RI6BY  :  To  my  mind  the 
mtrodnction  of  the  words  as  such  "  do 
not  altw  the  meaning  of  the  Act  by  one 
jot  or  tittle.    The  Committee  has  spent 


hours  and  hours  iu  discussing  Amend- 
ments of  which  the  same  thing  is  said, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  continually 
asks — Why  do  you  object  to  the  addition 
of  these  words  if,  on  your  own  showing, 
they  do  not  alter  the  meaning  of  the 
Act  ?  *'  The  Grovemment  have  again 
and  again  introduced  words  which  do 
not  alter  the  meaning  of  the  Act  in 
order  to  satisfy  the  doubts  and  scruples 
entertained  by  others,  but  which  the 
Government  themselves  do  not  entertain. 
Why,  then,  should  we  refuse  to  extend 
the  same  courtesy  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  opposite  which  we 
have  shown  to  other  hon.  Members  of 
the  Committee  who  have  proposed  Amend* 
meats,  particularly  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  those  bon.  Members  opposite 
have  had  no  opportunity  of  considering 
the  words  proposed  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham seemed  to  suppose  that  uotico 
had  been  given  of  the  Ameiidineiit ;  but 
that  is  not  the  case.  The  word  wc  sug- 
gested was  one  which  we  thought  would 
iu  all  probability  meet  with  the  unanimou.s 
assent  of  the  House.  It  was  assented  to 
by  an  overwhelming  majority  ;  but  surely, 
seeing  that  the  word  has  been  introduced 
without  notice,  an  opportunity  ought  to 
be  afforded  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
for  suggesting,  as  they  have  done  very 
temperately,  that  they  are  not  quite 
satisfied  that  the  view  the  Committee 
has  taken  is  the  correct  one.  They  are 
justified  in  maiutaining  that  it  can  do  no 
harm  to  say  that  there  may  be  legislation 
affecting  aliens  iu  their  capacity  of  tem- 
porary subjects  of  Her  Majesty.  From 
that  DO  possible  harm  can  arise,  and, 
therefore,  for  the  satisfaction  of  the 
doubts  and  difficulties  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men such  words  ought  to  be  admitted. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  appeals  to 
me  to  say  whether  thwe  are  such  words 
in  any  Act  <^  Parliament.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  ignorant  of 
the  fact  that  there  is  no  such  thing  as 
Parliamentary  language  in  Acts  of  Par- 
liament as  distinguished  from  other  lan- 
guage. All  our  Acts  of  Parliament  are 
prima  facie  interpreted  according  to  the 
meaning  of  the  words  in  their  popular 
sense,  and  not  according  to  technicalities 
of  language,  in  the  same  way  that 
a  deed  or  any  other  legal  document  wonld 
be.   Again  and  again  it  has  been  said— 
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fact  it  is  a  commonplace — that  we 
must  uot  Consider  the  strict  legal  mean- 
ing, but  must  consider  the  words  of  an 
Act  in  their  ordinary  popular  sense. 
.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  if  it  is  said 
that  the  Irish  Legislature  is  not  to 
legislate  for  aliens  "  as  such/'  the  mean- 
ing is  that  it  shall  not  legislate  for  them 
in  regard  to  their  rights  and  disabilities 
bj  Tirtue  of  their  capacity  and  position 
as  aliens.  A  man  resident  in  Ireland 
may  be  an  alien,  but  that  is  only  one 
name  for  him.  An  alien  cannot  help 
being  subject  to  the  laws  of  the  country 
in  which  he  chooses  to  reside.  If  a  man 
is  resident  in  Ireland,  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature can  deal  with  him  in  any  capa- 
city other  than  that  of  idien.  By 
whatever  designation  other  than  that  of 
an  alien  he  is  properly  described,  it 
my  l^islate  for  him  just  as  if  he  were 
not  an  alien. 

Mr.  BENTOUL  said,  that  the  Soli- 
citor General  had  told  them  that  the 
words  would  not  add  anything  whatever 
to  the  meaning  of  the  section.  Bnt  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Roscommon  had 
declared  that  a  protracted  inquiry  took 
place  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  words  "ae 
such." 

Mr.  BODKIN  :  I  never  said  that  a 
protracted  trial  took  place  on  these 
words.  Two  Removable  Magistrates 
found  no  difficulty  wfaatever  in  giving  an 
interpretation  to  the  words, 

Mk.  RENTOUL  said,  the  Solicitor 
General  had  told  them  that  these  words 
were  useless.  Why,  then,  should  they 
introduce  words  which  would  add  nothing 
to  the  value  of  the  section,  but  which 
might  at  a  trial  give  rise  to  protracted 
discussion  ?    ["Divide I "j 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said  that, 
as  the  one  man  on  the  Coaservative 
Benches  who  had  protested  against  the 
exclusion  of  aliens  from  the  authority  of 
the  Irish  Government  or  Parliament,  he 
might  be  allowed  to  say  that  the  addition 
to  the  word  "aliens"  of  t}ie  words  **ae 
such  "  by  no  means  latisfied  him.  The 
use  of  such  words  would  inrest  every- 
thing and  everybody  wi^  a  dual  chaiao- 
ter.  There  would  be  dual  Lords  Lieu- 
tenant, dual  Members  of  Parliament,  and 
Sir  J*  Rigby 


'  so  on.  With  such  words  they  would  be 
iu  the  position  of  the  master  in  the 
French  comedy,  who  always  bad  to  uk 
his  servant  if  he  was  speaking  to  his 
cook  or  his  coachman.  They  had  ex- 
cluded the  concrete  alien  from  the  pur- 
view of  the  Irish  Parliament,  and  now 
they  proposed,  by  the  addition  of  the 
words  "as  such,"  to  introduce  the  abstract 
alien.  They^  seemed  to  imply  that,  so  far 
as  the  abstract  alien  was  concerned,  the 
Irish  Legislature  was  to  have  no  power, 
but  with  regard  to  the  concrete  alien  it 
was  to  have  power.  When  a  murder 
was  committed  by  an  alien  the  questimi 
would  immediately  arise  whether  it  had 
been  done  by  an  abstract  or  a  concrete 
alien?  {Cnes  of  "  Divide  I"J  They 
had  been  told  by  the  Solicitor  Geoenl 
that  the  words  added  not  one  jot  or  tittle 
to  the  meaning  of  the  Act.  He  entirely 
agreed  with  the  bon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, and  that  was  a  most  sufficient  and 
conclusive  reason  why  the  Committee 
should  not  accept  the  words. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  rise 
to  prolong  this  Debate.  I  have  no  desire 
to  quarrel  with  the  Solicitor  General  for 
trying  to  make  peace  all  round  by  adding 
words  which  he  admits  have  no  meaning : 
but  both  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  think  the  introduction 
of  the  word  "  aliens  "  will  lu'ing  the  Bill 
more  into  harmony  with  the  expreseed 
intentions  of  the  Government.  Both  the 
Prime  Minister  and  the  Chief  Secretary 
stated  they  were  of  opinion  that  the 
words  added  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
altered  the  substance  of  the  Bill,  and 
brought  it  more  into  harmony  with  the 
expressed  intentions  of  the  Government. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  openly  has  avowed  that 
no  further  meaning  will  be  added  to  the 
Bill  by  the  words  "  as  such,"  and  that  he 
assents  to  their  introduction  merely  be- 
cause, forsooth,  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  desire  it.  I  am  not  sufficiently  a 
lawyer  myself  to  pronounce  upon  matters 
on  which  lawyers  do  not  agree.  The 
Solicitor  General  says  that  the  Courts 
or  Judges  always  inter[H«t  words  in  their 
ordinary  seose.  I  hare  bad  a  grewt  deal 
to  do  with  the  drafting  of  Bills,  aad 
when  I  have  endeavound  to  introduce 
ordinary  phraseology  I  have  been  inn- 
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riabl;^  told,  by  the  high  legal  authorities 
irhom  I  consulted,  that  such  words  vere 
onnsual.  Ultimately  I  came  to  the  cod- 
elusion  that  the  only  persons  who  did  not 
understand  the  English  language  in  Eng- 
land were  the  Judges.  I  do  not  think, 
however,  this  is  a  matter  of  sufficient 
importance  either  to  prolong  the  Debate 
or  to  go  to  a  Division.  I  will,  therefore, 
recommend  the  Committee  to  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  J.  Or.  LAWSOK  (York,  N.R., 
Thirsk)  said,  he  desired  to  move  the 
iuiertioQ,  after  "naturalisation,"  of  the 
words  "  or  the  taking  of  the  Oath  of 
Allegiance  ;  "  and  he  was  prepared,  if  any 
legal  Gentlemen  deemed  it  necessary,  to 
add  the  further  words  **or  declaration  in 
lieu  of  such  oath."    He  had  hoped  that 
the  Government  would  have  accepted 
his  proposal.    L&st  week  the  Solicitor 
F     General  remarked,  in  answer  to  a  ques- 
!     tion,  that  a  nation  that  had  no  power  over 
alienage  and  naturalisation  could  have 
;     DO  power  over  the  question  of  allegiance. 
Id  that   case   the    hon.   and  learned 
Gentleman  was  speaking  of  the  status  of 
allegiance,  and  the  Amendment  proposed 
that  the  Irish  Parliament  should  have 
no  power  to  interfere  or  to  deal  with  the 
outward  sign  of  that  allegiance.  He 
was  aware  that  Amendments  coming 
from  the   opponents  of  the  Bill  were 
viewed  with  much  distrust ;  hnt  it  was 
not  intended  by  this  Amendment  to  cast 
mj  reflection  on  the  loyalty  of  the  Irish 
Members,  or  to  imply  any  doubt  of  their 
willingness  to  express  that  loyalty  openly. 
Every  one  of  them  had  taken  the  Oath  of 
Allegiance  without  any  limitation  as  to 
time  or  place  as  Members  of  that  House ; 
and  if  it  could  be  shown  that  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  would,  in  future,  monopolise 
all  the  representation  of  Ireland  in  the 
new  Legislature,  and  fill  all  the  great 
Pnblic  Offices  to  be  created  by  the  Bill, 
there  would  be  no  necessity  for  the 
Amendment.    There  was,  however,  a 
certMO  rale  in  all  successful  revolutions  ; 
and  if  this  Bill  was  carried,  the  Irish 
National  movement  would,  he  supposed, 
rank  in  history  as  a  successful  revolution. 
That  rule  was  that  the  more  moderate 
leaders,  who  brought  the  movement  t-o  a 
successful  issue,  were  then  rapidly  thrust 
aside  by  men  of  more  extreme  views. 
He  quite  admitted  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 

TOL.  XIU.    [foubth  series.] 


men,  who  themselves  had  taken  the 
Oath  of  Allegiance,  would  be  willing 
that  the  others  should  take  it ;  but  what 

about  their  probable  successors — the  men 
who  had  regarded  the  toast  of  the  health 
of  the  Queen  as  a  Party  toast,  and  whose 
allegiance  to  the  Crown  was  not  always 
true  ?    It  was  against  such  men  as  these, 
if  they  should  be  called  on  to  take  any 
position  of  power  in  Ireland,  that  the 
Amendment  was  directed,  and  not  against 
the  present  Members  for  Ireland.  It 
was  of  great  importance,  bearing  in 
mind  the  history  of  the  past  few  years, 
that  every  man  who  undertook  a  position 
of  power  and  responsibility  in  Ireland 
under  this  Bill  should  be  required  to 
openly  express  bis  fidelity  to  the  Queen, 
and  his  intention  to  be  a  loyal  subject. 
It    might    be    said    that  promissory 
oaths    had   no   great   binding    effect ; 
but  Parliament  had  always  attached, 
and  rightly  attached,  importance  and 
responsibility  to  the  Oath  of  Allegiance. 
In  1 889,  when  it  was  proposed  to  create 
the  Board  of  Agricnlture,  it  was  thought 
desirable  to  put  in  the  Act  constituting 
the  Board  a  provision  that  the  President 
should  take  the  Oath  of  Allegiance.  No 
one  for  an  instant  thought  of  suepectiug 
either  the   right   hou.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for   Sleaford   or   the  present 
President  of  the  Board  of  any  treason- 
able designs,  yet  the  House  decided  that 
they  should  be  called  upon  to  take  the 
Oath  of  Allegiance.    Agaiu,  hy  Act  of 
Parliament,  various  public  oflScials  in 
Ireland  were  required  to  take  the  oath. 
Among  them  were  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
the  Commander  of  the  Forces,  the  Chief 
Secretary,  and  the  Lord  Chancellor.  As 
regarded  some  of  the  offices,  the  Impe- 
rial Parliament  would,  under  Home  Rule, 
retain  the  power  of  filling  them  ;  other 
offices  would  cease  to  exist ;  but  what 
would  be  the  position  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor ?    Bearing  in  mind  the  conditions 
under  which  he  would  hold  his  Office, 
surely  it  was  important  that  he  should 
he  loyal  to  the  Crown.    At  present, 
every  judicial  officer  in  Ireland,  from  the 
highest  Judge  down  to  the  Magistrate 
in  the  smallest  borough,  had  to  take  the 
Oath  of  Allegiance  ;  so,  too,  did  Queen's 
Counsel,  the  men  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary,  Privy  Councillors,  and  the 
holders  of  certain  dignities.    His  Amend- 
ment, if  carried,  would  enable  them  in 
the  future,  as  they  had  done^iu  the  past, 
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to  iuBure  that  those  on  whom  public 
duties  doTolved  should  publicly  swear 
theu-  allegiance  to  the  Queen.  The  Bill 
was  somewhat  obscure  as  to  what  was 
to  be  done  Id  this  matter  bj  the  Members 
of  the  proposed  oew  Legislature.  In 
the  Bill  of  1886,  Clause  34,  Sub-section  2, 
it  was  clearljr  provided  that  the  Oath  of 
Allegiance  should  be  taken.  In  the 
present  Bill  it  was  provided  that  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  Council  should,  by 
the  day  appointed  for  the  opening  of  the 
new  Farliament,  make  regulations  for 
the  adaptatiou  of  the  laws  and  customs 
relating  to  the  House  of  Commons  and 
its  Members ;  but  he  did  not  gather  what 
WAS  the  exact  meaning  of  those  words. 
He  was  sure  all  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee would  desire  that  tiae  solraon  duty 
of  performing  the  outward  sign  of 
loyalty  which,  as  Members  of  that 
House,  they  had  performed  by  taking 
the  Oath  of  Allegiance,  should  be  con- 
tinued in  Ireland  as  well  as  in  England, 
and  his  Amendment  would  give  them 
the  power  to  secure  that  very  desirable 
end. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
6,  after  the  word  "naturalisation,"  to 
insert  the  words  "or  the  taking  of  the 
Oath  of  Allegiance."  —  {Mr.  Grant 
Lawton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mn.  J.  MORLET  :  The  Amendment 

is  open  to  one  objection,  which  precludes 
the  Government  from  accepting  it.  No 

doubt  the  Irish  Government  will  create 
a  number  of  new  offices.  The  hon. 
Member  desires  that  those  who  are  ap- 
pointed to  the  offices  thus  set  up  shall 
take  the  Oath  of  Allegiance.  But  what 
does  he  do  in  order  to  secure  that  ?  He 
proposes  to  prohibit  the  Irish  Govem- 
ment  from  attaching  to  those  offices  the 
oUigatioD  of  taking  the  Oath  of  Alle- 
giance, and  he  imposes  upon  this  Parlia- 
ment the  duty  of  seeing  that  the  duty  of 
taking  the  oath  is  attached  to  the  new 
offices.  He  does  that,  too,  in  a  Bill  the 
mun  object  of  which  is  to  relieve  this 
Parliament  from  the  duty  of  dealing  with 
exclusively  Irish  affairs:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber snpposes  a  state  of  things  in  which 
the  Irish  Legislature  would  be  manned 
by  persons  who  own  no  allegiance  to  the 
Crown.  In  that  case  the  serious  and  . 
Mr,  J.  G.  Lawton 


important  point  is  that  such  sentiments 
should  prevail,  and  not  that  the  persons 
who  entertain  them  should  be  free 
from  the  Oath  of  Allegiance.  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  will  be  candid 
enough  to  admit  that  his  proposal  defeats 
its  own  purpose.  I  need  not  go  into  Uie 
question  as  to  what  additional  sanctity  is 
given  by  the  taking  of  an  oath  or  making 
an  affirmation. 

Mr,  a.  J,  BALFOUR :  The  right 
hou.  Gentleman  must  feel  that  whatever 
weight  in  theory  there  may  be  in  his 
argument,  it  has  very  little  force  in  prac- 
tice. According  to  the  Prime  Minister, 
the  chief  function  of  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture in  relation  to  offices  will  be  in  the 
direction  of  abolition  rather  than  of 
creation,  for  we  are  constantly  told  that 
the  Public  Service  in  Ireland  is  over- 
manned. Under  the  present  state  of 
things,  every,  Judge  and  Magistrate  in 
Ireland  is  bound  to  take  the  Oath  of 
Allegiance  ;  and  the  question  is,  whether 
the  Irish  Legislature  ought  to  be  able  to 
put  an  end  to  that  condition  or  not  ?  In 
the  House  ci  Commons  it  has  always 
been  thought  desirable  that  the  holders 
of  offices  should  publicly  pronounce 
themselves  loyal  subjects  to  the  Queen  ; 
but  unless  the  Amendment  is  put  in 
the  Bill,  it  will  be  in  the  power  of  the 
Irish  Legislature  to  abolish  this  safe- 
guard, whatever  it  may  be  worth.  If  it 
is  intended  that  the  new  Irish  Legislature 
shall  ti^e  the  Oath  of  Allegiance  as  the 
House  of  Common  does,  and  that  the 
new  Irish  Judges  and  Magistrates  shall 
take  the  Oath  as  the  existing  Judges 
and  Magistrates  do,  then  let  &e  inten- 
tion be  embodied  in  the  Bill.  I  cannot 
conceive  how  anyone  can  object  to  that. 
Hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
have  been  under  the  suspicion  that  iu 
some  of  their  actions  loyalty  has  not  oc- 
cupied a  prominent  place,  and  therefore 
they  ought  to  hail  this  opportunity  of 
declaring  that  they  do  not  intend  any 
disloyalty  to  the  Crown.  The  Govern- 
ment and  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way will  be  guilty  of  a  great  indiscretimt 
in  refusing  that  which,  as  far  as  paper 
safeguards  can  go,  will  enforce  the  da^ 
of  loyalty  to  ti^e  Queen.  If  the  hon. 
Mnnber  goes  to  a  Divuion  I  shall  cer- 
tainly rote  with  him. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  go  to  a 
Division,  as  in  that  case  ^e  shoidd  hare 
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to  TOte  against  the  Amendment.  He  did 
not  regard  these  Oaths  of  Allegiance  as 
of  any  value.  Though  they  might  have 
Bome  influence  with  a  tender  conscience, 
they  never  captured  a  robust  conscience. 
The  Committee  would  remember  the  case 
of  Louis  Napoleon  in  France,  to  whom 
an  Oath  of  Allegiance  was  given  by 
many,  who  subsequently  broke  it.  He 
would  not  take  away  from  the  Irish 
Legislature  the  power  of  dealing  with 
the  Oaths  to  be  taken  by  its  Members, 
and  on  that  ground  he  should  vote  against 
the  Amendment  if  it  wore  pressed  to  a 
IM  vision. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  said,  it  might  be  a  qaestion 
to  what  extent  oaths  were  useful  in  the 
case  of  people  of  "  robust  conscience." 
But  if  there  was  to  be  an  abolition  of  the 
Oath  of  AU^iance,  should  not  it  be  by 
general  law  applicable  to  the  whole  of 
Qie  United  Kingdom  ?    He  gathered  that 
there  was  a  sentiment  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  against  imposing  these 
Oaths  at  all ;  but  such  a  sentiment  ought 
not  to  influence  the  Committee  in  deciding 
on  this  particular  proposaL     After  all 
that  had  passed  in  Ireland,  was  it  wise 
to  give  the  Irish  Legislature  the  power 
of  abolishing  the   Oath   of  Allegiance 
which  was  still  taken  in  this  country  ? 
Looking  to  the  views  which  were  held 
as  to  the  possible  absence  of  thorough 
loyalty   in  Ireland,  would  not  an  un- 
favourable  impression  be  left   on  the 
public  mind  if  the  Irish  Legislature  were 
given  the  power  of  dispensing  with  the 
Oath  of  Allegiance  ?  This  was  not  a  purely 
Irish  affair.    The  Oath  of  Allegiance 
was  of  importance  to  the  Empire  at  large, 
and  a  painful  effect  on  public  opinion  as 
regarded  this  Bill  would  be  produced  if  the 
Government  showed  themselves  prepared 
to  liberate  Ireland  from  the  obligation  of 
imposing  on  its  public  officials  the  duty 
of  taking  the  Oath  of  Allegiance,  which, 
though  in  all  cases  it  might  not  be  bind- 
ing on  individual  consciences,  would  be  a 
declaration  on  the  part  of  Parliament 
that  those  who  took  office  should  own 
allegiance  to  the  Crown, 

Ma.  LITTLE  (Whitehaven)  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  Amendment  was 
dizectij  intended  to  {wevent  the  Irish 
Pailiunent  doing  the  grac^nl  act  -of 
P'<"*'>iuioing  by  ite  ownl^islatnre  that 
it  acc^ted  this  Bill  aa  a  settlement  of 


the  great  controversy  between  this 
country  and  Ireland.  We  ought  to  give 
the  Iriah  Parliament  the  opportunity  of 
legislating  upon  the  subject,  because  if 
they  had  the  opportunity  they  would  be 
able  to  show  to  the  whole  world,  by  not 
destroying  the  Act  of  Allegiance,  that 
they  accepted  the  Bill  as  a  settlement. 

Me.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  he  did  not  know  the  object  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down,  or  its  bearing  on  the 
Amendment.  The  speech  of  the  Chief 
Secretary,  howevw,  appeared  to  him 
to  be  a  speech  in  favour  of  the 
abolition  of  Oaths.  That  might  be  a 
right  or  a  wrong  thing  to  do— there  was 
a  feeling  in  regard  to  it — ^but  if  Oaths 
were  to  be  abolished  

Mk.  J.  MOBLEY  :  I  said  nothing  to 
that  effect. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  The  whole 
drift  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  re-  ■ 
marks  was  apparently  in  that  direction. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  drift  of  my 
remarks  was  in  the  very  opposite  direc- 
tion. It  was  to  disable  them  from 
abolishing  the  Oath. 

Mft.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  the 
speech  meant  more  than  that.  It  meant, 
apparently,  the  abolition  of  the  Oath. 
He  understood  the  position  ci  many  who 
objected  to  the  (^th  as  nselus ;  but 
Ireland  was  not  the  place  in  which  to 
begin  the  abolition — a  place  where 
loyalty  was  conditional  loyalty,  a  country 
where — it  occurred  in  the  Mansion  House 
in  Dublin  a  few  years  i^o — a  Lord  Mayor 
took  down  the  British  flag  and  stowed  it 
away  in  a  dust-bin,  and  the  lettem 
"V.  R.,"  in  device  form,  along  with  it. 
If  they  were  to  b^n  abolition,  let  them 
begin  in  some  place  that  was  tmacens- 
tomed  to  things  like  that.  It  might  be 
reasonable  to  abolish  it — be  did  not  say 
so— bat  they  eoold  differ  upon  the  point. 
For  his  part,  he  tfaoQght  Ireland  was  not 
the  plaoe  where  they  should  begin,  and 
if  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment  went  to 
a  Division  he  should  vote  with  him. 

Mr.  Clftncy  rose  in  his  place,  and  dumed 
to  move,  "That  the  Question  be  now 
put;"  but  the  Chairman  withheld  his: 
assent,  and  declined  then  to  put  that 
Question. . 

Debate  resumed. 
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•Mr.  darling  (Deptfonl)  said,  he 
would  not  have  riseu  had  it  not  been  for 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Little).  He  thought  the  time  had 
come  when  Eoglish  Members  should  give 
some  sort  of  expression  with  reference 
to  the  concessions  that  were  being  made 
to  what  was  called  Irish  sentiment  and 
Irish  prejudice.  He  aid  not  think  the 
people  of  this  country  were  anxious  to 
trifle  with  the  Oath  of  Allegiance  simply 
in  order  that  tfa^  Irish  Members  might 
have  an  opportunity  of  doing  a  graceful 
act.  He  bad  never  yet  seen  these  hon. 
Member  doing  a  gracef  d1  act,  and  he  did 
not  know  how  they  might  avail  them- 
selves of  the  opportunity  which  the  hon. 
Member  desired  should  be  given  to 
them.  Were  the  people  of  England  and 
of  Scotland  and  Wales  to  be  told  that  in 
giving  the  Irish  an  opportunity  of  enacting 
the  Oath  they  were  being  given  simply 
an  opportunity  of  doing  a  graceful  act  ? 
.That  assumed  that  they  had  no  wish  to 
take  the  Oath — that  they  would  take 
the  salary.  ["  Oh  !  "]  Yes,  the  salary 
without  the  Oath. 

Mb.  MACFAELANE  (Argyll) :  They 
would  not  take  it. 

*Mr.  darling  asked,  which  would 
they  not  take  ?  He  thought  the  House 
would  know  wliich.  A  graceful  action 
only  came  in  when  a  man  did 
that  which  he  regretted.  When  a 
Scotchman  gave  money — he  spoke  as  a 
Scotchman  himself— he  did  a  graceful 
act.  If  an  Irishman  took  the  Oath, 
saying  he  took  it  for  what  it  was  worth, 
then  he  did  that  which  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  Little)  desired — he  did  a 
graceful  action  simply  because  he 
did  that  which  he  was  unwilling  to  do. 
He  (Mr.  Darling)  had  no  idea  of  legis- 
lating on  those  principles.  If  it  was 
necessary  for  an  Englishman — and  all 
Englishmen  were  loyal,  not  even  ex- 
cepting those  on  the  Liberal  Benches~ 
to  take  the  Oath,  if  Englishmen  were 
bound  to  do  it  in  certain  circumstances, 
why  should  not  an  Irishman  ?  That  was 
one  reason  why  he  supported  the 
Amendment.  tCiy  of  "Drridel**] 
They  might  divide  on  the  closure ;  but  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  J.  Morley)  woidd  hardly  serve  him 
as  he  did  the  two  Egyptians  yesterday. 
If  be  wanted  a  further  reason  for  voting 
for  the  Amendment  he  found  it  in 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 


Ireland  Bill,  444 

opposite,  who  told  them  of  the  people 
who  deserted  Louis  Napoleon  after 
taking  the  oath  of  allegiance  to  him. 
[Crieg  of  «  Onier  I "]  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  afraid  that  if  they 
forced  the  Irish  to  take  the  Oath  they 
would  prove  treacherous  just  as  Louis 
Napoleou^s  followers  had  done.  He  did 
not  think  that  was  a  very  dignified  com- 
pliment to  the  Irish  M^bers.  If  he 
(Mr.  Darling)  sat  on  the  Irish  Benohra 
tha^  argument  would  make  bim  vote  for 
the  Amendnrent,  for  he  should  not  think 
it  just  to  put  the  Irish  oo  a  level  witfa 
the  French  in  that  matter.  [^Cries  of 
"DiTide!"] 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — -Ayes  242  ; 
Noes  28».~-(DivisLon  List,  No.  124.) 

Mr.  COURTNEY  rose  to  move,  in 
page  2,  line  7,  to  leave  out  "  trade  with 
any  other  place  out  of  Ireland,  or  quar- 
antine, or. "  He  said  :  The  Amendment 
which  stands  in  my  name  is  of  a  different 
character  from  most  of  the  Amendments 
that  have  been  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Committee.  Those  Amendments 
have  been  directed  to  the  diminution  or 
restriction  of  the  powers  of  the  Legis- 
lative Assembly  which  it  is  pro- 
posed to  set  up  in  Dublin.  This 
one  is  directed  in  a  contrary  sense 
to  relieve  that  Legislative  Assembly, 
from  restrictions  imposed  upon  it  by  the 
Bill.  It  may  seem  inconsistent  that 
there  should  be  any  disposition  to 
favour,  in  this  part  of  the  House, 
Amendments  of  an  apparently  opposite 
character — ^restricting  at  one  time  and  at 
other  times  enlarging  the  powers  of  the 
Assembly.  But  our  view  on  that 
question  is  guided  by  the  work  in  which 
we  are  engaged.  If  it  were  likely  that 
this  Bill  should  ever  pass  into  law,  our 
action  might  be  of  a  different  character, 
but  we  have  reason  to  hope  and  to  be- 
lieve that  it  will  not  ripen  into  an  Act. 
Our  view  is  that  we  are  at 
present,  in  effect,  trying  to  im- 
press upon  the  electors  outside 
this  House,  to  whom  will  be  committed 
the  determination  of  this  problem,  the 
difRculties  involved  in  it  which  were  not 
immediately  apparent  to  them  from  the 
submission  of  the  simple  idea  of  Home 
Rule — Home  Rule,  I  mean,  as  submitted 
to  the  constituencies  and^approved  of  hy 
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a  majority  in  this  House.  We  were  told 
that  Home  Rale  meant  the  setting  np  of 
a  I^iament  in  DubUn.  We  never  had 
any  expIatuttioD  of  what  that  meant ; 
we  could  not  have  it,  for  the  reason  we 
never  bad  a  Bcheme  put  forward.  It  was 
with  the  greatest  difficnltj,  common  to 
all  Members  of  the  HooBe,  we  could  get 
anything  for  the  electorate  to  examine 
for  themselves,  so  as  to  consider  what  was 
involved  in  the  principle  of  setting  up  a 
Parliament  in  Dnblin.  By  a  snocession 
of  Amendments  we  have  been  urging  on 
the  Grovemment  for  restriction  of  these 
powers  ;  we  have,  one  by  one,  submitted 
these  several  questions  for  explanation,  so 
that  the  country  can  understand  that  the 
setting  up  of  a  Parliament  in  Dublin 
means  the  dealing  with  this  or  that 
Inwich  of  law  ;  we  are  descending  from 
generalities  to  particular,  and  bringing 
home  to  the  intelligence  of  every  elector 
what  are  the  necessary  consequences  of 
the  apparently  simple  ides  adopted  by 
many  with  a  sense  of  relief  when  they 
supported  this  policy  of  Home  Rule.  My 
desire  is  to  bring  home  to  the  electors  of 
the  Kingdom  that  if  they  sincerely  nnder- 
stand  the  policy  of  Home  Rule,  meaning 
thereby  the  granting  to  the  inhabitants 
<A  Ireland  the  realisation  of  their  alleged 
aspirations  to  settle  their  own  conduct 
and  to  do  what  they  can  to  promote  the 
material  well-being  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  country,  they  will  be  reasonably 
drawn  to  giving  to  the  Parliament  set  up 
the  power  given  to  every  Parliament 
created  the  power  of  regulating  their  own 
trade,  in  a  sense  of  imposing  Customs 
Duties,  and  protecting  their  own 
industries.  ["  Hear,  hear  I "]  I  do  not 
share  that  view  myself,  though  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  seems  to  hold  it ; 
but  I  do  recognise  that  if  you  mean  to 
adopt  I^me  Rule,  you  give  to  the 
Legislature — and  you  must  give  to 
the  Legislature  which  you  propose  to 
bnng  into  existence  —  the  means  of 
unwisdom  as  well  as  of  wisdom,  the 
possibility  of  being  unjust  as  well  as 
of  being  just.  You  must  accept  the  risk 
that  is  involved  in  the  concession  of  a 
mischievous  and  mistaken  policy,  and  it 
is  not  for  you  to  determine  beforehand 
whether  it  is  mischievous  or  mistaken. 
Ton  may  entertain  that  opinion  yaar- 
selves,  hut  by  adopting  an  idea  of  Home 
Bole  yon  are  properly  to  commit  the  de- 
termination of  such  questions  to  the 


Assembly  you  propose  to  create.  There 
is  another  point  worthy  of  observation. 
I  think  some  persons  who  have  had  a 
large  share  in  the  construction  of  this 
BiU  have  confined  their  attention  to  the 
substitution  of  one  kind  of  legislative 
machinery  for  another ;  they  have  sup- 
posed that  everything  is  satisfactory — 
that  no  further  claim  is  needed.  I  pro- 
test against  that  as  a  wholly  Inadequate 
conception  of  the  case  upon  which  the 
framers  of  the  Bill  are  engaged.  It  is 
not  only  the  substitution  of  oue  machinery 
for  another  which  they  have  entered 
upon  ;  they  must  consider  a  change  of 
operation,  and  they  must  look  for  a 
difference  of  result.  You  have  to  con- 
ceive not  only  a  Legislature  in  Ireland 
undertaking  the  affairs  of  Ireland,  but 
that  Legislature  may,  and  certainly  will, 
claim  to  have  the  power  of  working  in  a 
different  sense  towards  different  objects. 

Mr.  LOUGH  (Islington,  W.)  :  I  rise 
to  Order,  Sir.  May  I  ask  whether  th« 
right  bou.  Gentleman  is  speaking  to  the 
Amendment  before  the  Committee  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  right  hon. 
Geutlemau  is  speaking  in  Order. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  :  If  the  hon. 
Member  would  look  at  the  Amendment 
on  the  Paper  he  would  be  in  a  better 
position  to  understand  the  relevancy  of 
my  remarks.  I  say,  Sir,  you  must  con- 
sider that  what  you  are  enacting  will 
work  different  processes,  and  be  aimed  at 
different  results  to  the  processes  and  re- 
sults viewed  by  the  Body  here.  Every 
case  of  concediug  Home  Rule  to  an 
English-speaking  community,  to  all  the 
large  Colonies  throughout  the  world,  has 
been  accompanied  as  a  necessary  part  of 
that  concession,  as  an  inevitable  part  of 
the  recognition  of  that  demand  for  self- 
sustained  existence,  the  admission  of  the 
power  on  the  part  of  the  community  so 
enfranchised  for  the  setting  up  of  Customs 
Duties  and  of  legislating  in  respect  of  its 
trade  and  commerce.  What  is  the  idea 
of  separate  national  existence  which  has 
been  embodied  in  the  demand  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and  which  this  Bill 
proposes  to  satisfy  ?  They  desire  to 
work  out  their  own  salvation,  and  if  they 
have  views — and  most  hou.  Members 
opposite  and  large  numbers  of  their 
followers  have — as  to  the  means  of  work- 
ing out  their  material  prosperity  through 
Home  Rule  which  are  not  satisfied  by 
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the  machiDery  of  this  Bill,  then  jou  are 
really  ofFeriug  what  they  will  consider  is  a 
preteuce,  uot  a  reality — something  suited 
to  your  ideas  aud  uot  theirs.  I  hold  it 
is  not  justifiable  to  exclude  from .  the 
power  you  propose  to  confer  on  the  Irish 
Legislature  these  powers  which  I  propose 
to  confer  tipon  them,  and  I  am  quite  sure, 
io  the  path  of  peace  oa  which  yon  tfaink 
yon  have  entered,  yon  will  not  realise 
that  peace  you  desire  unless  you  go 
further  than  you  have  done  and  give  the 
Irish  Parliament  not  merely  the  legislation 
you  propose  to  give  them,  but  the  means 
of  satisfying  the  ambition  which  they 
entertain  to  become  &n  industrial  power — 
au  industrial  community  amongst  the 
nations  of  the  world.  They  desire  to 
have  manufactures  of  their  own  ;  trade 
of  their  own.  They  believe  that  the 
legislation  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  in 
the  past  has  injured  and  destroyed  their 
manufactures — ["Hear,  hear  I "1 — I  do 
not  agree  Witn  them,  'bnt  I  think 
their  opinion  must  be  taken  into  accoant 
if  this  problem  is  to  be  grappled  with. 
The  great  bulk  of  the  Irish  people  want 
from  the  Government  the  power  that  is 
necessary  to  satisfy  those  desires  ;  they 
believe  it  only  requires  action  on  the  part 
of  the  Legislature  to  secure  those 
manufactures ;  and  you  are  denying 
them,  In  the  scheme  you  bring  forw^ard, 
the  power  necessary  to  set  them  up 
as  a  manufacturing  and  prosperous 
conntry.  And  they  may  appeal,  in 
that  regard,  to  the  opinions  of  the 
late  Mr.  Palnell,  who  said  that  in  respect 
of  certain  local  communities  protection 
was  perhaps  necessary  in  order  to  give  a 
start  to  industry  that  would  be  self- 
sustaining  after.  And  in  that  conuectiou 
I  may  say  that  a  distinguished  Irish 
economist  who  held  the  same  opinion, 
in  a  conversation  with  respect  to  Ireland, 
said  he  thought  a  case  might  at  least  be 
made  on  the  part  of  Irish  manufactures  ; 
tfaa^:  if  Ireland  were  to  be  separated 
legislatively  from  England,  which  he  did 
not  desire,  but  if  Ireland  were  to  receive 
a  separate  Parliament,  he  thought  a  case 
might  be  established  on  the  part  of  Ire- 
land demanding  powers  of  protection, 
powers  of  fostering  manufactures,  and 
setting  on  foot  and  starting  afresh 
those  manufactures  which  had  been  de- 
stroyed and  entirely  abolished  by  the 
past  action  or  inaction  of  this  Parlia- 
ment.   I  do  not  share  that  view,  and  I 
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think  the  experience  of  the  United 
States,  especially  within  the  last  20 
years,  has  given  the  strongest  confuta- 
tion of  the  principle  of  protection  of 
manufactures  in  small  commiuuties. 
Since  the  war  manu&ctures  have  sprung 
up  in  the  South  without  any  kind  of 
assistAuce  from  protective  or  other  duties ; 
without  any  fostering  aid  they  have 
sprung  up  in  rivalry  to  the  manufactures 
of  the  older  Kew  England,  and  they 
have  been  carried  on  satisfactorily  ;  they 
have  sprung  up  merely  through  the 
natural  operation  of  economic  force.  If 
the  Iri^h  LegiHlatiu*e  had  this  power,  I 
repeat,  it  would  be  a  power  injurious  to 
themselves,  injurious  to  their  moteoriftl 
prosperity — [An  hon.  Meubsr  ;  Qiteft- 
tion  !]  I  thought  the  hon.  Member  was 
a  genuine  Home  Ruler.  You  must  give 
power,  even  if  it  does  operate  miscbieT- 
ously  to  those  who  have  ;  yon  must  give  it 
them  ;  the  necessity  of  the  case  requires 
it  being  given,  and  on  them  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  consequences  must  fall. 
The  fact  is  that  it  is  demanded  in  a 
large  degree  throughout  Ireland,  and  it 
ia  a  test  of  sincerity  on  the  part  of  Home 
Rulers  whether  they  are  willing  to 
legislate  iu  deference  to  Irish  opinion  ; 
whether  they  will  grant  or  withhold  thH 
power.  I  would  put  it  in  another  way. 
You  are  launching  an  Irish  Parliament 
with  a  particular  s(dieme  of  fioanoe,  a 
particular  means  of  income,  and  par- 
ticular modes  of  collectii^  income  for  the 
needs  of  your  Irish  Administration.  The 
Irish  Government  in  the  future,  if  ever  it 
should  come  into  existence,  will  be  in  a 
very  tight  fit  in  regard  to  finance.  The 
money  given  is  not  less  than  they  are  en- 
titled to  demand ;  aud  though  Ireland 
would  bo  in  a  tight  fit  it  does  not  involve 
that  Ireland  is  unjustly  or  even  illiberally 
treated,  but,  at  all  events,  she  would 
be  very  hard  up.  I  woi^d  recall  to 
hon.  Members  of  the  Committee  the 
observation  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork,  who  said — 

"  The  rrish  Parliament  would  bare  a  good 
deal  of  leeway  to  make  up,  neglected  industries 
to  look  after,  opportunitiea  of  material  develop* 
meut  which  have  been  overlooked  or  pat  aside, 
work  of  that  kind  to  be  undertaken,  all  of  which 
involves  money  ; " 

and  you  are  greatly  restricting  them  in 
the  way  of  money  if  you  set  up  a  Parlia- 
ment, as  you  propose,  and  deny  them  the 
power  of  levying  Customs  Duties  as  they 
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would  desire.    By  this  you  are  preparing 
in  the  future    remonstrances  agaiust 
limitations  you  put  on  their  tax-levying 
authority.    It  must  be  obvious  to  hon. 
Uembers  that  the  power  of  free  legisla- 
tioD  in  respect  to  trade  has  a  considerable 
bearing  on  the  prospects  of  income  to 
an  Irish  Parliament,  and  to  which  most 
Fftrliaments  and  most  GoTernments  first 
look  in  desiring  to  meet  the  charges  of 
the  year ;  and  therefore  the  insufficiency 
of  uie  tax-levying  J)ower  given  to  the 
Irish  I^rliament,  and  the  calls  that  the 
Irish  Parliament  will  have  to  meet,  is  an 
additional  argument  in  favour  of  going 
the  length  of  lyour  own  principles,  and 
meetmg,  as  you  profess  to  meet  in  full, 
the  claims  of  the  Irish  Representatives 
in  givhig  What  they  desire — power  over 
Customs  Daties,  power  over  regulating 
trAde.   They  want  moneys — ^here  is  the 
only  means  of  obtaining  it,  and  yon  deny 
&em  that  means.    They  might  borrow 
money,  but  those  who  lend  generally 
like  to  receive  interest,  and  they  loot  to 
the  income  out  of  which  it  is  to  be  de- 
rived.   So  far  as  I  have  any  knowledge 
of  loans  lent  to  foreign  countries,  the 
Customs  Duties  are  generally  considered 
the  first  charge  with  which  to  pay  the 
interest  on  the  loans.    I  might  go  to 
many  observations,  adduce  many  circum- 
stances to  enhance  the  views  that  pre- 
vail in  Ireland  for  this  demand  of  power ; 
bnt  it  is  enough  if  I  refer  to  the  language 
of  the  late  Mr.  Pamell,  who  did  not  give 
expression  to  opinions  at  variance  with 
what  he  believed  to  be  the  popular  senti- 
ment and  what  he  understood  to  be  the 
popular  demand.    On  two  occasions,  at 
Ie«st,'he  expressly  claimed  for  the  Irish 
Legislature  the  power  which  I  say  must 
be  given  to  this  Legislature  if  Home  Rule 
IB  to  be  considered  in  the  sense  in  which 
it  has  been  described.   He  declared  the 
claim  of  his  country  to  the  power  of 
developing  their  own  resources  by  means 
of  establishing  a  Customs  tariff.  That 
nms  through  the  whole  scheme  of  Home 
Bole,  and  T  think  this  scheme  is  a  hasty 
bhmder  from  beginning  to  end.     It  is 
onr  work  to  make  the  country  under- 
stand that,  to  make  the  people  under- 
stand what  is  invalid  in  it,  and  when 
they  have  realised  it,  we  shall  secure  the 
verdict   to   reject    what  has  been  too 
Iwstily  proposed.     We  recognise  the 
•athority  to  which  we  must  go,  and  we 
want  to  bring  Home  Rule  to  the  mind  of 
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that  authority,  to  bring  before  it  all  the 
speeches,  and  to  show  in  detail  what  are 
the  special  things  to  be  taken  into 
account. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  It  is  perfectly 
ridiculous. 

Mil.  COURTNEY  :  I  do  not  wish  to 
parody  the  language  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government. 
I  am  not  the  least  angry  at  that  inter- 
mption ;  bat  I  am  sincerely  grieved  that 
the  hon.  Member,  who  has  great  ability, 
and  has  shown  it  previously  in  Debates 
in  this  House,  should  descend  to  these 
ridiculous  interruptions  that  do  no  honour 
to  himself,  that  depreciate  the  value  of 
his  career,  and  for  the  sake  of  his  reputa- 
tion I  hope  that  be  will  abstain  from 
them.    I  will  not  ocenpy  tl^e  atteotioa 
of  the  Committee  very  long  now.  I 
have  said  the  fears  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  are  not  generaUy  expressed;  but 
we  all  know  the  expression  of  their 
desire  is  limited  to  what  they  can  obtain. 
If  they  have  anything  offered  them,  will 
they  reject  it— will  it  be  otherwise  than 
agreeable,  and  a  fulfilment  of  what  they 
want  ?     I  have  heard  them  say — "  We 
want  better  earnings  ;  we  want  to  be 
better  off,  and  we  can  do  it  if  you  let  ng 
have  the  power."    I  do  not  believe  they 
would ;  but  that  is  their  belief,  and  if 
you  are  going  to  act  on  their  belief,  you 
cannot  rdnse  the  means  by  which  tibey 
hope  to  bring  about  their  desire.  There 
is  only  one  other  point  in  connection  with 
this  that   I   ought  to   allude  to,  and 
that  is  that  in  considering  this  Amend- 
ment I  can  never  get  rid  of  the  reference 
to  Clause  8.    It  is  intimately  connected 
with  the  retention  of  the  Irish  Members. 
Every  limitation  you  put  upon  the  power 
of  the  Irish  Legislature  renders  it  the 
more  imperative  that  the  Irish  Members 
should  remain  here ;  and  if  you  maintain 
this  limitation  in  respect  of  trade,  and 
disable  the  Irish  X«6gislature  from  legis- 
lating   in    respect    of    Customs,  or 
in  respect  of  Excise,  you   make  it 
absolutely  necessary  that  there  should  be 
Irish  Representatives  in  this  House.  I 
associated  my  Amendment  with  an  alter- 
ation of  Clause  9  so  as  to  exclude  the 
Irish  Members  from  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament, because  it  would  bo  impossible 
to     deny     this     power,     and  to 
deny  them,  at  the  same  time,  repre- 
sentation in  the  House  of  Commons.  I 
know  it  is  said  that  question^was  settled 
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by  the  conBtitueucies.  I  do  not 
believe  it  watt,  but  1  believe  it  is  stiii  an 
open  question.  I  apologise  to  the  Com- 
mittee for  having  detained  them  at 
such  length  ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
I  am  conscious  of  tlje  importance  of  the 
sub}ect,  which  require  some  elaboration  in 
presenting  it  to  the  Committee,  and  I 
must  press  upon  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  it  is  one  which  cannot  be  dis- 
posed of,  simply  because  it  is  an 
unpleasant  matter  to  consider.  It  is  a 
thing  you  will  have  to  consider  in  pro- 
posing to  legislate  according  to  Irish 
ideas  and  wishes,  and  it  is  because  I 
desire  to  have  that  brongbt  home  to  the 
people  at  la^e  that  I  make  this  proposal. 
I  beg  to  move  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
7,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  Trade  with 
any  place  out  of  Ireland  or  quarantine 
or." — {Mr,  Courtney,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

CUiise." 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  My  right 
hou.  Friend  has  delivered  an  extremely 
comprehensive  speech.  I  do  not  think  it 
is  necessary  for  me  to  enter,  at  this  time, 
upon  the  question  of  the  retention  of  the 
Irish  Members  ;  nor  do  I  think  it  is 
desirable  that  I  should  discuss  t^e  ques- 
tion of  Irish  finanoe^  both  of  which  sub- 
jects I  look  upon  as  rather  extraneous. 
Although  this  is  a  Motion  for  the  exten- 
sion <tf  the  powers  of  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture, my  right  hon.  Friend  will  not 
expect  any  lively  gratitude  from  me  as  a 
promoter  of  the  BUI.  The  moral  lessons 
which  my  ri^t  hon.  friend  appeared  to 
think  would  attend  the  adoption  of  his 
Amendment  is  auotiier  and  very  different 
thing.  I  am  not  sure  how  far  my  right 
hon.  Friend  intended  to  go  in  recom- 
mending his  own  Motion.  He  said — "  I 
urge  the  necessity  of  granting  to  the 
Irish  Legislature  the  possession  of  the 
very  large  power  described  in  my  Amend- 
ment, but  I  think  it  right  to  give  notice 
to  you  and  the  Irish  M^bers  that  the 
possession  of  that  power  will  be  injurious 
to  them."  So  singular  a  form  of  recom- 
mendation  as  that  would  justify  me  in 
compressing  as  much  as  I  can,  the 
reply  I  have  to  make.  I  quite  agree  that 
this  is  a  very  serious  question,  and  oue 
that  it  is  absolutely  necessary  for  all 
persons  connected  with  the  framing  of 
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the  Bill,  to  look  in  the  face  and  endeavour 
to  deal  with  according  to  the  main  and 
leading  considerations  that  bear  upcm  it. 
The  Government  are  not  in  a  position  to 
consider.the  possibility  of  accepting  the 
Amendment.  I  think  my  right  hon. 
Friend  will  recognise  that  we  could  not 
make  a  change  of  this  character— a 
change  going  so  near  to  the  rout  of  the 
Bill  in  the  matter  of  such  vital  and 
practical  importance — without  endangw- 
ing  the  measure  of  which  we  have  charge. 
Let  the  Committee  look  very  briefly  at 
the  histOTy  of  this  qnestion.  In  the  BUI 
of  1886,  not  without  having  given  the 
beet  consideration  in  their  powor  to  tfae 
subject,  we  proposed  to  withhold  frcnn 
the  Irieii  Legislature  the  power  of  dealing 
with  external  trade.  But  we  were  con- 
scious, in  doing  that,  that  we  were 
making  a  very  serious  d«nand  upon 
Ireland.  The  management  of  the  trade 
of  a  country  is  a  very  serious  portion  of 
what  may  be  considered  as  properly  its 
own  affairs  ;  and  it  might  have  been  that 
Ireland  would  have  resented  this  aggree- 
sicHi,  so  to  call  it,  on  our  part^  and  having 
obtuned  the  power  of  declaring  her  in- 
tention with  regard  to^  our  proposals 
would  have  said — "  We  eannot  aeoept 
your  gift  upon  such  a  condition.**  The 
Irish  Nationalists  and  the  people  of  Ire- 
land would  have  been  perfectly  entitled 
to  take  that  ground  if  they  bad  pleased  ; 
but  that  ground  was  not  taken.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  aays,  and  says  truly,, 
that  at  one  period  Mr.  Famell,  who- 
neoessarily  spoke  with  enormoua  weight 
upon  every  subject  rel^ng  to  the  affairs 
of  Ireland,  demanded  this  power  ou  tb& 
part  of  Ireland.  Yes,  Sir  ;  Mr.  Pamell 
demanded  many  things  on  the  put  of 
Ireland — and  I  am  not  here  censuring 
thwe  demands — which  demands,  notwith- 
standing, he  was  content  to  withdraw 
when  once  he  found  a  great  practical 
proposition  made  to  him  which  he  thought 
would  be  to  the  interest  of  Ireland  to 
accept,  and  I  am  not  aware  that  since 
1886  Mr.  Parnell  ever  made  that  demand. 
Uuquestiouably,  when  Mr.  Parnell  rose 
in  this  House  and  accepted,  on  the  part 
of  himself  and  his  CoUeagnes,  in  all  its- 
main  outlines,  the  plan  proposed  in  1886,. 
I  think  we  were  entitled  to  understand— 
I  am  quite  certain  we  did  understand,  and 
I  am  also  quite  certain  we  have  never 
been  shakeu  in  this  understand]  ng~that 
Ireland  was  content  tofor^o  this  portioib 
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of  her  claim  which,  on  abstract  grounds, 
she  might  tmre  adhered  to  if  she  had 
cbtKen.  This  reservation  was  adopted 
bj  the  Government  deliberatelj,  and  aftw 
mature  consideration  it  has  been  adhered 
to ;  it  was  accepted  on  the  part  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  in  1886,  aiiid  I  am  not 
awara  that  there,  has  been  anj  disposition 
shown  to  retract  that  acc^itance.  That 
places  08  in  a  position  of  ratire  incapocitj 
to  aoeept  this  AmoBdment,  unless  it  be 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend,  with  the  grtot 
sTgumentative  power  he  possesses,  had 
gone  more  deeply  into  the  subject,  and 
eaid — *'  Now  I  will  show  yo«  from  my 
koowledge  and  reasonings  that  this  is  a 
power  BO  beneficial  to  Ireland,  and  bo 
esaeutial  to  her,  that  you  oannot  pMsibly 
vithhold  it."  But,  instead  of  that,  he 
told  the .  Committee  that  -the  power  he 
desired  to  give  to  Irdand  would  be  dia- 
I  tiootly  injinioas  to  bar.  Hy  right  hon. 
FHfffid  has  given  the  Committee  no  assist- 
SDce  whatever  in  moving  towards  him 
j  for  the  purpose  of  agreeing  with  the 
r  Amendment.  So  much  for  the  history 
I  of  the  question.  I  will  speak  now  of 
the  practical  cotisideiiatiooa  which  led  the 
GoTemmeot  originally  to  adopt  the 
scheme  which  they  have  promoted  and 
propoeed  to  the  Uouae*  Fully  adhering 
to  my  position  that  I  considered  the  eon- 
ceasion  of  this  power  a  very  large  conces- 
ma.  oa  the  part  ai  Ireland,  a  veiy'  large 
•leduetion  from  what  ehe  might  Imvo 
demanded  on  abstract  grounds,  I  thiuk  it 
ought  also  to  be  a  very  conoiliatory  eon- 
cmiou.  Altitougb  my  right  hon.  Friend 
does  not.  appear  to  agree  with  me,  I  con- 
sider this  a  sagaciooB  and  wise  plan  in 
the  last  degree.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
cMttended  that  all  the  Colonies  had 
absolute  possession  of  liberty '  of  trade 
and  the  Government  of  trade  laws. 
That  is  true,  no  doubt,  up  to  a  certain 
point,  but  it  is  not  so  true  as  be  appears 
to  suppose.  There  are  portions  of  our 
CoBimereial  Law  that  are  in  force  in  the 
Golomes.  The  Merchant  Shipping  Law 
of  this  country  is  a  very  important  part 
of  oar  Commercial  Law,  and  that  l:*,  I 
believe  I  am  right  in  saying,  as  a  general 
rale,  in  force  in  the  Colonies.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  will  well  recollect  the  case  of 
the  Shenandoah  and  the  conduct  pur- 
sued the  Colonial  Government  during 
^  American  Civil  War.  The  oonse- 
qaeoee  of  the  coniict  arising  out  of  that 
case,  which  we  had  no  power  of  control- 
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ling,  was  that  this  country  was  called 
upon  to  pay  by  the  decision  of  the  arbi- 
trators a  good  many  hundred  thoasand 
pounds,  and  the  mon^  came,  not  out  of 
the  Revwines  of  the  Colony,  but  out  of 
the  Britidi  Treasury.  If  the  Commercial 
Law  were  placed  ouder  the  control  <rfthe 
Irish  Authoritiee,  and  if  a  ease  bearing 
any  anwlog^  to  that  of  the  Shenandoah 
were  to  ame  ib  ui  Irish  port,  and  tbe 
Central  Government  of  the  eountary  were 
to  be  mulcted  by  the  deelsion  of  vlntra- 
tors  in  a  large  sum  of  money  and  the 
Imperial  Treasury  Tvere  called  upon  to 
liquidate  it,  every  wise  Irish  Nationalist 
would  join   with   every   inhabitant  <rf 
Great  Britain  in  deprecating  such  a  resnlt 
and  the  state  of  the  law  that  had  led  to 
it.   These  questions  of  trade  law  aro 
connected  at  a  number  •  of  impMrtant 
points  with       fbnign  relations  of  the 
country,  and  that-  is  oae  reason  why  I 
think  Ireland  and  her  Representatives 
have  been  very  wise  in  making  the  large 
and  handsome  concession  in  this  matter 
which  I  thankfully  acknowledge  they 
have  made.    The  question  of  the  treat- 
ment of  foreign  ships  and  foreign  crews 
in  the  Irish  ports  is  a  question  of  the 
utmost  importance,  involving  the  re- 
sponsibility   of    this    country  under 
Treaties  with  Foreign   Powers.  The 
fact  that  Great  Britain*8  responsibility  is 
involved  renders  h  unpossible  to  stmender 
the  wliole  regulation  of  &ifeh  trade  with 
other  countries  to  the  local  Legislature  dt 
Ireland.  There  also  arise  sometimes  very 
inconvenient  cases,  involving  demands 
upon  the  Imperial  Treasury  in  connectiou 
with  the  Customs  Duties.    I  remember, 
rather  more  than  half  a  century  ago  when 
I  was  at  the  Board  of  Trade,  a  case 
in  which,  as  a  consequmce  of  the  legis- 
lation which  the  Government  had  thought 
good  to  adopt  as  to  the  introduction  of 
rice  from  various  oonntriea,  America  de- 
manded, under  the  terms  of  their  Treaty, 
the  repayment  out  of  the  public  Treasury 
of  Great  Britain  of  a  large  sum  of  money 
which  had  been  levied  here  as  Customs 
Duty  in  excess  of  the  amount  sanctioned 
by  the  Treaty.      Great  inconv^ience 
would   be  caused    in    cases    of  that 
kind,  supposing  that  Ireland's  Cnetoms 
Duties    were    to    be    fixed    by  the 
Irish  authorities.    The  question  of  the 
foreign   relations  of  the   coimtry  is 
a  question  of  great  practical  weight  and 
importance,  which  must  be^serionslT 
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coiuidfired  in  the  discussion  of  this 
Amendment,  bat  it  is  not  the  main  con- 
sideration which  has  led  the  Government 
to{the  conolusion  at  which  they  have 
arrived,  and  to  Tvhi^  we  are  bonnd  to 
adhere.  That  main  consideration  is  this  : 
that  the  United  Kingdom,  from 
geogmphical  oircnmstanoee  as  well  as 
from  oircomstances  which  are  social 
and  moral,  constitutes  one  great  and  vast 
trade  cuvle.  If  yon '  d^Mft  from  the 
-|ffiiiciple  of  uniformity  in  trade  matters 
you  mightf  perhaps,  satisfy  to  a  greater 
extent  the  abstract  idea  of  the  right  of 
local  legislatioD,  but  by  satisfying  that 
abstract  idea  you  might  inflict  an  immense 
practical  injury.  It  is  necessary  in  the 
intwests  of  Ireland  herself  that  this  uni- 
formity of  CommerciiU  Law  should 
prevail  throughout  these  islands.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  has  not  noticed  this 
aU-omportant  question— -how  the  pro- 
dnceis  of  this  country,  the  men  who 
regul*te  aod  carry  on  the  distribution  of 
the  products  «f  its  enoimons,  its  im- 
measurable industries,  would  be  affected 
by  the  introdnotion  of  different  com- 
mercial laws  withio  the  limits  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  If  the  power  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  desires  to  confer 
upon  the  Irish  Legislature  were  granted, 
I  do  not  suppose  that  !t  would  be  mis- 
used. My  confidence  in  the  good 
sense  of  the  Irish  people  is  such  that  I 
do  not  beUeve  anything  of  the  kind.  But 
I  do  not  care  to  debate  the  question 
whether  they  would  misuse  the  power  or 
not,  for  X  hue  my  position  on  tiiis,  that 
it  is  vital  to  the  commeroe  of  the  Three 
Kingdoms  that  there  should  be  nnifonnity 
of  Commercial  Law  from  one  extremity 
of  the  land  to  the  other:  Sir,  I  think  it 
■will  be  unnecessary  for  me  to  go  further 
into  the  history  of  the  question.  I  have 
touched  upon  the  great  subject  of  foreign 
relations  ;  I  have  touched,  above  all,  upon 
the  internal  relations  of  the  trade  and 
industries  aod  business  of  the  country, 
which  appear  to  me  to  establish  so  con- 
clusive a  case  in  favour  of  adhering  to 
the  restriotive  provisions  in  tiie  Bill  that 
I  must  own  myself  surprised  that  this 
question  should  be  raised  with  the  view 
that  has  been  proclaimed  to-day,  and 
still  more  that,  if  it  were  to  be  raised,  it 
should  be  raised  by  my  right  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Those 
who  have  listened  to  the  ioteresting 
speeches  just  delivered  can  have  no 

Jfr.  fT.  E.  GlatUtone 


doubt  whatever  as  to  the  importance  of 
the  question  that  has  been  raised.  I 
attach  l^e  greatest  importance  to  the 
speech  just  delivered  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  in  the  course  of  which  he  has 
now  laid  down  several  doctrines  which 
are  new  as  coming  from  the  Treasury 
BAich,  and  to  which  in  future  discnssioDS 
we  shall  have  to  makefrequentreference. 
I  will  only  allude  to  the  latest  doctrine 
to  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  given  | 
utterance,  and  that  is,  that  in  his  opinion,  : 
and,  therefore,  in  the  view  of  the  Go- 
veroment,  whilst  the  right  of  Ireland  to 
do  what  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bod- 
min proposed  she  should  be  empowere  d 
to  do  might  be  considered  as  an  abstract 
right  to  injure  herself,  that  abstract  right 
did  not  include  any  right  whatever  to 
injure'  anybody  else.      This  admission  i 
will  bring  into  view  a  great  number  of  | 
the  Amendments  which  we  have  already 
proposed  and  which  we  have  to  propose  i 
on  the  distinct  ground  that,  whatever  ' 
right  IreliEnd  has  to  injure  herself,  she  | 
hM  no  right  to  do  anyUiing,  directly  or  i 
indiroctly,  that  could  injure  this  country,  j 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  j 
Bodmin  has  not  argued  that  the  power  I 
proposed  to  be  conferred  by  his  Amend- 
ment  is  in   itself   desirable,  but  that, 
whether  it  is  desirable  or  injurious,  it  is 
inevrtabte.    Its  ultimate  adoption  is  so  i 
undoubted  consequence  of  the  Home  Rule 
principle,  whether  you  grant  it  now  or 
do  not  as  one  of  the  consequences  of 
Home  Rule.    I  agree  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend  that  if  a  Home  Rule  Parliament 
U  granted  to  Ireland,  die  power  to  deal 
with  external  trade  will  have  to  be  con- 
ceded sooner  or  later.      I   proceed  to 
notice  the  various  objections  which,  as  a 
Home  Ruler,  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
put  before  the  House.    He  speaks,  of 
course,  as  a  consistent  Home  Ruler,  and 
yet  he  objects  to  give  Ireland  this  par* 
ticular  power.    He  said,  in  the  6rst  place, 
that  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bodmin  went  to  the  root  of  the 
Bill,  and  that,  therefore,  it  could  not  be 
accepted.    But  we  have  been  told  over 
and  over  agun  that  the  object  of  the 
Bill  is  to  give  to  Ireland  the  management 
of  exclusively  Irish  affairs,  and  what  cao 
be   more   exclusively  Irish  than  Irish 
trade?      I   think   the   argument  used 
against  us  is  often  pressed  too  far.  It 
is  very  difficult  to  find  anything  in  the 
strictest  sense  exclusively  Irish.   It  will 
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aJmoflt  alvajs  be  possible  to  say,  in- 
directly at  any  rate,  Great  Britain  may 
be  affected  by  tbe  conduct,  of  the  Irisb 
Legislature.  But,  at  all  events,  tbe 
ugoment  wbicb  bas  been  used  to  sbo\r 
many  of  our  Amendments  are  entirely 
inconsistent  with  wbat  has  already  been 
done  bus  been  that  matters  exclusively 
Irish  are,  by  the  consent  of  the  House 
and  by  Resolution  already  come  toy 
to  be  banded  over  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Irish  LegisUture. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  objects  to  the 
Amendment  because  of  tbe  speech  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  tbe  Member  for  Bodmio^ 
ID  which  he  said  that  if  Irishmen  abused, 
or,  rather,  misused  this  power  and  estab- 
lished Protective  Duties,  it  would  be 
injurious  to  Ireland.  Of  course,  ^  Free 
Traders  believed  it  would  be  injurious  to 
Ireland,  and  I  myself  think  so.  But  tbe 
point  is — Are  we  going  to  refuse  to  the 

•  Irish  Legislature  any  power  wbicb  by 
I  uy  possibility  they  might  miause  ?  The. 
;  House  has  been  told  over  and  over  agaiu 
;   by  the  right  boo.  Gentleman  that  he  has 

j  stuolute  coofidence  in  tbe  good  sense  of 
the  Irish  people,  aud   tbe  right  hon. 

I  Gentleman  bas  told  tbe  Committee  again 
this  afternoon  that  be  has  every  cou- 

•  fidence  that  tbe  Irish  Legislature  or  tbe 
Irish  Government  would  not  do  anything 

I  M  foolish  as  to  enforce  Protective  Duties 
against  this  country.  Eutertaioiug  these, 
views,  how  can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ny,  "I  am  not  going  to  give  them  this 
power,  because  they  might  use  it  injuri- 
ODsIy  to  theroselves  "  ?  Then  the  IVime 
Minister  objects  to  tbe  Amendment  be- 
cause it  would  be  attended  with  incon- 
venience to  this  country  ;  and  he  gave 
two  illustrations.  The  first  was  the 
w-ftpe  of  the  Shenandoah  from  an  Aus- 
tralian port.  But  bow  would  the  escape 
an  Australian  port  of  the  Shenan- 
doah or  any  other  ship  be  in  the 
slightest  degree  affected  by  allowing  the 
Irish  Parliament  to  deal  with  trade  ? 
That  is  a  question  of  Executive  authority 
vid  administration.  The  right  hem.  G&n- 
tleman  touched  upon  a  blot  in  the  BiU. 
A.  Shenandoah  might  escape  from  an 
Irish  port,  and  might  leave  the  Imperial 
Parliament  with  tremendous  responsi- 
bilities to  which  it  would  not  iu  the 
■tightest  degree  have  contributed  ;  but 
the  handing  over  of  trade  to  tbe  Irish 
Parliament  would  make  no  difference 
vhatevw.    The  second  case  was  the 


over-levying  of  Rice  Duties  upon  a 
foreign  ship.  But  if  a  mistake  of  that 
kind  were  made  and  if  compensatitm  had 
to  be  given  for  it  hereafter,  of  bourse — if 
Ireland  and  tbe  Irish  Legislature  were 
given  tbe  control  of  the  Customs — the 
Irish  Legislature,  and  not  tbe  Imperial 
Parliuneat,  ought  to  be  made  reflponuble 
for  the  mistakes  of  its  officials,  and  it  is 
perfectly  absurd  to  suppose  ^at  the 
Imperiai  Parliament  would  agree  to  take 
responsibility  for  tbe  eommisaion  of  mis- 
takes in  a  matter  which  had  bem  handed 
over  exclusively  to  the  Irish  Farliamoit. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  came  to 
what  he  said  was  tbe  dominant  considoa- 
tion  in  this  matter,  and  be  asked  tbe 
Committee  to  bear  in  mind  that  at  present 
the  United  Kingdom  eonstituted  one  vast 
trade  oirole.  Yes ;  but  he  might  have 
asked  tbe  Committee,  for  that  matter,  to 
bear  in  mind  that  it  constituted  at  tbe  pre- 
sent time  one  vast  legislative  circle.  For 
myself,  I  confess  that  I  think  it  may  be  dif- 
ficult when  Ireland  oesses  to  be  part  of  one 
vast  l^isktive  ^role  to  keep  the  other 
relationa  in  tbe  same  harmooy  as  they 
were  at  present.. 

An  hon.  Member  :  The  same  harmony 
ad  at  present  ? 

Mr.J.CHAMBERLAIN  :That really 
pains  me  to  the  heart.  There  is  an 
hon.  Member  sitting  behind  the  right 
bon>  Gentleman  who  entertains  suspicions 
as  to  tbe  good  faith  and  good  feelings  of 
hon.  Members  opposite.  The  aigument 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  i»-— that  at 
present  Ireland  Atmstitutes,  with  the  rest 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  one  vast  trade 
circle,  and  that  it  would  not  be  for  tbe 
interest  of  Ireland  that  those  trade  rela- 
tions should  be  interfered  with.  Perhaps 
not  for  tbe  interest  of  Ireland,  but  it  is 
part  of  the  right  bon.  Gentleman's  case 
that  it  is  no'  business  of  ours  to  con- 
sider tbe  interests  of  Ireland  exclusively. 
Tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  another 
argument — ^that  any  interference  with 
the  existing  trade  rdatlons  would  also  be 
disadvantageous  to  the  producers  of  this 
country  

Me,  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  The 
United  Kingdom. 

Me.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Yes,  tbe 
United  Kingdom,  and,  so  fiu-  as  it  con- 
cerns them,  the  producers  of  Ireland  or 
any  portion  of  Ireland  ;  but  according  to 
the   principles  which  tbe  right  bon. 
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GrODtleinan  asks  the  Committee  to  accept, 
that  is  a  matter  that  ought  to  be  left  to 
Treland  to  settle.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  to  say  that  the  producers 
of  Great  Britau)  would  be  affected,  I 
would  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. It  is  because  the  British  mauufac- 
turers  would  be  affected,  and  because 
the  right  boa.  Gendeman  knows  that  the 
unpopularity  of  such  a  proposal  would 
be  fatal  to  his  Bill,  that  he  admits  this 
CHie  point  alone  to  be  an  exception  to  the 
general  principle  be  has  been  endeavour- 
ing throughout  this  Bill  to  establish. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Bodmin  has 
said  that  this  conceBsion  is  inevitable. 
The  Prime  Minister  told  us  it  was  quite 
true  that  a  long  while  ago  Mr.  Parnell, 
speaking  with  fnll  antbonty  as  the 
representative  of  the  Irish  people,  stated 
that  he  demanded  for  the  Irish  people 
the  right,  if  tbey  pleased,  to  establisb 
protection.  It  is  important  to  recollect 
that  Mr.  Parnell  stated  in  the  most 
positive  way  that  he  warned  the  Liberals 
and  Radicals  of  this  country  that  no 
settlement  could  be  final  or  satisfactory 
that  did  not  give  this  power  to  the  Irish 
people.  It  might  be  that  Mr.  Parneli 
accepted  at  a  later  period  the  withdrawal 
of  that  proposal ;  but  he  said  on  another 
occasion  that  neither  he  nor  anyone  else 
could  set  a  limit  to  the  march  of  a  nation. 
Therefore,  if  the  people  of  Ireland  believe 
that  it  is  the  first  duty  of  the  Irish 
Legislature  to  establisb  and  stimulate 
their  trade  by  Protective  Duties,  neither 
Mr.  Pametl's  declarations  nor  those  of 
anybody  else  would  affect  their  right  to 
demand  the  power  to  do  so.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that 
Mr.  Parnell  subsequently  withdrew  his 
demand,  but  never  did  so  publicly, 
except  iu  the  speech  in  this  House  in 
which  he  accepted  the  Bill  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  A  great  light  has  been 
thrown  on  the  sense  in  which  he  ac- 
cepted that  Bill.  Mr.  Parnell  said  be 
only  accepted  it  pro  tanto.  In  fact,  It 
was  accepted,  as  this  Bill  is  accepted, 
merely  as  an  instalment  and  as  an  instni- 
ment  by  which  further  concessions  can 
be  extorted  from  the  British  Parliament. 
It  may  be  that,  for  the  moment,  h6n. 
Members  opposite  accept  the  measure ; 
but  I  do  not  believe  that  one  of  them  will 
get  up  and  say,  on  behalf  of  the  Irish 
people,  that  tbey  would  never  ask  for 
power  to  impose  Protective  Duties.  I 

Mr.  J.  Chamberlain 


am  quite  certain  that,  so  long  as  the 
majority  of  tlie  Irish  people  believe  that 
their  material  interest  can  only  be  secured 
by  such  a  policy,  so  long  will  the  British 
Parliament  be  open  to  the  continual  de- 
mands which  this  Bill  renders  so  essjr 
for  them  to  make. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  said, 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Binningbam  reminded  him  of  look- 
ing through  a  telescope  at  the  wrong 
end — it  turned  everything  topsy-turvy. 
He  had  voted  against  the  Second  Read- 
ing, and,  although  solicitous  about  the 
extension  of  the  powers  of  the  Irish 
Legislature,  he  did  not  say  whether  he 
intended  to  vote  for  the  Third  Reading. 
The  right  boo.  Gentleman  advocated  a 
proposal  which  be  (Colonel  Nolan)  did 
not  consider  as   an   honest  proposal, 
looking  at  the  quarter  of  the  House 
from  which  it  came.    The  object  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  to  make  tbe 
Bill  unpopular  with  the  English  people. 
This  Amendment  was  put  down  as  a 
crux  for  the  Irish  Members,  and  it  waa 
difficult  for  them  to  pronounce  upon  it 
in  this  hasty  manner.     He  thought  he 
might  be  able  to  throw  a  little  more 
light  upon  what  Mr.   Parnell  had  done 
in  the  matter.    Mr.  Parnell  had  always 
been  avowedly  in  favour  of  Protection 
for  Ireland  until  the  introduction  of  the 
Home  Rule  Bill  in  1886.    Mr.  Parnell 
afterwards  said  he  could  not  recollect 
whether  it  was  iu  a  speech  or  in  pri- 
vate conversation  ;  but  be  certainly  sud 
that  he  merely  gave  up  this  trade  que)^ 
tion  for  a  quid  pro  quo  which  rested  on 
the  financial  proposals  contained  in  the 
Bill   of   1886.     When  the  Committee 
came  to  the  question  of  land,  the  Irish 
Members  would  be  able  to  determine 
whether  the  financial  proposals  were  as 
good  as,  or  better  than,  the  proposals 
contained  iu  the  last  Bill.      The  two 
questions  were  placed  in  juxtaposition 
in  the  last  Bill,  and  tbe  right  boD. 
Gentleman  now  raised  tbe  question  at 
a  time  which,  be  thought,  was  extremely 
inconvenient.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man might  have  left  the  question  to  the 
Irish  Members.     Speaking  for  himself, 
he    (Colonel  Nolan) — and  he  did  not 
seek  to  bind  anyone  else  by  his  opinion 
— believed  it  would  be  a  great  benefit 
to  Ireland  if  she  could  regulate  her  own 
trade,  but  it  would  be  very  foolish  if 
she  were  to  begin>  to  anything 
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English.  Ireland  wanted  to  develop  her 
m&Dufactures,  and  the  Irish  Legislature 
might  bear  that  wish  tii  mind  when  making 
9ome  regulations  about  trade.  He  had 
oever  concealed  his  opinions  on  this 
poiot.  But  the  question  now  was  whether 
tbe  Irish  Members  were  to  help  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  make  tbe  Bill 
uDpalatable  to  the  English  Members. 
Oq  the  other  hand,  they  must  not  forget 
what  Mr.  Faruell  did  on  this  poiot. 
The  position  takeu  up  by  the  Hover  of 
the  Amendment  and  the  right  hou. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  was  to 
force  the  hands  of  the  Irish  Members 
<Hi  this  subject  before  the  fiuaDcial 
question  ciune  on,  so  that  he  might  have 
power  to  destroy  the  Bill.  That  being 
hi.4  object,  he,  for  one,  would  not  assist 
bim. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  rose  amid  loud  cries 
of  «0h,  oh  !"  and  "  Divide  !"  He  said  : 
I  hear  an  "  Oh,  oh  !"  as  if  the  provision 
we  are  discussing  as  to  the  fiscal  liberty 
of  Ireland  were  not  one  of  fundamental 
importance  in  the  consideration  of  this 
Bill  as  to  need  fair  debate.  I  pnt  it  to 
tbe  GoTerament  that  it  is  one  for  fair 
di»;Qssion.  Let  the  Committee  suppose 
that  the  Irish  Members  have  not 
been,  if  I  may  use  the  expression, 
"squared"  on  this  point;  that  there 
hag  not  been  an  arrangoment — %  quid 
pro  quo — would  it  not  then  be  considered 
that  at  least  an  evening  should  be  given 
op  to  the  discussion  of  the  subject  ? 
["Oh,  ohl"]  If  the  Irish  Members 
were  opposed  to  this  question  of  fisoal 
liberty,  would  it  not  be  a  question  to 
deserve  a  long  examination  by  the  Com- 
mittee ?  This  subject  is  not  only  deeply 
important  to  Ireland,  but  to  Great 
Britain  and  the  Empire  at  large.  I 
think  the  Committee  is  under  deep  obli- 
gation to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
calling  attention  to  this  provision,  which 
shoald  not  be  passed  without  notice.  It 
is  interesting  to  note  the  opportunity 
which  it  has  afforded  to  the  Prime 
Minuter  to  apeak  in  a  new  character, 
and  to  defend  the  Imperial  trade  circle  ; 
bat  it  would  also  be  interesting  to  bear 
the  answer  which  the  Prime  Minister 
would  give  to  his  own  speech  if  it  were 
made  by  an  hon.  Member  on  the  Oppo- 
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sition  side.  If  tbe  importance  of  this 
Debate  is  only  diminished  by  the  fact 
that  the  Irish  Members  assent  to  these 
proposals,  then  the  Committee  has  a 
right  to  ask  what  is  the  nature  of  the 
bargain,  and  what  security  there  is  that 
that  bargain  will  be  kept ;  and  whether 
it  can  be  kept.    [Cne*  of  "  Divide  I "] 

The  chairman  :  Order,  oider! 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  think  I  am 
entitled  to  speak  on  this  impcntltat 
matter.  Hon  Gentlemen  may  be  anxious 
to  divide,  but  I  do  not  think  they  can 
fairly  dispute  the  importance  of  these 
two  propositions.  The  Prime  Minister 
has  shown  the  Committee  how  deeply 
injurious  to  this  country  it  would  be 
were  this  power  retained  In  the  Irish 
Legislattve.  If  the  Opposition  can 
show,  both  from  the  utterances  of  the 
past  and  the  attitude  of  bon.  Members 
from  Ireland,  that  there  is  no  seoority 
whatever,  if  an  Irish  Legislature  is 
established,  that  it  would  not  gain  this 
fiscal  freedom,  tbe  Opposition  is  bound 
to  take  this  fact  into  consideration,  and 
to  place  it  before  the  constituencies,  and 
to  allow  it  to  become  an  important 
element  in  these  discuesious.  The  Com- 
mittee has  heard  of  tbe  quid  pro  quo 
laid  down  by  Mr.  Parnell ;  but  we  now 
want  to  know  what  is  the  quid  pro  quo 
which  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  have 
now  received  ?  Have  they  received 
any  ?  If  so,  tbe  Committee  is  entitled 
to  know.  Though  challenged  on  the 
point  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham,  the  Irish 
Members  are  dumb  ;  they  dare  not  open 
their  lips  and  tell  the  Committee 
whether  they  believe  that  Protection  is 
or  is  not  desired  by  the  Irish  people 
whom  they  represent.  The  British 
elector  is  interested  in  this  power  beiu  r 
withheld  from  the  Irish  Legislature ; 
and,  therefore,  I  shall  vote  against  the 
Amendment  of  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
because  I  am  anxious  that  tbe  Irish 
people  should  not  have  this  power,  I 
do  not  agree,  however,  with  the  Prime 
Minister  that  it  is  a  power  which  would, 
in  all  probability,  not  be  used  if  placed 
in  the  control  of  the  Irish  I^egislature. 
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The  value  of  the  discuBsion  consiste  in 
this.  The  Colonies  have  often  been 
cited  in  the  course  of  these  discussions  ; 
but  their  content  has  arisen  because  they 
have  had  fiscal  freedom ;  and  we  believe  that 
the  Irish  would  not  be  contented  unless 
they  also  had  fiscal  liberty.  This  com- 
promise would  not  only  be  viewed  with 
disfavour  by  the  British  elector,  but  the 
result  would  be  constant  friction  and  the 
disappointment  of  all  hopes  entertained 
by  what  I  may  call  the  "  Ministerial 
Band  of  Hope"  that  peace  and  good 
feeling  would  be  promoted  by  this  Bill. 


Committee. 
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Question,  "That  the  Order  for  the 
Second  Beading  of  the  Bill  be  dischaiged 
and  the  Bill  wi&drawn,"  put,  and  sgned 
to. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (So.  6)  BILL^No.  290.) 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

WATER  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS  (Ha  1> 
BILL.— (No.  337.) 
Bead  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


Mr.  Tomlinson  (Preston)  rose  to  con- 
tinue the  discussion. 

Mr.  John  Morley  rose  in  his  place, 
and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Question  be 
now  put," 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  293  ; 
Noes  256. — (Division  List,  No.  125.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  and  agreed 
to. 

It  being  after  half-past  Five  of  the 
clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

UBEL  BILL.— (No.  296.) 
SECOND  KEADIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Qu^tion  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (5ir  A.  RolUt.) 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  object. 
I  know  nothing  about  the  Bill. 

Sib  a.  ROLLIT  :  That  ie  the  hoD. 
Member's  misfortune.  The  Bill  is 
brought  in  at  the  request  of  the  Press,  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  I  believe  belongs, 
or  did  belong.  However,  if  the  objec- 
tion is  to  be  persisted  in,  I  recogniiie  the 
impossibility  of  passing  the  Bill,  and 
therefore  I  move  that  the  Order  be  dis- 
charged and  the  Bill  withdrawn. 
Mr,  Goichen 


LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAIi 
ORDERS  (No,  10)  BILL.-(No.  340.) 
As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  U)  BILL.— (No.  860.) 
As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

ELEMENTARY      EDUCATION  PROVI- 
SIONAL     ORDERS  CONFIRMATION 
(CHISWICK,  &c)  BILU  IZordt.'] 
Read  the  first  time ;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill  388.] 

VOLDNTARY  CONVEYANCES  BILL. 

[Lord*.}    (No.  366.) 
Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
with  Amendments  ;  as  amended,  to  be 
considered  upon  Wednesday  next. 

FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES'   ACT  (1875) 

AMSNDMBNT  BILL.— <No,  381.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
Friday,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS  OOMHITTBE. 
Thirteenth  Report  brought  up,  and 
read  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 

House  adjourned  at  one  minate 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF  LORDS, 
Thursday^  8tk  June  1898. 


Several  Loids— Took  the  Oath. 

WEI0HT8  AND  IIBASUBKS  BILL. 

(No.  112.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

LoBD  MACNAGHTEN,  id  moving 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  BUI,  said, 
there  were  some  boroughs  in  which  the 
ratepajers  had  to  contribute  twice  over 
to  the  expense  of  carrying  out  the  exist- 
ing Acts  of  1878  to  1892,  first  in  the 
bwongh  rate  and  then  in  the  county 
rate.  The  object  of  this  Bill  was  to  redress 
diat  injustice,  and  to  enable  the  borough 
to  be  paid  in  each  year  the  proportiouate 
imount  contributed  towards  the  expenses 
incurred  by  the  County  Council  of  the 
county  within  which  the  borough  was 
situate  from  the  county  funds. 

MoTed,"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*  " 

— ( The  Liord  Macnaghten^ 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2"  ac- 
cordingly, and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee dt  the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

NOBTH   SEA   FISHERIES  BILL. 
(No.  110.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Older  of  the  Day  for  the  SecondJRead- 
ing,  read. 

*LoRD  FLAYFAIR,  in  moving  the 

Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  eaid,  that 
this  Bill,  as  his  noble  Friend  the  Duke  of 
Aigylt  had  expressed  the  other  day  in 
referring  t«  it  by  anticipation  upon  the 
Bishop  of  Chester^s  Liquor  Bill,  was 
uodonbtedly  a  strong  measure ;  but 
it  needed  to  be  passed  in  strong  cir- 
cumstances. A  diplomatic  correspondence 
had  been  going  on  since  1880 ;  but  no 
sufficient  Act  had  been  passed  to  regu- 
late the  North  Sea  Fisheries.  It  was 
the  importance  of  those  fisheries  which 
rendered  such  a  Bill  as  the  present 
necessary.  There  were,  in  the  United 
Kmgdom,  21,752  first  and  second  class 

VOIi.  Xni.   [foukth  series.] 


1893}  Ftsherie*  Bill.  466 

fishing  vessels  going  by  sail  and  not  by 
oars,  with  a  total  capacity  of  333,000 
tons,  and  three-fourths  of  them  belonged 
to  the  North  Sea,  which  was  defined 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Bill  as  beginning 
at  60  degrees  North  latitude,  and  ex- 
tending to  the  Straits  of  Dover.  The 
product  of  those  fisheries  was  enormous. 
In  England  alone,  from  the  Scotch 
Border  to  the  Nortli  Foreland,  it 
amounted  to  76  per  cent,  of  all  the  fish 
landed  in  the  Kingdom,  its  value  being 
£3,770,000.  All  the  ports  on  our  East 
Coast,  from  London  to  Sunderland,  and 
from  Berwick  to  the  Orkneys,  were  in- 
terested in  the  welfare  of  the  North 
Sea  Fisheries.  Since  1880  attempts, 
had  been  made  to  regulate  these  fish- 
eries, and  with  considerable  success ;. 
but  there  was  one  gigantic  evil 
which  past  efibrts  had  wholly  failed  to- 
cope  with.  A  cei  tain  number  of  vessels 
known  as  "  copers "  went  to  the  North 
Sea  Fisheries,  not  for  the  purpose  of  fish- 
ing, but  in  order  to  serve  as  public-houses 
to  the  fleets  of  all  nations  engaged  in  the 
fisheries.  They  were  nothing  less  than 
floating  grog-shops.  They  infested  the- 
fleets,  and  the  amount  of  demoralisatiou 
they  causeil  was  very  great.  A  Report 
presented  to  the  French  Chamber  of 
Deputies  on  Juoe  21,  1889,  said  that  the 
presence  of  these  "copers"  constituted 
a  source  of  permanent  disorder  among 
the  fishermen,  and  pointed  out  that  the 
most  detestable  evils  ran  riot,  confidence 
was  abused,  threats  were  used  and 
violence  employed,  while  obscenity  and 
drunkenness  largely  prevailed  among  the 
crews,  who  spent  not  only  the  money 
required  for  the  maintenance  of  them- 
selves and  families,  but  bartered  away 
for  bad  liquor  their  own  aud  their 
masters'  fishing  gear.  Violent  deaths- 
also  had  resulted  from  the  scenes  which 
took  place  on  these  "  copers."  In  1884 
International  communications  took  place, 
and  a  Convention  was  called  together  in 
order  to  devise  a  remedy.  The  Conven- 
tion was  begun  in  1886,  and  the  Report 
was  signed  in  1887.  The  Powers  repre- 
sented at  the  Convention  were  Great 
Britain,  Germany,  France,  Belgium, 
Denmark,  and  the  Netherlands.  The 
object  of  that  Convention  was  to  place  a 
barrier  between  the  devil  and  the  deep 
sea  as  regarded  the  fishermen.  The  evil 
was  undoubtedly  very  great,  and  this  Bill 
was  for  the  purpose  of  raising  that 
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barriw.  To  make  a  short  abstract  of 
what  the  Courentioo  had  agreed  to : 

The  Male  of  spirits  from  any  vessel  to  a 
fleet  of  fishermea  was  reuderod  illegal 
outside  the  territorial  limits ;  the  ex- 
change of  fish  or  gear  for  beer  or  spirits 
wa^  made  illegal,  because  the  fishermen 
took  the  fish  and  implemeots  of  their 
jnasteri;,  aud  the  coQsequeDce  was  that 
wheu  the  poor  fishermeD  went  back  to 
tlieir  hom^  they  were  charged  with 
beiug  thieves,  and  were  tried  for  doing 
away  with  the  property  of  their  masters. 
Each  State  agreed  to  pass  an  Act  render- 
ing it  illegal  for  the  vessels  of  that  State 
to  engage  in  the  traffic,  by  sale  or  ex- 
change, and  imposing  penalties.  An  Act 
was  passed  in  1888,  but  it  proved  to  be  a 
dead  letter,  and  the  reason  why  it  had 
done  so  was  that  France  declined  to 
ratify  the  Convention.  France  had 
always  shown  a  great  objection  to  the 
right  of  search  on  the  high  seas,  and 
probably  their  refusal  was  connected  with 
that  objection  ;  but  the  French  people*  by 
whom  it  was  entertained  rather  than  by 
theFrench  Govemmeut,  were  under  a  mis- 
take in  this  respect,  because  tlie  Conven- 
tion gave  no  right  of  search.  Cruisers 
were  to  be  sent  out  by  the  several  nations 
concerned  to  stop  and  take  back  to  their 
nearest  port  vessels  not  really  engaged  in 
fishing  or  supplying  provisions  to  the  fleets, 
but  merely  selling  grog  as  "  copers." 
France  had  no  other  motive  than  he  had 
mentioned  in  refusing  to  ratify  the  Con- 
vention, for  she  was  the  only  nation 
which  had  never  sent  out  any  of  these 
floating  grog-shops.  Of  course,  it  would 
be  useless  to  leave  the  copers  to  escape 
by  flyiug  the  French  flag.  But  the  evil 
became  so  great  that  the  other  nations 
■determined  to  go  on  without  France,  and 
in  February,  1893,  a  Protocol  was  agreed 
to  between  them,  leaving  it  open  to 
France  to  join  if  she  chose,  and  it 
was  hoped  that  as  she  bad  recently 
«hown  a  more  benevolent  spirit  in  the 
matter  she  would  rejoin  the  Convention. 
The  Protocol  reqtured  to  be  embodied  in 
another  Act  in  order  to  make  the  legisla- 
tion effective.  This  Bill,  to  which  the 
House  was  now  asked  to  give  a  Second 
Beading,  was  practically  the  same  as  the 
Act  of  1888,  which  it  repealed,  and  re- 
enacted  with  almost  verbal  alterations, 
embodying  the  Convention  of  1887  aud 
the  Protocol  of  1893,  so  as  to  make  it  an 
effective  Act,  to  stop  an  evil  which  was 


incessantly  going  on.  A  telegram  had 
just  been  received  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Grimsby,  a  port  which  naturally  took 
great  interest  in  this  matter,  stating — 

"TwocoiJers  with  our  fleet  causiag  whole- 
sale iletnoralisatioa ;  can  you  do  anythiog  ? " 

It  was  desirable,  therefore,  that  the  Bill 

should  pass  as  soon:as  possible,  and,  with  ; 

their  Lordships*  permission,  he  should  put  j 

the  Committee  stage  down  for  next  | 

Monday.  - 1 

Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*.'*  I 
—{The  LordPlayfair.)  \ 

*Tre  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  ' 
My  Lords,  I  wish  only  to  make  one 
remark,  not  in  answer  to  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  but  in  reference  i 
to  what  was  said  by  my  noble  Friend  the  \ 
Dake  of  Argyll,  who  sooaewbat  irregn-  ! 
larly  discussed  the  principle  of  this  Bill  j 
a  few  days  ago.    I  did  not  venture  to 
follow  him  at  the  time,  for  I  had  not  his  | 
courage  in  disregarding  the  Rules  of  this 
House  ;  but  I  wish  to  make  the  remarks 
now.    He  seemed  to  think  there  was 
something  very  irrational  and  inconsistent 
in  snpporting  a  drastic  measure  Uke  this  | 
for  the  North  Sea,  and  declining  to  sup-  I 
port  equally  drastic  measures  for  towns  | 
and  counties  of  this  country.    My  noble 
Friend  might  have  referred  not  only  to 
the  North  Sea  Convention,  but  to  the 
Brussels  Convention,  by  which  we  have  | 
alMolntely  agreed  to  proscribe  the  sale  of 
liquor  over  vast  tracts  of  Africa.  Of 
course  the  evil  here  is  great,  and  in  no 
other  way  could  it  be  met ;  bnt  I  am  not 
prepared  to  admit  that,  because  we  are 
to  prohibit,  the  sale  of  liquor  over  vast 
districts  in  Africa,  we  are  bound  to  do 
the  same  in  the  United  Kingdom.     It  is 
a  question  of  civilisation.    No  doubt  the 
sailors  in  the  North  Sea  Fisheries,  coming  i 
as  they  do  from  various  coasts  and  ports, 
and  being  composed  of  a  population  not 
all  in  the  highest  state  of  civilisation, 
must  in  this  matter,  to  a  certain  extent, 
be  treated  more  aa  children  than  we 
should  venture  to  treat  other  people.  It 
is  not  that  we  think  these  measures 
in  themselves  desirable ;  but  this  par- 
ticular population  is,  by  the  way  it  is 
collected  and  from  the  position  which 
many   of   these   men  still   occupy  in 
the  scale   of    civilisation,  particularly 
liable    to    this    form    of  temptation. 
And  the  temptation  is  not  an  evil  to 
themselves  alone,  because  if  dronkenaeaa 
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takes  place  in  the  middle  ot  the  sea^  and 
the  KBolt  IB  that  the  proper  duties  of  a 
8ubr  are  not  performed  efioientlj*  the 
dmokeD  man  is  not  the  only  man  who 
snffers,  but  all  the  others  go  to  the  bottom  as 
well.  Therefore,  I  think  there  is  a  special 
grouod  for  dealing  in  this  matter  with 
these  sailors  of  the  North  Sea  ;  but  I 
demur  to  the  doctrine  that  the  people  of 
this  country  are  to  be  treated  as  childreu 
in  this  matter.      It  appears  to  me  they 
hare  reached  a  stage  of  civilisation  and 
education  in  which  khey  may  be  left  to 
tike  eare  of  thenuelvea ;  and  there  Is  no 
doubt  that  if  they  remain  temperate  by 
taking  care  of  themsetrea  that  will  be  a 
mueh  more  Talaable  result,  both  in  a 
aoral  and  political  sense,  than  if  they 
attain  that  condition  by  measures  passed 
through  Parliament.      I  have  no  desire 
to  refer  to  other  measures  of  a  similar 
character  dealing  with  Ireland  ;  but  I 
hare  DO  doubt  that  the  same  principles 
ought  to  be  applied  to  that  country.  lu 
what  sti^e  of   ciriliaation  this  House 
will  judge  Ireland  to  be  in  so  applying 
them  it  will,  of  course,  decide. 
"The   Dcke   of  AROYLL  :  My 
L(«ds,  I  only  denre  to  say  that  the  noble 
Uarqueas  has  somewhat  misapprehended 
my  allusion   the  other  night   to  the 
priaeiple  of  this  Bill.      I  had  no  iuteo- 
tion  of  arguing  that,  because  the  House 
assented  to  this  prohibition  of  the  sale 
of  liquor  to  the  sailors  in  the  North  Sea, 
therefore  the  principle  should  be  applied 
genwally  to  the  people  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  That  would  be  a  most  absurd 
conclusion.    All  I  meant  to  indicate  was 
that,  in  discnssing  any  measure  whatever 
in  regard  to  the  liquor  trade,  none  of  us 
can  fairly  m  consistently  take  the  ground 
that  there  ought  to  be  absolute  free 
trade   and   perfect    individual  liberty. 
That  is  all  I  said,  and  that  is  all  I  meant. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  this  is  a  most 
drastic  measure,  and  a  complote  violation 
of  the  principles  held  by  both  Parties  in 
this  House  and  in  the  country.     It  is,  of 
course,  a  gross  violation  of  individual 
Uberty.     That  there  is  no  doubt  about 
whatever.     It  is  the  most  stringent 
measure  that  ovot  was  patssed  in  this 
Hoiue,  because  it  absolutely  prohibits 
the  liquor  traffic  in  what  is  practically  a 
floating  city — for  the  North  Sea  fishing 
fleet  is  very  large,  including  thousands 
oE  men.      It  is,  in  fact,  a  floating  city, 
and  in  that  city  we  have  agreed  with 


other  Powers  in  £nrope  that 
free  liquor  traffic  is  such  an  intoler- 
able evil  that  we  must  put  it  down 
together.  That  is  a  very  strong  measure. 
My  noble  Friend  says  you  must  treat  the 
seamen  as  children.  Now,  I  demur  to  that 
statement.  I  believe  there  is  no  more  in- 
telligent class  than  the  seamen  among 
working  classes  of  the  country. 

•The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY :  I 
did  not  say  so.    I  eepeoially  drew  atten 
tion  to  the  faot  that  these  seamen  are 
drawn  from  the  least  civilised  populations 
on  the  shores  ot  the  North  Sea. 

*Tue  Duke  or  ARGYLL:  Bat  this 
Bill  is  to  apply  to  our  seamen.  No  doubt 
the  noble  Marquess  is  quite  right  in 
saying  that  there  are  special  temptations 
to  seamen.    The  truth  Is  that  we  mnst 
acknowledge  as  a  fact  in  the  history  of 
men  that  the  temptation  to  liquor  drink- 
ing is  far  greater  and  constitutes  a  far 
more  serious  danger  to  the  people  tempted 
aud  to  the  public  welfare  in  this  case. 
That  is  the  fact  with  which  we  have  to 
deal.    With  r^ard  to  my  noble  Friends 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  this 
Bill  aC^ts  their  priuoiples  much  more. 
I  do  not  know  what  my  noble  Friends 
think  here  of  the  application  of  their, 
principle  of  popular  option  and  popular 
control.    The  consistent  proposal  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  would  be,  it 
seems  to  me,  that  there  should  be  a 
Commodore  of  the  Fleet  appointed,  that 
all  the  vessels  should  be  summoned  by 
gun,  and  a  vote  of  all  the  sailors  taken, 
aud  that  the  liquor  traffic  should  not  be 
prohibited  unless  two-thirds  of  the  whole 
fleet  agreed  to  do  it.   The  truth  is  that 
the  liquor  trade  is  a  wholly  exceptional 
case,  and  that  we  must  deal  with  it 
according  to  the  circumstances.  There 
are  special  temptations  which  attach  to 
seamen.     I  suppose  there  is  no  harder 
life  in  the  world  than  that  led  by  these 
particular    seamen,    especially  during 
winter  in  the  North  Sea.     They  are 
exposed  to  the  most  tempestuous  weather, 
and  have  to  undergo  the  hardest  labour, 
and  I  cannot  concede  that  it  should 
always  be  illegitimate  in  them,  under  all 
circumstances,  to  take  a  glass  of  brandy. 
But  this  Bill  does  not,  as  I  understand, 
prevent  them  taking  a  glass  of  brandy  on 
board  their  own  vessels.    It  merely  pre- 
vents the  unlicensed  sale  of  liquors  by 
these  floating  grog-shops,  and  I  have  no 
objection  to  that.    I  auppo^  the  House, 
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under  any  circumstances,  would  hardly 
refuse  to  the  Government  a  power  needed 
to  carry  into  eifect  an  International  en- 
gagement. 

The  Marquess  ok  SALISBURY  : 
May  I  be  allowed  to  correct  one  error  of 
my  uoble  Friend  ?  I  do  not  think  this 
Bill  forbids  the  sale  of  anything  but 
distilled  liquors,  and  therefore  the  seamen 
will  still  hare  their  beer. 

•Lord  PLAYFAIR  explained  that  the 
Bill  did  not  prevent  vessels  taking  any 
amount  of  liquor  necessary  for  their  own 
consumption.  It  only  dealt  with  sale  and 
exchange. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2'^  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  ou  Monday  next. 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND). 
MOTION    FOR  AN  ADDRESS. 

•Lor*d  BALFOUR  moved— 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  preseiitod  to  Her 
Majesty  prayinif  that  oonaent  may  be  withheld 
from  the  Minute  of  the  (.Vimmittee  of  Council 
ou  Education  in  Scotlaml  rclfttiiig  to  aecondan- 
education,  datetl  Ut  May 

He  would  not  occupy  more  time  than  he 
could  possibly  help  ;  but  their  Lordships 
would  see  that  rei^pect  to  the  House  and 
to  the  Government  required  h  statement 
in  some  detail  of  the  rcaxons  which  had 
led  to  this  Motion.  In  making  it  he 
would  take  care  to  avoid  the  introitnution 
of  anything  like  Party  feeling  or  Party 
controversy  into  a  matter  which  ought  to 
I>e,  and  certainly  in  the  past  had  been,  as 
far  as  the  people  of  Scotland  were  con- 
cerned, kept  almost  free  from  that  element. 
At  the  same  time,  be  was  bound  to  say  he 
thought  that  whoever  wan  responsible  for 
the  Minnte  ou  the  Table  of  the  House 
had  made  a  veiy  Herioiis  mistake.  He 
did  not  know  whether  he  was  to  lay  the 
blame  at  the  door  of  the  President  of  the 
Council  or  of  the  SecretAry  for  Scotland. 
There  had  been  two  policies  pnt  before 
Parliament.  There  was  a  policy  which 
had  been  elaborated  with  great  care 
— the  policy  which,  in  its  main  fea- 
tures, had  been  embodied  in  the  August 
and  January  Minute,  and  had  been 
accepted  by  those  best  qualifieil  to  judge 
the  merits  of  the  case.  Although  the 
Minute  provided  amply  for  secondary 
schools,  it  pressed  hardly  upon  some  of 
the  unendowed  schools;  still,  it  met  with 
general  acceptance  in  most  parts  of  Scot- 
The  Duke  of  Argyll 


land  ;  and  there  was  afaeolutely  no  reason 
given  for  the  change  the  present  Gorem- 
ment  had  made.  The  tirst  Minute  of 
August  last,  laid  on  the  Table  fay  the 
late  Government  after  full  inqairy,  was 
adopted  in  general  terms  and  almost  in 
identical  words,  and  pnt  before  Parlia- 
ment by  the  present  Goverinneut.  Id 
February  there  was  a  discuision  npim  it 
in  that  Hoiue,  and  in  the  other  Hoose 
there  was  a  diseussion  not  quite  of  so 
one-sided  a  character  %  but  no  serious 
reason  was  urged  agaiust  the  Minute,  and 
everybody  was  astonished  when  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  got  up  and 
practically  withdrew  his  Minnte.  The 
original  Minute  really  embodied  the  views 
of  those  who  bad  given  most  care  and 
ftttentioo,  during  the  last  10  or  20  years, 
to  a  subject  surronnded  with  great  diffi- 
culties. The  Act  of  1872,  establiihing 
School  Boards  all  over  Scotland,  did  good 
for  the  elementary  edncstiau  of  the 
majority  of  children ;  but  it  did  hann  to 
the  children  of  parents  not  rich  enough  to 
send  them  to  higher  schools,  but  yet  of 
ability  and  capacity  to  take  advantage  of 
higher  education.  There  had  been  no 
efficient  scheme  of  secondary  schools 
in  Scotland  ;  hut  the  elementary  schools 
stretched  their  arras  upwards,  so  as  to 
reach  the  dowu-st  retched  hands  of  the 
Universities.  This  feature  of  the  Scotch 
system  received  a  mde  shock  in  1872. 
Attention  wan  then  turned  to  the  reform 
of  endowments  available  for  higher  edu- 
cation ;  and  the  Endowed  Schools  and 
Hospitals  CommissioB,  after  au  inquiry 
of  four  years,  presented  a  valuable  and 
exhaustive  Report  on  the  subject.  Then 
au  Executive  Commission  was  appointed 
to  carry  out  some  of  the  recommendations 
tliat  had  been  made  in  cases  in  which 
the  Bodies  concemeil  desired  to  reform 
themselves  ;  but  that  Commission  was 
not  able  to  do  much,  because  it  had  no 
power  to  take  the  initiative.  An- 
other Executive  Commission,  af^inted 
under  the  Act  of  1882,  with  him- 
self as  Chairman  and  Lord  Elgio 
and  Lord  Shand  associated  with  him, 
had  seven  or  eight  years  of  hard 
work,  and  was  enabled  to  do  great  good 
in  mudentising  educational  endowmuits, 
which,  however,  could  be  made  availaUe 
only  in  the  districts  for  which  they  bad 
l>een  left ;  and  large  tnMtfl  of  country, 
therefore,  derived  no  benefit  from  that 
Commission.    It  came,  to  be  ■  admitted 
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tbM,t  no  comprehensive  system  could  be 
cetoblished  without  special  grants  of 
monej  ib  sorae  form  or  other,  and  these 
were-iumished  hj  the  grant  to  Sootland* 
which  was  due  to  it  as  its  equivalent  for 
the  moaey  given  for  the  purpose  of 
freoag  elementary  education  in  Cngland. 
That  gnuit  amounted  to  £57,000,  and 
was  the  sabject  of  ^e  Minute  now 
before  the  House.  A  BiU  proposed  by 
the  Govermnent  last  year  providing  for 
Hs  diatributioD  was  objected  to,  mainly 
•n  the  ground  that  it  left  too  much 
power  in  the  hauda  of  the  Central 
Antbority,  and  it  was  withdrawn  in  order 
that  the  matter  might  be  referred  to  a 
Departmental  Committee^  which  met 
last  year  aud  made  a  valuable  Report. 
The-  result  was  the  firat  Minute  laid 
brfore  Pwliament  last  year,  which  en- 
abled the  Central  Atithority  to  make 
gnutta  of  from  £120  to  £200  in  order  to 
I  give  efficieat  higher  ednoatiou.  That 
I  provisioa  was  important  as  offering  a 
j  premium  to  effort  in  poor  and  sparsely- 
I  pop«Iated  diato-iets.  Atthoiigh  that 
!  Minute  did  not  obtain  Farliamentary 
ssDotioo  owing  to  the  Prorogation,  the 
.  present  Secretary  for  SootJand  advised 
'  Local  Bodies  to  aj^oint  their  committees, 
I  sod  they  did  appoint  them  for  the  purposes 
'f  of  inquiry  only.  He  was  utterly  at  a 
loss  to  conceive  what  were  the  considera- 
tions which  had  induced  the  Govemmeut 
te  depart  from  the  valuable  proposab 
made  m  that  first  Minnte.  In  the  new 
Minute  there  me  a  schedule  of  the 
anounts  to  be  distributed,  framed  very 
nearly  on  the  basis  of  population.  This 
rale  would  give  the  lion's  share  of  the 
money  to  places  where  it  was  least 
■eedeid  t  and  to  poor  and  sparsely- 
populated  districts,  without  eiidowmcDts, 
it  would  give  so  little  that  they  might 
u  well  throw  the  money  into  the  sea  for 
any  good  it  would  do.  This  was  well- 
known  to  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
who  had  stated  in  public  that  Glasgow 
had  suflBcieat  endowments  to  give 
seeoodary  education  to  the  entire  city  ; 
wd  yet  he  proposed  to  give  Glasgow 
£8,000,  in  addition  to  over  £2,000 
irlidcb  would  be  received  direct  from  the 
Oovermnent,  making  a  total  of  £10,240. 
Glasgow,  though  entitled  to  take  some- 
thing, was  not  entitled  to  take  ao  much 
out  of  this  money  which  might  be  so 
valuable  in  other  parts  of  Scotland. 
Oli^w,  GoTau,and  Edinbtu'gh  together 


(Scotland).  4.7  A 

would  receive  £13,740,  while  there  were 
20  representative  counties  which  would 
receive  among  them  only  £13,216.  It 
did  not  stop  there,  because  Lanark  and 
Keufraw,  which  were  closely  adjacent  to 
Glasgow,  got  upwards  of  £10,000  more. 
It  was  absurd  to  make  a  distribution  of 
this  money  without  taking  into  cenaidera- 
tioa  the  needs  of  the  mml  districts  and 
the  great  difficulty  of  getting  higher  class 
education  there.  He  oould  not  recollect 
any  Minute  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment which  had  been  so  unanimously, 
speedily,  and  generally  objected  to  as  this 
one.  It  was  only  in  the  first  week  of 
May  that  this  Miuute  was  made  public, 
and  ou  May  16  that  House  adjonraed,  ao 
that  up  to  that  time  there  was  no  oppor- 
tuuity  for  concerted  action.  Bat  since 
then  there  bad  been  meetings  and  con- 
ferences on  the  matter  at  which  general 
objection  was  taken.  There  was  one 
more  point  to  which  he  wookl-  refer,  A 
grave  question  arose  whether  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  was  justified  in  doing 
what  he  proposed  to  do.  The  committees 
to  which  he  had  referred  were  appointed 
without  Parliamentary  sanction  on  the 
faith  that  the  Minute  of  January  would 
be  carried  into  effect.  They  were 
appointed  purely  for  inquiry,  but  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  by  a  stroke  of  the 
pen  proposed  to  make  them  permanent 
Administrative  Bodies,  and  in  some  cases 
actually  to  give  them  tolerably  effective 
ctHttrol  over  School  Boards  representing 
lai^  populations,  because  they  would 
have  a  good  deal  to  say  as  to  what  sums 
should  be  given  to  the  schools  within 
the  districts.  It  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  the  Minute  of  August  and  of 
January  should  be  reverted  to  in  the 
main  feature,  that  there  should  be  power 
in  the  Central  Authority  to  give  grants 
of  considerable  lump  sums  to  those 
districts  which  needed  them  for  secondary 
education  in  higher  class  schools  which 
were  doing  efficient  work,  or  would  under- 
take to  do  it.  If  that  was  sufficiently 
provided  for;  and  if  i^ter  that  was 
done  it  was  desired  to  distribute  the 
balance  more  or  less  according  to 
population,  he  would  not  have  very  much 
to  say  about  it ;  but  unless  that  cardinal 
feature  was  adverted  to,  he  could  see 
nothing  but  barm  from  the  giving  of 
these  sums  of  money  to  Local  Bodies  to 
administer  within  ibeir  districts,  many 
of  them  being  miserably  inadequate,  for 
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the  purpose,  and  which  would  set  up  a 
Bjstem  that  neTer  could  be  national  or 
compreheusiTe,  aud  would  only  stand  in 
the  way  of  the  needful  reforms.  He 
begged  to  move  the  Bisolution. 

Moved — 

"That  an  humble  Address  be  preennted  to 
Her  Majesty  prayinff  that  consent  may  be  with- 
held from  the  Minnte  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  in  Scotland  relating  to 
Becoudary  education,  dated  Ist  May  189S." — 
iThe  LorS  Balfmirf) 

The  Eabl  of  ELGIN  desired  to  add 
his  testimony  as  to  the  great  difficulty 
existing  in  Scotland  as  to  the  matter  of 
secondary  education.  It  was  necessary 
to  enter  into  the  reasons  which  had 
caused  dissatisfaction  with  the  Minute 
now  ou  the  Table,  but  this  new  policy 
had  been  adopted  in  face  of  the  opposi- 
tion of  a  large  majority  of  the  Bodies 
created  by  the  Minute  itself.  Twenty- 
four  against  15  of  the  county  com- 
mittees had  pronounced  in  favour  of  the 
Minute  of  January  ;  and  although  the 
Secretary  for  ScotUnd  stated  elsewhere 
that  that  was  counterbalanced  by  the 
fact  that  the  population  represented  by 
the  15  were  equal  to  the  population 
represented  by  the  24,  the  force  of  that 
argument  was  diminished  by  the  fact  that 
since  then  Glasgow,  Kdinburgh,  and 
Dundee  had  pronoauced  against  the  policy 
of  the  last  Minute.  It  was  said  that 
this  was  ratepayers*  money.  He  did  not 
know  in  what  sense  money  raised  by  taxa- 
tion was  ratepayer's  money.  In  the  Act 
of  1889-90  there  was  a  provision  that 
the  educational  surplus  should  go  iu  aid 
of  the  abolition  of  fees,  and  the  grant 
was  not  distributed  in  accordance  with 
the  population  or  valuation,  but  in  accord- 
ance with  the  returns  of  the  attendances 
at  the  schools— that  was  to  say,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  necessities  of  the  case. 
In  the  same  way  the  grant  of  £30,000 
for  University  purposes  was  put  into  the 
hands  of  the  University  Commissioners 
to  distribute  according  to  the  needs  of 
the  localities.  There  was  considerable 
feeling  in  Scotland  that  even  the  £57,000 
was  by  no  means  sufficient  to  meet  all 
the  requirements  of  secondary  and  inter- 
mediate education.  When  the  matter 
was  before  the  House  in  the  early  part 
of  the  year  he  stated  that  the  committees 
were  purely  temporary,  and  created  for  a 
specific  and  definite  purpose.  It  was  a 
great  satisfaction  to  him  personally  that 

Lord  Balfour 


no  objection  was  takeu  by  any  of  the 
Bodies  appointed  iu  Scotland  to  nomi- 
nate their  representatives  on  those 
committees,  because,  if  (hey  had  done 
so,  the  Education  Department  bad  no 
power  to  enforce  uomiuation,  and  even 
now,  ill  the  altered  form  of  the  com- 
mittee, if  any  Bodies  chose  to  withdraw 
their  representatives  and  refused  to 
appoint  others,  the  whole  scheme  of  the 
Department  would  be  in  danger  of  being 
wrecked.  It  was  said  that  these  com- 
mittees were  to  have  no  administrative 
functions ;  but  it  was  very  difficult  to 
draw  the  line  between  administrative  and 
non-administrative  functions.  At  any 
rate,  if  the  committees  were  not  to  ^have 
such  functions,  what  became  of  the  argu- 
ment of  those  who  wished  to  have  local 
control  ?  They  had  now  a  more  cen- 
tralised administration  than  ever,  and 
the  committees  which.  If  properly 
organised,  might  become  Local  Adminis- 
trative Bodies,  were  at  present  merely 
honorary  purse-bearers.  Ho  was  not 
speaking  in  any  sense  hostile  to  local 
administration,  for  be  had  long  been  one 
of  those  who  advocated  a  reformation  of 
the  system  existing  in  Scotland,  with  a 
view  to  introducing  some  proper  form  of 
local  admiuistration.  The  fact  of  the 
matter  was  that  at  present  they  had  too 
many  forms  of  local  administration. 
What  was  wanted  was  something  effec- 
tive in  the  nature  of  reorganisation,  aud 
he  had  never  been  able  to  perceive  why 
a  national  system  of  secondary  and  inter- 
mediate education  in  Scotland  should  be 
more  iucouBistent,  with  proper  local  ad- 
ministration and  control,  than  any  other 
branch  of  educational  work.  The  result 
of  these  many  forms  of  administration 
was  a  waste  of  energy  and  money.  The 
great  objection  that  he  took  to  the 
Minute  ou  the  Table  was  that  it  not 
only  did  nothing  iu  the  direction  of  re- 
organisation, but  created  a  new  and 
separate  fuud  in  separate  bauds,  and 
only  added  to  the  difficulty  of  the  ex- 
it^ting  machinery.  This  was  so  prejudicial 
to  the  interests  of  Scotch  education  that 
be  felt  bound  to  support  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Lord.  At  the  same  time,  he 
confessed thatho thought  the  Government 
would  have  some  difficulty  iu  again 
altering  their  Minute,  especially  after 
what  had  taken  place  in  the  other  House. 
It  was  generally  admitted  that  the  con- 
dition of  things  under  either  of  tho 
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Minutes  would  not  be  satisfactory,  and 
the  Government  would  act  wisely  if  they 
beld  over  some  of  those  grants  for 
another  year  for  further  consideration. 
If,  in  addition  to  this,  they  would  give 
an  assurance  that  they  would  uot  regard 
the  committees  as  permanent,  some  of 
the  objections  which  he  held  with  regard 
to  the  Minute  would  be  met.  If  the 
committees  were  instructed  to  hold  their 
funds  for  the  present  year  under  the 
Minute  now  on  the  Table,  and  they  were 
instructed  to  prepare  in  the  meantime  a 
more  extended  Report  than  was  contem- 
plated under  the  Minute  of  January,  he 
thought  there  would  be  some  hope  that  a 
scheme  of  reorganisation  might  be 
bronght  forward  in  the  future — a  scheme 
dealiug  with  the  whole  subject,  and  in- 
Tolviog  the  question  of  administration, 
as  well  as  that  of  the  allocation  of  the 
grants.  He  did  not  blame  the  Govern- 
ment exclusively  for  the  difficulties  that 
bad  arisen.  The  money  became  suddenly 
available,  and  they  had  to  bring  in  a 
scheme,  and  perhaps  they  had  uot  the 
opportunity  to  give  the  matter  the  full 
consideration  that  was  desirable.  The 
question  of  reorganisation,  however,  was 
dl  such  supreme  importance  that  he 
earnestly  hoped  the  Goverumeut  would 
take  it  into  consideration. 
•Lord  PLAYFAIR  said,  the  Minute  of 
January  last  followed  as  nearly  as 
possible  on  the  lines  of  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee  over  which  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Elgin)  presided, 
and  which  was  appointed  by  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite  (tlie  Marquess 
of  Lothian)  to  consider  the  whole 
question.  The  supervision  of  education 
by  that  Minute  was  very  largely  entrusted 
to  the  Education  Department,  and  its  pro- 
visions met  his  own  personal  approval  more 
than  the  present  Minute.  In  the  discus- 
sion that  took  place  on  this  Minute  in 
the  House  of  Commons  only  one  Member 
spoke  in  its  favour,  and  the  opiniou  was 
eipr«!8ed  that  it  was  drawn  up  by  some- 
one at  Whitehall  who  had  no  knowledge 
of  Scotland.  The  noble  Earl  had  spoken 
of  Dundee  ;  but  Dundee,  which  at  that 
time  was  one  of  the  strongest  opponents 
of  the  Minute  of  the  31st  January, 
had  since  altered  its  opinion.  The  Go- 
vernment were  obliged,  in  consequence 
of  the  hostile  feeling  in  Parliament 
against  that  Miniite,  to  alter  it,  and  they 
did  so  in  the  hope  that  they  might  effect 


a  compromise  in  the  matter,  which  might 
suit  both  parties.  They  made  the  grant 
available  for  distribution  in  proportion  to 
the  population,  and  they  made  the  com- 
mittees permanent  which  were  formerly 
temporary.  The  duties  of  those  com- 
mittees were  not  administrative,  but 
consnltative  and  advisory.  Through 
those  committees  the  Goverumeut 
money  was  given  to  the  schools  after  the 
Education  Department  had  approved  of 
a  scheme  for  a  county  or  a  district. 
There  was  nothing  in  the  Minute  of  the 
Ist  May  to  prevent  those  committees 
from  carrying  out  the  educational  pro- 
visions in  the  Minute  of  the  Slst  January. 
He  admitted  that  the  objection  that  the 
money  was  to  be  distributed  according  to- 
population  was  a  serious  one,  for  the 
sparsely-populated  districts,  especially  in 
the  Highlands,  where  eudowments  were- 
few,  would  receive  a  sum  inadequate  for 
the  purposes  of  secondary  education.  But 
the  Goncheu  Grant,  as  it  wa?  called, 
which  was  originally  for  the  purpose  of 
relieving  local  rates,  was  applied  by  the 
people  of  Scotland  to  the  freeing  of 
education,  and  this  equivalent  grant 
supplied  the  place  of  the  money  so 
intended  to  be  distributed,  and  therefore 
the  money  now  in  question  belonged 
to  the  various  localities.  He  was- 
authorised  by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
to  state  that  if  this  Minute  should  pnss^ 
he  would  next  year,  under  Seetimi  8  of 
the  Minute  of  January  31,  apply  lump 
sums  varying  from  £120  to  £200  to  all 
the  counties  before  the  distribution  erf 
the  grant,  so  that  much  of  the  evil  com- 
plained of  would  be  prevented. 

*The  Marqless  of  HUNTLY 
asked  whether  that  would  be  out  of  the- 
£57,000,  or  was  it  a  new  Vote  ? 

•Lord  PLAYFAIR  said,  it  was  out  of 
the  £37,000.  Then  as  to  the  objection 
to  the  Minute  on  the  ground  that  there 
was  not  a  snfficieat  representation  of  the 
School  Boards  upon  the  committees,  he 
thought  everyone  would  agree  that  with 
regard  to  secondary  education  those 
committees  should  be  composite,  and  that 
Town  and  County  Councils  and  Educa- 
tional Endowment  Bodies  ought  to  be 
represented  upon  them  as  well  as  School 
Boards  ;  but  be  could  not  now  give  any 
pledge  in  respect  to  the  composition  of 
those  committees,  because  the  different 
Bodies  would  have  to  be  consulted. 
He  admitted  that  the  Miatrte^  of  ^Mav  I 
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was  not,  io  his  opinion,  tboroughly 
BatiBfaetory,  but  what  might  be  the 
consequence  of  rejecting  it?  An 
impasse  would  be  produced,  and  for 
another  year  Scotland  might  be  deprived 
of  the  money  that  was  now  available  for 
the  purpose  of  promoting  secondary 
education.  The  House  of  Commons  had 
already  approved  of  this  Minute  by  a 
Jarge  majority,  and,  therefore,  if  their 
Lordships  were  to  disapprove  of  it,  they 
would  be  putting  a  difficulty  in  the  way 
■of  the  Scotch  Education  Department, 
for  they  might  not  obtain  the  £57,000. 
For  this  year  the  localities  would  have 
£114,000,  which  was  double  what  they 
would  receive  under  ordinary  conditions, 
and,  therefore,  if  this  Minute  was  allowed 
to  go  on,  there  would  be  a  fund  available 
even  for  the  spaniely-populated  districts. 
It  would  1)6  the  object  of  the  Department 
to  gratify  the  wishes  of  the  county 
deputations  by  giving  them  lump  sums 
in  aid  before  the  distribution  of  the 
grant.  Under  these  circumstanees,  he 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  feel  that  he 
-had  done  a  good  work  in  drawing  atten- 
.tion  to  the  difficnlties  involved  in  the 
{>rcsent  Minute,  and  that  he  would  not 
consider  it  necessary  to  take  a  hostile 
vote  on  his  Motion,  but  would  allow  the 
Minute  to  proceed,  always  remembering 
that  there  would  be  a  double  amount 
this  year,  and  that  the  people  of  Scotland 
would  have  the  benefit  of  the  grant  for 
■the  prwnotion  immediately  upon  its 
•coming  into  force. 
•The  Marquess  of  HUNTLY  also 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  not  press  his 
Motion  to  a  Division,  for  he  thought 
that  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  just  spoken  had  gone  a  long  way  to 
meet  any  tangible  objections  to  the 
Minute.  He  thought  his  noble  Friend 
was  wrong  in  attribnting  more  authority 
and  power  to  the  county  committees  than 
they  possessed.  The  county  committees 
under  the  Minute  of  January  31  were 
temporary  bodies.  Under  that  of  the  1st 
May  they  were  made  permanent,  but 
they  were  not  administrative  bodies ; 
they  were  merely  appointed  to  recom- 
mend to  the  Education  Department 
schemes  for  dealing  with  secondary 
education  in  their  respective  localities. 
The  only  difference  between  the  two 
Minntes  was  that  the  later  Minute  gave 
more  scope  to  those  committees  in 
framing  schemes  for  the  consideration  of 

_     Lord  Playfatr 


the  Department.  That  was  the  whole  dif- 
ference between  them,  except  the  dia- 
trtbution  of  the  money.  The  noble  Lord 
who 'moved  the  Address  said  there  was 
a  unanimous  feeling  in  Sootlaad  agunst 
this  later  Minute. 

*LoRD  BALFOUR  said,  not  unanimous, 
but  a  very  general  feeling. 

•The  Maeqitess  or  HUNTLY  coirid 
assure  the  noble  Lord  there  was  as  strong 
a  feeling  in  favour  of  the  later  as  there 
had  been  in  favour  of  the  first  Minute. 
At  the  Conference  of  Representatives  held 
on  26th  May  12  counties  appeared,  repre- 
senting grants  equal  to  £9,494  ;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  rest  of  the  counties 
and  burghs  of  Scotland  which  were  not 
represented  at  that  Conference  represented 
total  grants  of  £47,546.  So  that,  practi- 
cally, four-fifths  of  Scotland  were  not 
represented  at  that  Conference.  A  strong 
opinion  had  been  expressed  in  several 
quarters  in  '  Scotland  that  the  Gro- 
vemmeut  could  do  nothing  elae  to 
meet  the  difficulties  which  had 
arisen.  As  r^arded  the  population 
question,  one  of  the  main  objections  to 
the  first  Minute  was  the  hard-and-fast 
line  of  £120  to  £200  for  the  existing 
secondary  schools.  In  sonie  of  the  out- 
lying districts  of  Scotland  there  were  no 
such  schools ;  and,  therefore,  they  could  not 
avail  themselves  of  Section  8  of  the  first 
Minute,  bnt  couldouly  have  got  a  grant  up- 
on the  capitation  principle.  Under  the  first 
Minute  Aberdeenshire  would  have  been  far 
worse  off,  for  instance,  than  the  County  ot 
Clackmannan,  which  was  already  well  sup- 
plied with  secondary  schools,  and  could 
at  once  claim  the  grant  under  Section  8. 
That  was  really  where  the  shoe  pinched. 
He  hoped  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  accepted  by  the  noble 
Lord  upon  the  understanding  that  if  in 
future  it  was  found  that  grants  could  bo 
given  under  Section  8  that  would  be 
done. 

The  Mabqdess  op  LOTBIAN  said, 
that,  as  Secretary  for  Scotland  last  year, 
he  was  ray  lai^ely  respoustble  not 
only  for  the  scheme  of  division  of  the 
equivalent  grants,  bnt  also  for  the 
Minute  which  accompanied  the  Bill  for 
that  purpose,  and  consequently  for  the 
Minute  based  upon  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  appointed  to  consider  the 
matter.  He  thought  the  Government 
were  bound  to  stand  up  for  the  unanimous 
Report  which  was  signed^tiy  one  of  Uteir 
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ovQ  Body.  Silence  ou  hit*  part  might  be 
DusnQderatood,  and  he  acquiesced  in 
ereryUiiag  tlwt  had  been  said  by  hit 
noble  Friend.  He  entirely  appreciated 
the  conciliatory  spirit  iu  which  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  had  met  the  views  stated 
from  that  side  of  the  Uonse ;  but  the* 
atatemeat  he  had  made  hardly  went  far 
eDOOgb  to  indace  him  to  withdraw  any 
oppoeitioB  he  might  have  to  the  scheme. 
Witfaont  wearying  their  Lordships  by 
pAvf  again  ores  the  details,  he  under- 
stood the  propesal  of  the  noble  Lcvd 
oppoute  was  to  increase  the  grants  of 
£120  to  £200  to  a  larger  amount. 
*LoRD  PLAYFAIR  bad  not  said  the 
iQunrnt  would  be  lai:^;er  than  £200,  but 
that  the  lump  sum  granted  would  pro- 
bably be  £200. 

The  MA.RQUESS  of  LOTHIAN  bad 
Dot  anderstood  whether  the  noble  Lord 
wss  prepared  to  extend  the  grant  of 
lamp  sums  to  schools  already  existing  or 
not.  If  the  larger  amount  was  to  be 
given  to  those  schools,  of  course  the 
sum  than  available  would  be  less  than 
before.  The  Secretary  for  Scotland  had 
stated  quite  accurately  that  the  com- 
mittees were  appointed  for  tiie  express 
purpose  -of  making  recommendations  to 
the  Central  Authority.  Of  course,  if  they 
were  not,  the  whole  thing  would  be 
simply  ridiculous.  If  such  large  sums 
were  to  be  given  to  Glasgow,  Edinburgh, 
and  the  Coonties  of  Lanark,  Aberdeen, 
tod  80  on,  it  would  be  simply  impossible 
for  the  poorer  districts  to  carry  out  the 
scheme  at  all.  They  would  not  have 
money  enough,  and  therefore  it  was 
^ply  throwing  ridicule  upon  them  to 
say  they  were  at  liberty  to  carry  out  tbe 
scheme.  Moat  of  the  couuties  in  Scot- 
land were  in  favour  of  tbe  Minute  of 
the  31st  January,  and  tbe  reason  at 
bottom  why  the  large  burghs  aud  centres 
of  population  were  in  favour  of  this  pro- 
posal was  that  they  would  get  the  larger 
shve.  The  policy  of  the  late  Govotd- 
ment  was  that  the  poorer  districts  in 
ScotUud  should  not  on  account  of  their 
poverty  be  deprived  of  their  fair  pro- 
portion of  the  grant.  Not  wishing  to 
Ueprive  tbe  burghs  of  theirs,  it  was  made 
one  of  the  conditions  of  the  grants  that 
the  fee  should  be  limited  to  £3, 
and  that  any  school  charging  above  that 
Morage  should  not  get  the  Government 
grant.  They  would,  under  the  new 
Minute,  be  paying  the  richer  disb-icts  and 


depriving  the  poorer  districts  of  educa- 
tion. If  the  noble  Lord  would  give  way 
upon  the  point  of  distribution  on  the  basis 
of  population,  he  would  be  satisfied  ;  but 
BO  long  as  the  grant  was  to  be  distri- 
buted on  that  basis,  he  could  not  vote  for 
the  proposal.  The  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land must,  according  to  the  Circular 
which  had  been  issued,  himself  have 
foreseen  that  the  Minute  would  not  be 
aco^)table  to  the  country.  By  the 
previous  Minutes  the  country  districts 
were  led  to  believe  they  were  going  to 
get  certain  sums  on  certain  conditions. 
All  that  policy  was  now  reversed,  and 
yet  they  were  asked  to  be  exceedingly 
zealous  iu  tlie  cause  of  secondary  edu- 
cation. He  did  uot  tbink  that  was  the 
way  to  encourage  zeal.  He  quite  saw 
the  difficulty  the  Government  would  be 
placed  in,  and  that  it  was  quite  true  the 
grant  would  not  be  available  this  year  if 
the  Minute  was  not  accepted  by  the 
House.  Still,  the  policy  which  the  6o- 
vernment  had  followed  for  six  months 
was  being  reversed  aitar  a  few  weeks* 
consideration,  aud  he  did  not  see  why 
that  should  not  be  done  again,  and 
another  Circular  put  forwardon  the  lines 
of  that  of  the  31  st  January,  which  had 
met  with  the  approval  of  most  of  those 
interested  in  education  in  Scotland.  _ 
•Lord  SANDFOKD  asked  whether 
any  precedeut  could  be  given  for  the 
creation  of  pomanent  committees  by 
a  Departmental  Minute  ?  He  believed 
that  this  Minute  had  been  passed  ultra 
vire*.  It  was  doubtful  whether  the 
Education  Departaaent  could  by  Minute 
set  up  even  committees  of  ad  vice,  and  it  was 
surely  much  more  questionable  whether 
they  could  appoint  permaneutcommittees, 
more  especially  as  those  committees 
would  certainly  supersede  the  School 
Boards  iu  someof  their  statutory  functions. 
School  Boards  which  existed  in  every 
parish  and  burgh  in  Scotland  were,  by 
the  Act  of  1872,  entrusted  with  the 
management  of  education  in  every 
sphere  outside  of  the  Universities — the 
burgh  schools,  the  night,  and  the  county 
were  handed  over  to  them  ;  and  so  much 
were  they  regarded  as  the  authorities  for 
secondary  education  that  the  Commission 
on  Endowed  Schools,  presided  over  by 
the  noble  Lord  who  moved  to  set 
aside  tbe  Minute,  had  placed  representa- 
tives of  the  School  Boards  on  those  com- 
mittees of  all  those  secondaiy  schools. 
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Their  Lordahips  had  been  told  that  the 

comtnitteeR  were  in  no  sense  administrft- 
tiTe  ;  but  Biippofling  any  dispute  arose 
between  a  permanent  bxn^h  oommittee 
and  the  School  Board,  would  not 
the  Scotch  Edacatiou  Department  be 
tikely  to  decide  in  favour  of  what 
might  be  called  its  own  illegitimate 
offspring — the  bnrgh  committee  ?  The 
Circular  issued  on  the  let  May  recognised 
the  local  committees  as  having  power 
over  the  burgh  schools.  The  argument 
that  the  Minute  was  supported  by  one- 
half  of  the  population  was  not  much  to 
the  point.  Such  populous  cities  as  Glas- 
gow, Edinburgh,  and  Aberdeen  were 
saturated  with  endowments  ;  they  had 
more  endowments  for  secondary  education 
than  they  knew  how  to  dispose  of. 
Yet  they  natnrally  voted  for  a  dis- 
tribution of  the  grant  on  the  basis 
of  population  ;  and  overruled  the  votes 
(rf  many  rural  counties ;  while  such 
counties  as  Linlithgow,  Haddington,  Mid- 
lothian were  so  near  Edinbui^h  that  their 
population  largely  availed  themBelves  of 
the  endowments  there,  and  they  wished 
in  addition  under  this  Minute  to  get  the 
share  which  would  fall  to  them  accordmg 
to  population.  Sins  of  omissioD,  as  well 
as  of  commlssioD,  might  be  oharged 
against  the  Minute.  The  power  of  com- 
bination between  county  and  burgh 
committees  previously  given  was  now 
left  out.  Dundee  and  Forfar,  for  instance, 
could  not  now  combine,  and  by  combi- 
nation settle  their  differences  between  the 
urban  and  rural  populations.  The  sums 
allotted  to  Ross  and  Nairn  were  £90  and 
£121  respectively.  What  could  those 
counties  do  with  sums  so  smalt  ?  If  they 
had  the  power  of  combination  with 
neighbouring  counties  they  might  turn 
that  money  to  some  account.  Another 
omission  applied  to  Free  Church  and 
other  voluntary  schools  of  the  parochial 
type  throughout  the  Highland  districts. 
The  former  Minute  proposed  to  allow 
them  to  receive  grants  for  the  children 
who  ootild  attend  the  advanced  classes 
in  these  schools,  but  conid  not  possibly 
go  to  the  county  towns,  while  this 
Minute  cut  tiieir  schools  out.  Pro- 
bably, if  this  Minute  was  rejected, 
either  as  being  ultra  vires  or  for 
any  other  reason,  that  of  the  3 1  st 
January  would  ipso  facto  revive. 

The  Earl  of  GALLOWAY  said,  he 
had  received  communications  from  the 

Lord  Sandford 


South- West  and  other  parts  of  Scotbuid 
against  the  Minute,  and  certainly  their 
Lordships  wonld  be  fortified  in  rejecting 
it  by  the  opinion  which  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  had  himself  given  of  it.  It 
would  be  of  no  use  in  small  couuties, 
the  money  set  apart  for  them  in  the 
division  being  too  limited.  No  argument 
had  been  shown  in  favour  of  it,  and  he 
hoped  his  noble  Friend  wonld  go  to  a 
Division. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  AMD  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  Fon  INDIA  (The  Earl  of 
Ki»BERZ.Er) :  My  Lords,  I  will  not 
detain  the  House  more  than  a  few 
minutes.  My  noble  Friend  (Lord  Play- 
fair)  has  really  stated  the  whole  case 
most  completely.  With  regard  to  what 
has  been  said  by  Lord  Sandford  about 
the  legality  of  the  Minute  creating  these 
committees,  my  answer  is  that  tbe  Go- 
vernment have  taken  proper  legal  advice 
upon  the  subject  and  have  been  assured 
that  it  is  within  their  powers  to  do  so. 
As  to  the  remark  that  having  set  aside 
one  Minute  the  Government  might  pro- 
duce another  one,  it  is  not  very  encoun^- 
ing  to  us  to  produce  another.  I  certainly 
thought  it  a  very  excellent  Minute,  and 
supported  it  in  this  House  ;  but  when  it 
came  to  be  considered  in  the  other  House, 
it  was  not  supported. 

Lord  BALFOUR  said,  it  was  never 
condemned  on  its  merits. 

•The  Eahl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I 
know  that  is  the  view  of  my  noble 
Friend,  bnt  our'Tiew  is  that  it  was  con- 
demned.  Nobody  spoke  in  favour  of  it. 

The  Earl  op  GALLOWAY  said,  it 
was  brought  on  quite  unexpectedly  after 
midnight. 

The  Earl  op  KIMBERLEY  :  My 
noble  Friend,  who  was  most  anxious  that 
this  Minute  should  be  accepted,  thought 
it  his  duty  to  re-consider  it,  and  what 
was  the  result  ?  When  this  Minute 
of  the  Ist  May  was  challenged,  it  was 
found  there  was  no  such  opposition  to  it 
as  was  represented.  The  numbers  in  die 
other  Honse  for  and  agunst  were  IS8 
and  36.  That  is,  I  think,  a  very  com- 
plete justification  of  the  course  taken  by  the 
Government.  The  Minute  was  changed 
with  the  view  of  meeting  objections  that 
had  been  taken  to  it,  and  we  are  now  told 
that  we  ought  to  take  back  the  Minute 
of  the  1st  May  and  bring  in  another. 
It  seems  to  me  mu<^  better  that  we 
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should  now  adhere  to  the  Slinnte.  I  do 
not  tbiuk  it  is  well  to  be  coutiuually 
chaoging.  A  bona  fide  attempt  has  beeu 
made  lo  meet  objectloos,  but,  like  ot^r 
vell-meaQt  attempts,  it  has  not  pleased 
CTerjbodj.  It  appears  to  be  thought 
that  the  Government  has  been  guilty  of 
some  incoasistency  in  not  following  the 
adrice  of  the  committees  they  have 
coDsdted.  It  is  true  that  the  committees 
were  24  to  15  against  the  Minute  of 
May  1  and  in  it^avx  of  the  fanner 
Minute ;  but  tiMy  represented  nearly 
equal  populations.  The  population  ail- 
ment appears  to  meet  with  lees  considera- 
tion than  it  deserves.  The  equivalent 
grant  really  represents  certain  money 
which  would  have  gone  to  the  ratepayers, 
and  therefore  it  seemed  reasonable  to  say 
that  it  ought  to  be  divided  amongst  them 
in  proportion  to  th^r  numbers.  The 
general  question  is  one  on  which  experts 
may  differ.  Some  are  in  favour  of  one 
method  of  allocation  and  anne  of  another, 
sod  this  Minute  is  an  attempt  at  a  com- 
promise between  them.  As  hius  been 
already  stated,  the  Government  will  be 
glad  to  meet  the  objections  that  have  been 
urged  now  when  the  time  comes  round  to 
re-coiisider  the  matter  next  year.  It 
would  be,  OD  the  whole,  very  unfortunate 
if,  on  account  of  differences  which,  after 
all,  are  of  a  very  slight  character,  it 
should  be  necessary  through  an  adverse 
vote  to  deprive  Scotland  of  this  assistance 
to  secradarr  edncation  for  another  year. 
•VisconHT  CRANBEOOK:My 
Lonls,  we  are  in  a  very  peculiar  position 
in  this  matter  because  the  Minute  has 
not  been  defended  by  its  authors.  On  the 
contrary,  it  has  been  entirely  surrendered ; 
for  Lord  Playfair  has  practically  given  up 
eiery  poin^— that  is,  contested  ones — and 
admitted  that  the  Minute  is,  at  all  events, 
so  open  to  controversy  that  we  cannot 
agree  to  consider  the  question  settled  by 
it.  It  constitutes  permanent  committees^ 
ud  was,  therefore,  meant  to  be  ot  a  per- 
manent character.  Those  permament 
committees  would  assume  the  control  of 
edneadon.  No  answer  has  been,  made 
to  tbe  objection  that,  in  consequence  of 
the  form  of  the  present  Minute,  the 
money  granted  will,  cnder  it,  in  all 
probability  go  largely  to  people  who  are 
able  to  pay  for  tbe  education  of  their 
children  instead  of  to  poor  people  who  are 
not  able  to  pay.  I'he  noble  Earl  the 
header  of  tbe  House  expressed  his  approval 


of  the  first  Minute  in  February,  and  there 

has  been  no  change  whatever  since  that 
MiAute  was  issued  in  the  equitable  rights 
of  the  ratepayers,  although  he  sets  up  some- 
thing of  that  kind  now  as  countervailing 
that  which  he  thought  absolutely  just  in 
February.  Noble  X<ords  on  this  side  feel 
that  the  population  basis  would  lead  to 
great  injustice  iu  Scotland,  and  we  feel 
stronglythe  injustice  tA  giving  the  money 
to  those  who  do  not  require  it  to  the 
detriment  of  those  who  do  require  it. 
Tbwe  is  no  necessity  to  deprive  Scotland 
of  the  grant  for  a  year,  and  there  is 
abundance  of  time  to  make  temporary 
provision  for  tbe  present  year,  because 
there  is  no  probability  that  Parliament 
will  rise  very  early.  When  it  is  found  that 
practically  those  who  give  the  Minute 
Parliamentary  support  do  not  support  it 
morally,  and  when  it  is  admitted  timt  the 
Minute  requires  to  be  remodelled,  why 
should  Parliament  express  an  opinion 
different  from  that  whi<^  the  Government 
itself  has  expressed*— that  this  is  not  a 
Minute  which  will  settle  the  question  ? 

On  Question  put  ? 

Their  Lordships  divided  : — Oouteuts 
84  ;  Not-Contents  25  ;  Majority  69. 

Resolved  in  the  Affirmative. 

DOCK  AT  GIBRALTAR, 
RESOLUTION. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH  moved  for 
any  correspondence  -which  might  have 
passed  between  the  Admiralty  and  any 
other  Government  officials  in  reference 
to  the  contemplated  dock  at  Gibraltar. 
He  said  that  the  accidents  which  had  hap- 
pened within  the  last  few  years  to  some 
of  our  valuable  vessels  showed  how 
necessary  it  was  that  places  in  which 
they  could  be  repaired  should  be  provided 
within  easy  reach.  H.M.S.  ZTotoe  would 
have  been  lost  where  she  grounded  near 
Ferrol  but  for  tbe  proximity  of  dock- 
yards of  a  friendly  Power.  In  two  other 
cases— H.M.S.  VUtoHa  aud  H.M.S. 
Sultan — happened,  fortunately,  to  be 
within  easy  reach  of  Malta.  Other 
Naval  Powers  had  improved  their  docks 
in  the  Mediterranean  and  increased  iheir 
number.  If  the  disaster  which  had 
tiefatlen  the  Howe  had  happened  in  time 
of  war,  It  would  have  been  impossible  to 
save  that  vessel.  We  bad  a  great  com- 
merce to  protect,  which  was  equal  to  that 
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of  all  other  nations  taken  tog^her. 
Regarded,  therefore,  as  a  question  of  in- 
aitrauce  for  oiii"  vessels,  he  asked  whether 
it  was  safe  to  have  only  one  dock  iu  the 
whole  Mediterranean  in  'which  pur  ships 
could  be  repaired?  France  had  nine 
docks  at  Tonlon ;  at  Marseilles  she  had 
six  or  seven  ;  at  Algier  she  had  two,  and 
&t  TuDts  she  had  now  a  coneidemble 
naval  station  withio  260  miles  of  Malta. 
The  Italian  and  Spanish  Governments 
had  been  inoreasing  their  harbour  aceom- 
modotioD.  The  former  was  spending 
▼ast  sums  on  harbour  and  naval  works, 
and  at  Grenoa  and  Spezzia  Italy  had 
«mie  of  the  finest  docks  in  the  world. 
At  Malta  w«  bad  fonr  docks,  the  fourth 
just  completed  and  large  enough  for  aoj 
vessel.  When  the  Jlctoria  was  takea 
to  Malta  there  was  the  greatest  difficulty 
in  getting  her  in.  We  had  no  means  of 
repairiug  a  large  vessel  At  Gibraltar,  and 
if  she  met  with  a  misfortune  she  would 
hare  to  go  to  Malta  or  to  oome  home  to 
Plymouth  or  Portsmouth.  He  had  been 
told  bj  hard  Elphinstooe,  about  fonr 
years  ago,  that  plans  had  been  received 
at:  the  Admiralty,  and  that  sites  had  been 
named  at  which  docks  should  be  cou- 
structed ;  but  nothing  had  been  done. 
The  docks  would,  it  was  estimated,  take 
five  years  in  oonstruction,  and  it  was  said 
that  the  cost  would  he  about  £250,000 — 
a  mere  triSe  to  this  country.  If  they 
were  to  adopt  the  system  of  paying 
Members  of  Parliament,  an  anuual  sum 
vould  be  required  which  would 
very  nearly  cover  the  cost  of  that 
dock.  He  trusted  that  tho  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Earl  Spencer),  who 
had  recently  visited  Gibraltar,  would 
give  some  assurance  that  the  plans  which 
had  beeu  for  so  many  years  before  the 
Admiralty,  and  had  been  approved  by 
them,  and  by  distinguished  naval  officers, 
would  be  carried  out,  or  other  plans  suIh 
atituted  for  them.  The  late  Lord  Car- 
narvon had  stated  in  this  House  that 
Gibraltar  was  such  a  l>ad  harbour  that  it 
would  be  inadvisable  to  spend 
money  upon  it.  But  since  then  works 
had  been  constructed  there,  and  ships  of 
large  size  could  get  in.  It  would, 
therefore,  be  worth  while  to  make  that 
station  a  place  fit  for  repairing  men  of 
war.  Ail  our  Naval  Advisers  had  for 
years  past  been  in  favour  of  the 
immediate  execution  of  this  work. 
Viscount  Sidmouih 


Moved,  "  That  there  be  laid  before  the  House 
any  comapondence  which  may  have  passed 
between  the  Admiralty  and  any  other  Govern- 
ment oflScf ab  fn  re^nce  to  the  oooteuplatod 
dock  at  Gibraltar."«-(mf;  VittoiMt  fUnunrtA.) 

LoBD  HOOD  or  AVALON  concaned 
in  all  the  noble  Viscount  had  sud  iu  I 
reference  to  the  importance  of  construct- 
ing a  dock  at  Gibraltar.  When  he  held 
the  position  of  Seoior  Naval  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  the  matter  came  up  for  con-  i 
sideration.  The  questions  involved  yten  \ 
— Was  skfAt  a  dock  necessary  and  advis- 
able; what  was  the  most  suitable  site  for  | 
the  dock,  and  what  would  be  the  prolwble 
cost  ?  On  the  first  point  the  dooisioD 
was  unanimous  in  the  affirmatiTe,  but  it  | 
was  deemed  advisable  not  to  press  the 
execution  of  tho  work  at  that  time.  As 
to  site,  many  proposals  were  made  by 
difi^rent  officials.  Subsequently,  the 
Director  of  Works  went  to  Gibraltar,  and 
after  careful  observation  and  inquiry 
came  to  the  eonclnsiou  and  reported  that 
not  one  of  the  sites  proposed  was  anitable 
for  the  construction  of  adock.  Headded, 
however,  that  there  was  a  suitable 
position  on  the  rook — the  Now  Mole 
Parade — and  that  the  conatruotion  of  a 
dock  on  that  site  would  cost  mneh  less 
than  on  either  of  the  other  sites  sn^^ted, 
and,  moreover,  that  a  dock  on  this  spot 
would  be  protected  from  the  fire  of  an 
ooemy's  ships.  The  War  Department 
was  made  acquainted  with  this  Report  of 
the  Director  of  Works,  and  he  believed  it 
had  beeu  practically  agreed  to  by  the 
Department. 

Eakl  spencer  :  I  question  very 
much  whether  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
is  justified  In  referring  specifically  to  a 
eonfideiitinl  Paper  which  came  under  his 
notice  officially,  and  which  has  not  been 
presented  to  Parliament. 

LoKD  HOOD  OF  AVALON  said,  he 
liad  intended  to  read  his  own  official 
Minute  on  the  Report  of  the  Director  of 
Works,  but  wonld  not  do  so  after  what 
the  noble  Earl  had  said.  He  would 
merely  add  that  he  regarded  the  question 
of  the  constmction  of  adock  at  Gibraltar 
capable  of  receiving  our  lai^est  ironclads 
as  of  the  greatest  importance  to  the  natioD 
and  the  Navy.  The  estimated  cost  of 
the  work  was  £366,000,  a  snm  not  to  be 
considered  for  a  moment  in  comparison 
with  the  value  such  a  dock  would  be  to 
the  country  in  case  of  war. 
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•Lord  SUDELEY  reminded  their 
Lwdsbips  tbal  tbe  matter  had  bceu  before 
the  House  a  great  mauy  timets,  and  he 
hoped  the  noble  Earl  at  the  bead  of  tlie 
Admirattj  would  be  able  to  state  that  the 
work  of  buildiug  tbe  dock  would  shortly 
be  commenced.  Xo  doubt  the  principal 
cause  of  delay  liad  been  the  question  of 
money.  He  hoped  the  noble  Eart  would 
be  able  to  oreroome  that  difficulty,  and 
would  find  a  means  of  obtainiug  the 
money  otherwise  than  by  including  tbe 
necessary  sum  in  the  annual  Estimates. 
This  work,  however,  was  only  one  of 
several  that  were  required  for  further 
strengthening  tbe  Navy ;  and  if  we  were 
to  maintain  our  supremaoy  at  t«ea,  those 
works  must  be  carried  out.  Tbe  other 
^reat  European  uavai  Powers  were 
!  speoding  largely  on  Naval  construction  ; 
the  expenditureof  France  was  £4,000,000 
kyearandof  Ruffiia£2,d00,000,  together 
£6,500,000 as  against  ourowu  £4.500,000, 
and  it  was  of  importance,  therefore,  that 
this  should  not  cut  into  the  annual 
Estimates. 

LoBD  BRASSEY  recognised  tbe  im- 
portance of  coustnicting  a  dock  at  Gib- 
raltar, and  regretted  that  it  was  necessary 
to  suspend  tbe  work  when  he  was  at  the 
Admiralty  in  defereuce  to  considerations 
of  finance  conuected  witli  the  shiplmild- 
ing  programme  of  the  Navy.  The  Ad- 
miralty were  now  iu  a  much  better  posi- 
tion in  regard  to  public  support  as  to  tbe 
Deceseary  expenditure  for  the  Navy,  and 
be  hoped  the  Motion  of  the  uolde  Vis- 
count would  be  accepted. 

The  first  LORD  4>f  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Earl  Si'ESceh)  :  My  Lords, 
I  have  not  much  difficulty  in  meeting  the 
qoestion  which  has  beeu  brought  forward 
by  the  noble  Viscouut,  for  iu  tbe  main  I 
certainly  agree  with  tbe  uoble  Viscount 
ind  with  tbe  other  uoble  Lords  who  have 
addressed  the  Hou^e.  The  questiou  of 
coQitructiDg  a  dock  nt  Gibraltar  is,  do 
doubt,  an  exceedingly  important  oue. 
Tbe  uoble  Viscouut  has  referred  to  ray 
Rceot  visit  to  Gibraltar.  That  visit  has 
eonfinned  the  opiniou  whicli  I  previously 
bdd,  that  the  establishment  of  a  dock  at 
ffibmltar  is  a  matter  of  the  greatest 
poauble  importance  to  the  Navy  and  to 
the  country.  In  case  of  war  a  dock  there 
woubl  be  essential,  for  uo  doubt  Gibraltar 
voold  be  one  of  the  most  important  bases 
for  our  Navy.  I  therefore  agree  that  it 
would  be  of  enormous  importance  to  have 


a  dock  at  that  place  where  even  onr  great 
battleabipB  could  be  repaired  if  neceiwary. 
This  questiou,  however,  has  beeu  mixed 
up  with  two  others — the  question  of 
leugtheniiig  tbe  Mole  and  that  of  further 
protection  from  torpedo  attacks.  These 
matters  have  to  l>e  considered  together. 
The  late  Board  decided  that  the  works 
for  the  improvement  of  Gibraltar  should 
be  commenced  by  lengthening  the  Mole, 
and  they  took  money  for  it  last  year. 

ViscdUNT  SIDMOUTH  said,  that 
what  bad  been  stated  was  that  the  length- 
euing  of  the  Mole  wouM  be  in  connection 
with  the  new  dock. 

Earl  SPENCER  :  I  do  not  see  why 
the  noble  Viscouut  finds  fault  with  what 
I  have  said.  I  have  stated  that  these 
various  matters  are  all  mixed  up  together ; 
that  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty  decided 
that  the  work  should  be  commenced  by 
leugtheuiug  tbe  Mole,  end  they  took 
money  for  it  last  year,  but  it  was  found 
inexpedient  and  impossible  to  begin  the 
work.  The  present  Board  of  Admiralty, 
adoptiug  the  same  view,  that  it  is  of  the 
greatest  possible  importance  that  the 
work  should  not  Ire  delayed  a  moment 
louger  than  is  necessary,  have  taken  a 
similar  estimate  this  year.  The  Admi- 
ralty, therefore,  intend  immediately  to 
begiu  the  work  necessary  for  the  improve- 
ment of  Gibraltar,  aud  tbey  have  adopted 
the  view  taken  by  the  late  Board — that 
the  leogtheuiug  of  the  Mole  should  be 
first  proceeded  with.  As  to  tbe  question 
why  the  dock  canuot  at  once  be  begun,  I 
would  remind  your  Lordships  tbat  the 
Naval  Votes  cannot  be  increased  beyond  a 
certain  point,  aud  tbe  late  Board,  as  well  as 
the  preBentBoMvl,had  to  consider  which  of 
the  great  works  that  are  no  doubt 
necessary  to  meet  the  requirraneuts  of 
modern  ships  should  have  precedence. 
There  are  very  important  works  con- 
nected with  docks  to  be  carried  out  at 
Devooport  aud  works  at  Chatham,  with 
regard  to  tbe  housing  of  seamen  on  shore, 
aud  all  those  questions  have  been  con- 
sidered as  to  which  is  the  most  im- 
portant for  uumediate  action.  The 
Governmeut  have  decided,  as  tbe  late 
Board  did  last  year,  that  the  great  works 
at  home  should  have  prec^ence,  aud, 
therefore,  the  new  dock  at  Gibraltar  cannot 
be  immediately  carried  out.  With  regard 
to  the  actual  plans  as  to  the  dock  at 
Gibraltar,  though  I  cannot  go  so  far  as 
to  say  that  tbe  plana  have  actually 
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decided  upou,  I  have  no  doubt  that  we 
shall  be  at  once  able  to  come  to  a  decisiou 
'as  to  which  plan  U  best.  As  to  the 
ooaling  question  as  regards  merchant 
Teasels,  it  is  one  of  ywj  great  import- 
ance, and  irill,  no  doubt,  have  to  be  con- 
sidered at  some  future  time.  I  only 
refer  to  it  as  one  of  the  questions  which 
have  been  raised  in  connection  with  the 
whole  position  of  Gibraltar.  There  is 
also  the  question  of  sanitation.  Both 
those  questions  are  matters  almost  en- 
tirely for  the  consideration  of  the 
Colonial  Department,  bat  I  hare  bvevj 
reason  to  believe  that  the  question  of 
the  sanitary  condition  of  tbe  harbour  will 
be  settled  satisfactorily.  With  regard  to 
the  actual  Motion,  I  am  not  able  to  accede 
to  it.  I  know  of  no  Papers  that  can 
with  safety  to  the  interest  of  the  Public 
Service  be  presented,  and  therefore  on 
public  grounds  I  must  decline  to  accede 
to  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord's  request. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH  asked  whe- 
&er  he  had  rightly  understood  the 
noble  Earl  that  the  site  had  been 
actually  applied  for  ? 

£abl  spencer  :  I  cannot  say  that 
the  site  of  the  dock  has  been  decided 
on,  but  the  Brord  will  have  no  difficulty 
in  coming  to  an  immediate  decision  when 
we  think  it  desirable  to  act. 

•The  Marquess  ok  SALISBURY  : 
My  Lords,  I  only  wish  to  make  one 
suggestion,  and  that  is,  that  whenever 
the  noble  Earl  has  a  plan  which  he 
approves— no  doubt  it  will  be  a  good 
one — he  should  put  it  into  an  Act  of 
Parliament  instead  of  trusting  to  the 
yearly  Votes.  Let  him  remember  the 
fate  of  Aldemey  and  of  Dover — 
that  experts  otuhnge  their  opinions 
almost  every  three  years,  and  that  if 
he  begins  the  Mole  this  year,  it  will  be 
converted  into  a  dmsk  three  years  hence, 
and  into  something  else  three  years  later. 
The  only  chance  of  a  steady  policy 
and  of  confining  the  money  to  an  object 
which  will  produce  some  fruits  is  that 
when  the  scheme  has  been  made  it 
should  be  placed  beyond  the  reach  of 
alteration. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

BLBCTRIC   LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  fi)  BILL  rH.L.].-<No.  69.) 
Committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Earl  Spencer 


BLBCTRIC     LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  6.)  BILL  [h.l.].— (No.  90.) 
Committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 

Whole  House. 

GAS  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION  (NEWENT> 
fto.)  BILL  [HJ..]*— 
Committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

QAS  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION  (BROM- 
TARD,&c.)  BILL  [H-L.].— (No. 85.) 
Committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

LAND  T.\X  COHHISSIONBRS-  NAMES 
BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1' ; 
and  to  be  printed.    (No.  133.) 

PUBLIO  LIBRARIES  (IRELAND)  ACTS 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Brought  frcmi  the  Commons  ;  read  1^ ; 
and  to  be  printed.    (No.  134.) 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  6)  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1* ; 
to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  tbe  Ex- 
aminers.   (No.  135.) 

WATER  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS   (No.  1) 

BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  I*; 
to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers.   (No.  136.) 

PIER    AND     HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  1)  BILL.— (No.  117i) 
Read  2^  (according  to  Order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow. 

PIER    AND    HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  S)  BILL.— (No.  112.) 
Read  2*  (according  to  Order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow. 

COUNTY  SURVEYORS  (IRELAND)  BILL 
tH.L.].— (No.  86.) 
Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3^  To-morrow, 

Hooee  adjonmed  at  twenty  minates  put 
Seven  o'clock,  till  To-monow,  a 
quiifter  past  Ten  o'oloGk. 
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the  river  according  to  a  system  that  vas 
called  "  broad  irrigation."     He  would 

remind  the  House  that  the  syetem  of 
broad  irrigation  had  been  found  in  muaj 
caaes   uuBUCcessfiil   aud  objectionable, 
as    in   the    case    of  Wolverhampton. 
The  land  in  question  consisted  of  long, 
narrow,  stretches  running  for  three  and  a- 
bolf  miles  on  both  banks  of  the  Blrer 
Aron,    Confessedlj,  much  of  the  land 
wa»  unfit  for  the  purpose  for  two  reasons: 
first,  because  of  its  impervious  uattue,  for 
it  was  composed  of  chtj  and  hard  marl; 
and,  secondly,  because  it  was  subject  to 
flooding.    It  must  be  apparent  to  the 
House  that,  as  the  land  was  subject  to 
flooding  in  all  seasons  of  the  year,  the 
sewage  would  be  swept  into  tbe  Biver 
Atou,  polluting  it  to  a  great  extent.  He 
could  quote  from  the  evidence  given  be- 
fore the  Local  Grovemment  Board  inquiry 
to  show  that  that  would  be  the  effect  el 
the  system.     He  asserted  that  it  was 
contrary  to  public  policy  to  divert  the 
sew)geof  a  great  city  like  Coveutry  from 
its  natural  easement  area  or  watershed  to 
another  distinct  and  even  distant  water- 
shed ;    and   he   also   asserted,  on  the 
authority  of  an  eminent  counsel,  that 
to  take  compulsory  powers  for  such  a 
purpose  was  unprecedented,  and  could 
only  be  justified  by  a  cleir  and  absolute 
necessity  or  in  the  absence  of  an  alterna- 
tive, neitherof  which  reasons  existed  in  this 
case.    He  could  quote  from  the  evidence 
taken  by  the  Local  Govemment  Board 
inquiry  that  there  was  no  necessity  for 
this  particular  scheme,  and  that  a  suitable 
alternative  did  exist.     But    he  had 
another  strong  reason  to  urge  against  the 
Provisional  Order,  on   the  ground  of 
public   interest.      He   did   not  stand 
there   to   defend   the   private  interest 
of     any      individual,     though  Lord 
Leigh's   name    had   been    mentioned ; 
but  this  he  should  say  :  that  it  would 
indeed  be  a  very  strange  illustration  of 
the  irony  of  fate  if,  of  all  men  in  the 
world.  Lord  Leigh  was  subjected  to 
injury  at  the  hands  of  the  followers  of 
the  present  Prime  Minister.  The  scheme 
would  injure  Stoneleigh  Park,  one  of  the 
most  beautiful  public  parks  in  England. 
He  said  "  public  park,"  because  it  was  at 
all  times  frequented  by  the  public.  It 
was  the  admired  resort  not  only  of  the 
residents  of  the  neighbourhood,  but  of 
English  visitors  and  travellers  from  all 
parts  of  the  world  who  come  to  visit  the 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Thursday^  Sth  June  1893, 

PROVISIONAL  ORDERS  BILL. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PBOVISIONAL 
OBDEBS  (No.  17)  BILL  (iy  Order.y- 
(No.  376.) 

SECOND  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

•Mr.  PAULTON    (Durham,  Bishop 
Auckland),  in  rising  to  move  "  That  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  upon  this  day 
six  months,"  said,  his  opposition  was 
directed  only  against  the  first  of  the  two 
Provisional  Orders  included  in  the  Bill, 
for  with  the  merits  of  the  second  Qrder 
he  was  not  cognisant  or  concerned.  He 
did  not  see  why  it  was  necessary  that 
two  Provisional  Orders — the  one  distinct 
from  the  other — should  be  included  in  the 
same  Bill.    But  it  seemed  it  was  the 
practice,  and  he  regretted  that  in  oppos- 
ing the  Coventry  Sewage  Provisional 
Onler  be  endangered  the  Shevingtou  Pro- 
Ttsional  Order.    In  venturing  to  oppose 
the  Second  Readmg  of  the  Provisional 
Order  Bill  he  was  not  asking  the  House  to 
decide  between  the  rival  merits  of  the 
different  schemes.     His  contention  was 
tbat  the  interests  involved  were  such  as 
Bhoold  not  be  interfered  with  by  Parliament 
unless  it  could  be  shown  that  a  necessity 
existed,  and  that  there  was   no  alter- 
native.   That,  he  believed,  was  a  reasou- 
sUe  and  proper  Second  Beading  objec- 
tion. At  present  the  sewage  of  Coventry, 
vitha  population  of  50,000^  was  conveyed 
to  tanlu  at  Whitly,  a  mile  from  the  city, 
chemically  treated  there,  and  the  effluent 
discharged  into  the  Biver  Sherboume. 
The  Corporation  of  Coventry  found  a 
difficnlty  in  disposing  of  the  sewage  by 
this  method  at  present,  and  they  pro- 
posed tbat  the  sewage  should  be  carried 
for  a  distance  of  three  or  four  miles  to 
Hytoo  Bridge,  and  there  dischai^ed  in  a 
erode  state  on  lands  along  the  l^nks  of 
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birthplace  of  Shakespeare.  The  park  was 
also  need  for  many  public  purposes,  such 
as  a  camping  ground  for  the  Vohmteers 
and  MUitia  during  tiieir  annual  training. 
It  vas  nee^y  too,  for  th^  more  peaceful 
pnrposee  of  public  oratnrr,  as  his  right 
non.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  was 
aware  ;  and  it  was  also  constantly  and 
daily  used  for  picnics  and  school  treats. 
If  anyone  were  inclined  to  smile  at  such 
purposes  being  described  as  of  great  im- 
portance, he  asked  them  to  remember 
that  to  the  artisan  population  of  the 
town  and  the  hardworking  schoolmasters 
such  events  were  of  real  importance.  He 
said  emphatically  that  to  run  the  risk  of 
polluting  the  Avon,  which  flowed 
through  the  whole  of  ihia  district,  and 
to  create  a  public  nuisance  by  establishit^ 
a  large  sewage  farm  adjoining  the 
park,  was  a  thing  he  believed  the  House 
would  not  sanction  if  it  could  possibly 
avoid  it.  The  scheme  was  opposed  by 
the  County  Council  of  Warwickshire,  and 
by  the  Avon  riparian  owners,  and  they 
had  spent  some  thousands  of  pounds  in 
then'  efforts  to  set  aside  the  scheme.  He 
would  not  go  into  the  alternative  scheme. 
It  was,  the  enlargement  of  the  present 
sewage  premises  and  the  filtering  of  the 
sewage  through  laud  suitable  for  the 
purpose;  and  the  Corporation  of  Coventry 
had,  on  the  advice  of  that  eminent 
engineer,  Sir  Robert  Rawlinson,  pur- 
chased sufficient  land  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  ont  the  alternative  scheme.  It 
was  not  enough  for  the  Corporation  of 
Coventry  to  say  that  the  present  scheme 
was  the  cheaper  scheme.  Ciieapte^s 
was  not  everything  where  the  public 
interest  was  iuvolved,  aud  an  alraolute 
necessity  for  interfering  with  the  public 
interest  should  be  iirst  shown.  It  was 
sufficient  for  his  purpose  to  say  that  the 
engineer  of  the  Corporation  himself 
admitted  that  the  alternative  scheme  was 
an  efficient,  a  sound,  aud  a  feasible 
scheme.  That  fact  hatl  l>een  practically 
admitted  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  itself,  for  it  was  no  secret  that  the 
Local  Government  Board,  after  the 
inquiry,  asked  or  suggested  to  the  Cor- 
poration of  Coventry  that  it  should  give 
favourable  re-consideration  to  the  question 
of  adopting  the  alternative  scheme  as 
opposed  to  the  scheme  now  before  the 
House.  He  would  further  say,  as  an 
indication  of  public  feeling  in  Coventry 
— and  he  hoped  he  would  not  shock  any 

Mr,  PaultoH 


hou.  Members  by  saying  it — that  amongst 
the  betting  fraternity  the  odds  were  4  wa 
to  I  against  this  Provisional  Order  being 
oonfirmed.  He  had  uked  to  see  the 
Report  of  the  Local  Gorwument  Board 
Inapector  who  eonducted  the  inqairy, 
and  he  was  told  it  was  a  confidentiftl 
doetunent.  He  made  no  complaint  of  that, 
though  he  understood  it  was  not  the 
uniform  practice  to  refuse  to  show  the 
Inspector's  Reports  

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolveriumpton,  £.) : 
It  is  the  uniform  practice. 

Mr.  FAULTON  said,  he  accepted  the 
assurance  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  on 
the  point.  The  reason,  he  was  auxioiw 
to  see  the  Report  was  because  he  had 
been  assured  on  very  good  authority  that 
the  Inspector  had  expressed  hioiBclf 
favourable  to  the  alternative  scheme  Id 
preference  to  tbe  scheme  contained  in  the 
Bill.  Still,  he  was  willing  to  assume — 
indeed  he  should  assume — that  in  con- 
firming this  Provisional  Order  the  Local 
Government  Board  were  acting  strictly 
in  accordance  with  the  Report  of  their 
Inspector.  But  he  did  not  know  that 
the  Inspector  reported  specially  in  favour 
of  the  scheme  contained  in  this  BUI.  He 
did  not  know  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Inspector  to  do  so.  So  far  as  he 
waa  aware — aud  if  he  was  wrong  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  would  correct  him — it  was  no  part 
of  the  duty-  of  the  Local  Govemmeni 
Board,  in  considering  or  confirming  a 
Provisional  Order,  to  do  more  than  to 
take  care  that  the  statutory  coudition^i 
werecomplled  with.  The  responsibility  for 
the  merits  of  the  scheme  and  the  success- 
ful carrying  out  of  the  scheme  fell  not  on 
the  Local  Government  Board,  but  on  the 
Local  Authority.  The  Local  Govero- 
meut  Board  is  not  bound,  and  could  not 
be  held  to  be  bound,  to  declare  that  any 
particular  ficheme  was  the  best  and  only 
scheme.  All  thatthe  Board  had.  todo  was  to 
decide  that  the  scheme  submitted  to  them 
was  a  feasible  aud  a  fair  scheme.  It 
could  not,  therefore,  be  contended  that  it 
would  be  any  reflection  on  the  Depart- 
ment if,  in  the  case  of  a  Provisional 
Order  involving  serious  questions  of 
public  importance,  and  Meeting  in- 
juriously a  beautiful  and  historic  locality, 
the  House  of  Commons  refused  to 
sanction  it.    There  were  absolutely  no 
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Fart7  or  political  considerations  involved 
in  this  matter.  If  he  bad  cboaeo  to  im- 
port  Party  argaments  iuto  the  discusaioa 
IB  fovour  of  the  rejection  of  the  Pro- 
Tisioiial  Order»  they  would  eertainlj  not 
be  adverse  to  the  GrOTemment  of  which 
he  was  a  follower.  Ue  sincerely  hoped 
that  the  quesUoD  would  be  left  an  open 
qaettioa  by  the  GoTernment,  as  all 
Private  Business  should  be ;  and  he 
appealed  to  hou.  Members  on  both  sides 
the  House,  who  were  mindful  of  tbe 
preservation  of  a  district  of  historic 
interest  from  pollution  by  a  public 
Doisaoce,  to  support  him  in  the  Amend- 
ment wlUch  he  now  begged  to  more. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "now,"  and  at  tbe  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  *'  upon  this  day  six 
months-.*' — {Mr.  Panlton.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word 
'now  ^  stand  part  of  the  Question.'^ 

Mr.  FR  EEMAN-MIT  ford 
(Warwick,  Stratford)  said,  there  was  an 
injunction  which  was  laid  in  equity  upon 
every  iudividusl,  aud  which  he  ventured 
to  think  applied  equally  to  Public  Cor- 
porations— "iSi'c  utere  tuo  ut  alienum  non 
leedai.''*    Now,  in  this  case  the  "  tuum  " 
was  the  sewage  of  the  City  of  Coventry ; 
the  "  alienum  "  was  the  River  Avon,  and 
oae  of  tbe  most  beautiful  districts  in  the 
County  of  Warwick.    The  injury  which 
would  thus  be  inflicted  upon  a  whole 
neighbourhood  would  only  be  justifiable 
in  a  case  of  the  direst  necessity.  No 
meh  necessity  existed  here.    Mr.  Man- 
wrgh,  the  eminent  engineer  employed  by 
the  Corporation  of  Coventry,  admitted 
this  in  his  evidence  at  the  inquiry  held 
bf  tbe  Local  Government  Board.  He  only 
preferred  the  pollution  scheme  on  account 
of  its  cheapness.     Major  Fo8l)erry  in 
his  evidence  went  a  step  further.  He 
condemned  the  proposed  scheme,  firstly, 
on  the  ground  that  a  sewage  fann  should 
not  have  more  than  one,  or  at  most  two, 
oatfalls,  as  it  was  tbe  manager's  inopera- 
tive duty  to  see  the  state  of  the  effluent 
every  diay — ^perhaps  two  or  three  times 
in  a  day.   Secondly,  on  the  ground 
that  there  was  great  temptation  to  turn 
the  sewage  into  the  river  when  the  crops 
did  not  need  it.    He  had  known  this 
happen  frequently.     He  went  ou  to 
say— 

VOL.  XIII.   [fouuth  series.] 


"  open  ditches  or  watercoanet,  u  well  aa 
outfall  drains,  are  a  source  of  (laoger  that,  in 
my  opinion,  condemn  the  scheme  absolutely." 

Mr.  Baldwin  Latham,  another  civil 
engineer,  sidmitted  that  a  Corporation 

should  not  take  its  sewage  to  another 
watershed  where  it  coiiid  be  avoided, 
Mr.  Mansergh  admitted  that,  as  far  as  he 
knew,  such  a  course  was  unprecedented. 
Mr.  Puruell,  the  city  surveyor,  cross- 
examined  on  the  plan  recommended  by 
Sir  R.  Rawlinson,  condemned  it,  and 
then  was  compelled  to  admit  that  he  had 
uo  experience  of  sewage  schemes.  What, 
in  these  circumstances,  justified  carrying 
this  unpnrified  sewage  by  open  channels 
and  drains  on  to  laud  liable  to  flooding, 
so  that  the  filth  must  be  distributed  on 
land  not  proposed  to  be  acquired  by  tbe 
Corporation  ?  All  Warwickshire  was  up 
in  arms  agalust  the  scheme.  The 
riparian  owners  were  opj>osed  to  it  on 
account  of  the  injury  which  it  would 
inflict  upon  their  property.  The  County 
Council  were  opposed  to  it  on  purely 
public  grounds.  The  proximity  of  this 
mass  of  sewage  on  land  liable  to  floods 
wonld  render  the  village  of  Bubbeshall 
practically  uninhabitable,  while  the 
amenities  of  several  public  roads  and 
paths  would  be  destroyed.  Stoneleigh 
Park,  which  had  never  been  used  for  the 
selfish  purposes  of  its  owner,  but  had  l>een 
thrown  open  to  the  public  in  the  most 
generous  way,  would  be  ruined.  Lord 
Leigh  had  a  private  rifle  range,  which 
was  used  by  the  Volunteers  and  by  the 
Militia,  who  were  encamped  there  often 
— indeed,  he  believed  annually — and  the 
very  water  which  was  now  filtered  by 
them  for  drinking  purposes  was  the 
water  which  this  scheme  proposed  to 
befoul.  One  word  more  as  to  the  senti- 
mental aspect  of  the  question,  and  it  was 
one  which  they  could  not  disregard.  In 
these  days,  when  so  much  care  was 
expended  to  protect  our  ancient  buildings 
and  monuments,  surely  some  respect  was 
due  to  those  natural  features — not  less 
interesting  in  the  matter  of  history  and 
tradition — in  which  our  country  was  so 
rich.  He  made  so  bold  as  to  say  that  if 
the  River  Avon  vrete  to  be  treated 
in  the  way  proposed  by  this  scheme, 
there  wonld  be  a  cry  of  indignation 
from  every  English-speaking  country. 
What  would  the  Americans  say  if  they 
were  told  that  the  best  use  to  which  we 
could  put  the  River  Avon  was  to  turn  it 
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into  a  common  sewer  ?  He  thought  that 
tiiifl  question  might  safely  be  left  to  the 
justice  and  sense  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  he  looked  with  confidence 
to  the  action  of  his  right  hou.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Local  GoTernment 
Board,  knowing  well  what  a  calm  and 
judicial  mind  he  brought  to  bear  upon 
CTery  subject  that  was  committed  to  his 
care. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  (Warwickshire,  Tam- 
worth)8aid,  he  was  thorougblyacquaiuted 
with  the  district,  and  while  he  would  not 
go  so  far  as  to  say  that  the  carrying  out 
of  this  scheme  would  be  a  national 
calamity,  he  held  that  it  would  certainly 
be  ft  Warwickshire  calamity.  Knowiug 
as  he  did  almost  every  foot  of 
the  locality,  be  bad  no  hesitation  iq 
saying  that  the  establishment  of  the 
sewage  farm  would  be  tbe  greatest 
possible  mistake.  Tbe  Kiver  Avon,  as 
had  been  stated,  was  contioually  subject 
to  floods,  and  he  had  often  seen  the  water 
extending  for  half  a  mile  over  the  area 
in  the  locality  of  the  proposed  sewage 
farm.  How  anyone  could  have  suggested 
a  sewage  farm  in  such  a  district  be  was 
at  a  loss  to  understand.  He  could  not 
help  feeling  strongly  that  all  that  was 
required  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
Corporation  was  the  ealargemeot  of  the 
tanks  and  tbe  development  of  the  present 
system.  It  had  worked,  he  believed, 
satisfactorily  for  many  years,  and  he 
failed  to  see  why  the  necessary  extension 
oould  Dot  be  carried  out  at  a  comparatively 
BUght  expenditure  of  money.  With 
regard  to  Stoneleigh  Park,  he  could  not 
rdrain  from  saying  he  eodorsed  every 
word  that  bad  been  said.  Lord  Leigh 
had  placed  his  park  almost  entirely  at  tbe 
disposal  of  the  public,  and  it  was  one  of 
the  places  moat  habitually  resorted  to 
by  the  inhabitants  of  Birmingham  and 
the  district.  It  would  be  a  great  hard- 
ship upon  the  inhabitants  and  upon  Lord 
Leigh  if  this  scheme,  which  to  his  mind 
was  quite  unnecessary,  was  carried  into 
effect. 

Me.  BALLANTINE  (Coventry) 
said,  he  should  like  to  state  briefly 
the  position  of  tbe  Coventry  Corpora- 
tion, Coventry  had  of  late  years 
enormously  increased,  and  the  drainage 
system  was  absolutely  inadequate  to  meet 
toe  wants  of  tbe  population.  The  pre- 
sent system  resulted  in  the  pollution  of  a 
stream, called  the  Sberbourue  aud  another 

Mr*  Fneman'Mitford 


stream,  both  of  which  were  tributaries  of 
tue  Avon  ;  and  the  position  the  Corpora- 
tion took  up  was  that  the  proposed 
scheme  would  entirely  free  tbe  Avon 
from  pollution,  which  was  tbe  necessary 
outcome   of    the   present   system.  In 
August  of  last  year  an  injuuction  was 
obtained  against  tbe  Corporation  pro- 
hibiting them  from  discharging  tbe  city 
sewage  into  the  Sherbourne,  but  the  in- 
junction was  suspended  for  13  months  in 
order  to  give  them  an  opportuni^  of 
formulating  some  new   scheme.  The 
Corporation  thereupon  consulted  with  the 
bestadvi8ersprocuTable,and  Mr.  Muisei^h 
laid  before  them  a  scheme  of  broad 
irrigation  which  would,  in  bis  opinioo, 
entirely  prevent  the  pollution   of  the 
river.    A  Provisional  Order  was  next 
applied  for,  aud,  as  the  result  of  a  Local 
Government  Board  inquiry  lasting  nine 
days,  the  Provisional  Order  was  granted. 
He  concnrreH  in  every  word  that  had 
beeu  said  with  reference  to  Lord  Leigh, 
who  was  oue  of  the  principal  opponents 
of  the  scheme,  and  he  was  snre  tbe 
Corporation  felt  also  that  he  bad  acted 
with  great  liberaHty  in  throwing  open 
his  park  for  the  use  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the   district.     They   would   not  have 
undertaken  this  scheme,  bad  they  not 
been  satisfietl  that  Lord  Leigh  would  not 
be  affected  in  the  slightest  degree,  aud 
in  support  of  that  opinion  be  would  read 
an  extract  from  a  letter  written  by  the 
Town  Clerk  of  Coventry  to  Lord  Leigh, 
The  Town  Clerk  wrote — 

"  L  *m  desired  t<>  Bssun  yc-or  Lordship  that 
when  the  details  of  the  scheme  come  to  be 
considered,  shoald  it  be  foand  possible  to  remoTe 
jour  Lordship's  objection  by  an  alteration  or 
modification,  no  effort  will  be  spared  coneis- 
teutly  with  the  proper  working  of  the  Echemc  to 
meet  your  viewa." 

That  extract  sufliciently  showed  tbe 
attitude  of  the  Corporation.  In  this 
matter  the  Corporation  had  the  work 
forced  upon  them  by  a  Court  of  La%, 
and  in  undertaking  it  they  had  liBd  tbe 
best  scientific  advice  with  a  view  to 
protecting  the  rights  and  HbertleB  of 
every  inhabitant  in  the  district. 

•Mk.  H.  H.  FOWLEK  :  I  assure  my 
bon.  Friend  (Mr.  Faulton)  that  I 
shall  not  regard  any  decision  of  the 
House  on  this  matter  as  a  reflection  upon 
the  Department,  or  upon  myself.  This 
is  a  question  tn  respect  of  which,  as  the 
House  has  already  observed,  there  is  a 
groat  deal  of  conflictins-wid  Qpntradict«T 
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evidence.   It  would  require  many  hours 
to  read  the  evidence  submitted  to  me 
bj  botb  sides.  The        facts  are  these  : 
The  City  Corporation  have,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  injunctioo  which  has  been 
mentioned,  selected^  under  the  advice  of 
an  eminent  engineer,  a  plan  which  tbey 
think   feasible.      This  plan  has  been 
carefully  iuvestigated    by    the  Local 
Government  Board,  and  the  Corporation 
now  ask  for  an  opportunity  of  proving 
to  the  House  whether  it  is  not  such  a 
scheme  as  should  in  the  ordinary  way  go 
before  the  Committee  upstairs.  The 
House,  I  think,  will  see  that  it  is  not  a 
fit  tribnnal  to  undertake  ajudictal  inquiry, 
and  I    therefore  advise  that  the  Bill 
should  he  read  a  second  time,  and  be 
sent  to  theCommittee,  who  will  deterraiue 
upon  it  in  the  ordinary  way.    I  cordially 
concur  with  everything  that  has  been  said 
as  to*  Lord  Leigh,  who  is  one  of  the  most 
patriotic   and  public-spiriteil  noblemen 
not  only  in  the  County  of  Warwick,  but 
ID  all  England.     I  do  not  say  that  it 
would  not  be  well  for  the  House  to  pause 
before  inflicting  upon  him  the  slightest 
unnecessary  injury.    I   am  iofonned, 
however,  by  the  Corporation  that  the 
icheme  they  propose  will  in  no  way 
injure  Lord  Leigh  or  affect  his  property. 
It  is  said  we   shall  commit   a  crime 
against  the  civilised  world  by  permitting 
the  sewage  to  run  into  the  Avon.  But 
it  is  running  into  the  Avon  now. 

Mil.  FREEMAN-MITFORD  :  Yes, 
but  it  is  pnriHed  now. 
•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  The  difficulty 
of  the  case  is  that  it  is  uot  regarded  u» 
sofficieutly  purified,  and  it  is  considered 
that  the  present  scheme  will  remove  a 
great  deal  of  the  existing  nuisance.  I  am 
quite  of  opinion  that  the  Bill  should  be 
sent  upstairs  to  the  Committee,  which 
is  oue  of  the  fairest  tribunals  in  the 
conntry.  Personally,  I  should  be  couteut 
if  the  Committee  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  scheme  ought  not  to  go  forward. 
I  granted  the  Provisional  Order  with  very 
great  reluctance  and  very  great  hesita- 
tion ;  but  having  come  to  that  conclusion, 
1  shall,  if  we  go  to  a  Division,  vote 
agi^ost  the  Amendment,  as  I  desire  to 
give  the  Corporation  the  opportunity  of 
defending  their  scheme  before  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  long  (Liverpool,  Derby- 
shire) B^d,  that  under  ordinary  circum- 
ttanees  he  confessed  that  the  argnments 


of  his  right  hon.  Friend  ought  to  carry 
weight  with  the  House.   The  almost 
uDiversal  practice  of  the  House  io  the 
case  of  a  Private  Bill  was  to  pass  it 
through  the  Second  Reading  and  9end  it 
upstairs  to  the  Committee,  where  evidence 
ou  both  sides  could  bo  heard.  This 
case,    however,    was    different  from 
ordinary  cases.    The  Bill  was  one  pro- 
moted by  a  great  Corporation,  who  had 
the  city  rates  to  fall  back  upon,  whilst 
the  opponents  of  the  measure  were  called 
upon  to  provide  the  sinews  of  war  oat 
of  their  own  pockets.    There  was  little 
doubt,  from  what  they  bad  heard,  that 
there  was  a  great  conflict  of  evidence  on 
the  matter,  and  it  followed  that  the 
inquiry  upstairs  would  not  only  bo  n  long 
and  laborious  one,  but  a  very  oxpensive 
oue.     The   Provisional   Order  system 
was    a   very  good  one,   but  he  fully 
believed  that  a  bad  impression'  would 
be    created  against   it  if  full  justice 
was  not  done  to  the  opponents  of  the 
proposal  before  the  Order  reached  the 
House.   It  should  be  rememh^ed  that 
even  the  purse  of  a  nobleman  was  not  iu'- 
exhaustible.  He  thought  in  this  instanci' 
a  very  strong  case  had  been  made  oat 
why  the  Bill  should  not  go  upstairs,  and 
he  should,  therefore,  record  his  vote  for 
the  rejection  of  the  measure. 

•Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) 
said,  that  as  representing  the  Division 
mainly  iuterested  in  this  subject,  he 
wanted  to  know  why  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  not  given 
them  any  clue  as  to  the  effect  of  the  Report 
of  the  Inspector  before  whom  the  inquiry 
had  been  held  ?  What  was  the  use  of 
having  Inspectors  to  make  inquiries  if 
they  had  not  afterwards  the  benefit  of 
their  advice  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  The  Rsports 
are  confidential  documents,  aud  I  take 
upon  myself  the  sole  respousibility  of  the 
decision  that  has  been  arrived  at  on  the 
matter. 

*Mr.  COBB  said,  he  did  not  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  lay  the  Report 
of  the  Inspector  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House,  but  it  was  well-known  whether 
theReports  were  confidential  or  not — the 
main  raect  of  them  leaked  out  in  almost 
every  case.  He  was  told  distinctly  that 
the  effect  of  the  Report  of  the  Inspector 
in  this  case  was  against  the  scheme  com- 
prised in  this  Provisional  Order  and  in 
favour  of  the  al1j9^^^(3^^1eHe 
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was  not  there  to  look  after  the  interests 
of  Lord  Leigh — ^Lorde  were  general!/ 
wellahletolook  after  themselTes — but  h« 
was  there  to  look  after  the  interests  of 
his  own  constituency.  He  was  confident, 
howcTer,  that  if  the  Bill  went  upstairs 
it  would  most  unjustly  cost  Lord  Leigh 
hundreds,  if  not  thousands,  of  pounds, 
in  addition  to  his  great  cost  of  the 
preliminary  inquiry.  As  a  lawyer  he 
knew  something  of  the  expense  of  these 
inquiries.  He  appealed  to  the  House  to 
reject  the  Bill,  for  he  felt  sure  that  if  the 
alternative  scheme  was  carried  out  it 
would,  although  costing  a  few  hundreds 
more  to  the  City  of  Co-ventry,  be  found 
to  work  satisfactorily,  besides  removing 
a  great  cause  of  dissatisfaction. 

Mr.  arch  (Norfolk,  N.W.)  said,  he 
hoped  the  Bill  would  be  thrown  out,  he- 
cause  25  or  30  years  ago  he  had  had 
painful  experience  in  connection  with  the 
sewage  of  the  town  of  Warwick,  which 
was  turned  into  the  river  and  gave  rise 
to  great  trouble.  He  did  not  see  why 
some  scheme  could  not  be  devised  which 
would  be  of  benefit  to  the  public  and 
remove  from  the  neighbonrtiood  any 
danger  of  pollution  of  the  river  or 
disease. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  he  would 
make  n  suggestion  which,  he  thought, 
would  remove  a  dtflSctilty.  Another 
Provisional  Order  was  involved  in  the 
Bill,  and  it  was  hardly  fair  that  that  im- 
portant Order  relating  to  a  town  iu 
Lancashire  should  be  postponed  for 
another  year  in  the  event  of  the  rejection 
of  the  Bill.  He  would  suggest  to  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment that  he  take  the  sense  of  the  House 
upon  this  question  by  moving  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  Debate.  He  himself 
should  vote  against  the  Adjoununent, 
because  he  was  in  favour  ct  the  Second 
Reading;  but  should  the  House,  by 
agreeing  to  the  Adjournment,  express 
themselves  unfavourable  to  the  schnne, 
he  would  withdraw  the  Order  fnun  the 
Bill. 

•Hr.  FAULTON  said,  that  he  would 
agree  to  that  course  on  the  assurance 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
would  consider  the  Motion  for  the  Ad- 
journment tantamount  to  a  decision  on 
the  Main  Question. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  consented. 
Mr.  Cobb 


Motion  made,  and  Qaestion,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,** — {Mr. 
Paultony) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  tUl  To-morrow. 
QUE  S  TIONS, 


RAILWAY  WAGON  RRGULATIONS. 

Mr.  POWELL-WILLIAMS  (Bir- 
mingham, S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he 
is  aware  that  whilst  Railway  Companies 
are  iosisting  upon  compliance,  on  the 
part  of  private  owners  of  railway  wagons, 
with  certain  costly  regulations  affecting 
the  construction  and  repair  of  such 
wagons,  they  have  themselves  large 
numbers  of  wagons  in  regular  use  which 
do  not  conform  to  those  r^^lations  ;  and 
whether  he  will  take  steps,  by  remon- 
strance with  the  Railway  Companies  or 
otherwise,  to  put  an  end  to  such  treat- 
mcDt  of  private  owners  in  this  respect 
for  the  future  ? 

•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mvndella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  I  am  not  aware  that  Rail- 
way Companies  are  taking  the  action 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member,  which 
would  appear  to  bo  contrary  to  die  terms 
of  Section  1  IfS  of  the  Railways  Clauses 
Act,  1845.  The  Secretary  of  the  Rail- 
way Companies  Association  writes  that — 

'*  The  Companies  do  not  desire  to  put  the 
private  wagon  owners  to  aodue  or  unnecessary 
expense,  but  th*y  are  satisfied  that  when  old 
wagons  not  ap  to  the  requirements  of  the 
specification  are  »o  far  worn  m  to  require  sub- 
stantial r^lacements,  they  should  be  abandoned, 
and  wagons  equal  to  modem  reqairementa  be 
proTided.  So  far  as  the  Companies'  own  stock 
IS  concerned,  that  practice  is  undoubtedly 
followed." 

The  House  will  understand  that  in  the 
interests  of  public  safety  all  wagons 
used  on  railways  should  be  of  proper 
construction  and  equipment. 

Mr.  POWELL -WILLIAMS:  WUl 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  be  good 
enough  to  ascertain  whether  or  not  the 
Railway  Companies  have  issued  a  cir- 
cular to  the  owners  of  private  wagons 
calling  on  them  to  comply  with  condi- 
tions which  they  do  not  thwnselves 
fulfil  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  will  inquire. 
Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  :  Is 
there  any  legal^Mj  e,(th^^[jy  what 
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grounds  justify  the  Compauy  in  dis- 
ftUowing  the  use  of  wagons  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  suppose  Kail- 
way  Companies  thenueWes  are  the 
judges  «a  to  (be  prop^  repur  and  oon- 
stniction  of  the  wagons. 

CHOLBBA  VIRUS. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Middteton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether 
iDOculatioa  of  soldiers  and  others  with 
cholera  virus  is  taking  place  under  the 
sanction  of  the  authorities  representing 
the  Government  of  Agra  ;  is  this  an 
experiment ;  whose  advice  was  it 
adopted  ;  was  it  first  submitted  for  con- 
sideration to  the  Government  medical 
advisers,  and  witb  what  result ;  and  by 
wb»t  audiority,  law,  or  function  of  Go- 
vernment, is  the  proceeding  sanctioned  ? 
•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Mr.  George 
Russell,  North  Beds.)  :  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  no  ioformatiou  as  to  the 
proceedings  mentioned  in  the  quentiou  of 
the  hou.  Member ;  but  he  will  cause 
inquiry  to  be  made.  If  sach  experi- 
ments have  taken  place,  it  has,  no  doubt, 
been  by  voluntary  arrangement,  and  not 
by  any  authority,  law,  or  function  of 
Government.  At  the  request  of  the 
Sassian  Ambassador,  the  Government  of 
India  was  asked  to  give  M.  Hai¥kiue 
bcilities  for  visiting  districts,  towns  and 
military  stations  where  cholera  may  be 
prevalent,  for  seeing  hospitals  where 
cholera  patients  may  be  under  treatment, 
and  for  inquiring  into  the  causes  and 
cirenmstances  of  cholera  epidemics. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD ;  Do  I  understand 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  inquiry 
will  l>e  made  into  the  circumstances  ? 

Mb.  GEORGE  RUSSELL:  Cer- 
tainly. 

FOOD  PRICES  AT  HOME  AND  ABROAD. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  he  can  Hupplemeut  the  informa- 
tion contained  in  the  recently  issued 
Paper  (Commercial,  No.  6, 1 893),  showing 
the  average  retail  price  per  pound  avoir- 
dnpois  [of  various  articles  of  domestic 
consumption  in  some  of  the  principal 
cities  of  Europe  in  1892,  by  giving  also 
the  avenge  prices  of  similar  articles  in 
some  of  the  principal  cities  of  the  United 
Kingdom  for  the  same  year  ? 


•Mr.  MUNDELLA:  The  Board  of 
Trade  is  not  responsible  for  the  Paper  in 
question,  mnd  is  not  of  opinion  that  any 
good  purpose  would  be  answered  by  a 
retrospective  inquiry  such  as  the  bon. 
Member  suggests.  We  are,  however,  at 
present  engaged  in  an  Inquiry  into  the 
average  prices  of  articles  of  food  of 
workmen  8  consumption  witb  a  view  to 
periodical  publication. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  :  If  I  move  for  a 
Return  in  that  form,  will  the  Govemment 

object  to  it  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  It  is  not  neces- 
sary. The  Govemment  are,  as  I  have 
stated,  making  inquiries  with  a  view  to 
the  periodical  publication  ot  this  informa- 
tion. 

DR.  QREIG'S  CLAIM  AGAINST  THE 
CflXKB6B  GOVERNMENT. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  in  what  posi- 
tion the  claim  of  Dr.  James  A.  Greig, 
one  of  the  Missionaries  of  the  Irish 
Presbyterian  Church  in  China,  against 
the  Chinese  Government,  now  stands  ; 
and  whether  the  settlement,  announced 
by  the  Foreign  Office  on  Slst  March  as 
having  been  arrived  at  witb  the  Chinese 
Government,  has  been  carried  out ;  and, 
if  not,  whether  he  can  state  the  cause  of 
the  delay  In  doing  so  ? 

Thk  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Gret,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  According  to  the  latest  advices- 
received  from  Mr.  O'Couor  on  the  subject 
of  this  claim,  the  Chinese  Government 
were  making  some  difficulties  as  to 
carrying  out  the  settlement  on  which 
they  baid  agreed  in  principle,  urging, 
among  other  grounds,  that  the  poverty  of 
the  district  in  wbich  the  attack  on  Dr. 
Greig  occurred  would  make  it  very  diffi- 
cult to  levy  the  full  amount  of  compen- 
sation demanded.  Mr.  O^Couor  had 
replied  that  these  were  considerations  into 
which  be  could  not  enter,  and  has  con- 
tinued to  ui:ge  a  speedy  settlement. 
There  can  hp  uq  doubt  that  he  will  con- 
tinue his  efforts,  and  that,  if  necessary, 
he  will  refer  home  for  further  instructions 
or  support. 
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HOSPITAL  ACCOMMODATION  IN  THE 
METROPOLIS. 
Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vei  uraeut  Board  whether,  in  view  of  the 
pressure  on  the  hospitals  of  the  Metro- 
politan Asylums  Board,  he  will  take 
stepa  to  ascertain  if,  auJ  how  far,  these 
hospitals  are  being  used  hj  those  who 
have  the  means  of  isolation  at  home,  to 
the  exelnsioD  of  cases  urgdntty  in  need 
of  hospital  accommodation  ;  and  whether 
he  will  cause  inqaiiy  to  he  made  into  the 
effect  of  the  isolation  provided  hj  these 
hospitals  in  preventing  the  occiirrence  of 
fresh  cases  in  the  houses  whence  patients 
are  removed  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler,  Wolverhampton,  £.) :  From  the 
inquiries  which  I  have  made  of  the 
managers  of  the  Metropolitan  Asylum 
District,  I  think  there  is  no  reason  to 
anppose  that  any  appreciable  percentage 
of  the  patients  in  the  hospitals  of  the 
managers  are  persons  who  cotild  be  pro- 
perly isolated  in  their  own  homes.  As  a 
large  proportion  of  the  casos  are  atlraittetl 
on  the  application  of  the  Sanitary 
Authorities  and  of  Medical  Officers  of 
Health,  the  managers  have  asked  them 
to  give  a  preference  in  tlieir  applications 
to  the  most  necessitona  cases.  Snch  an 
inquiry  as  is  suggested  in  the  second 
paragraph  would  occupy  a  very  con- 
siderable time,  and  it  does  not  appear  to 
me  that  the  advantage  which  would  be 
likely  to  be  obtained  is  such  as  to  render 
it  necessary  that  such  au  inquiry  should 
he  undertaken. 

THE  ANGONI  BACK. 
Mh.  THOMAS  BAYLEY  (Derby- 
shire, Chesterfield):  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  has  observed  the 
statement  given  in  a  letter  from  J.  A.  S. 
Grant  (Bey),  dated  19th  March,  1893, 
to  C.  H.  Allen,  Esq.,  Secretary  of  the 
Britishaud  Foreign  Anti-Slavery  Society, 
that  a  handsome,  intelligent,  well- 
featured  black  race,  called  Angoui,  under 
the  direct  protection  of  Great  Britain,  to 
the  West  and  North-West  of  the  Shire 
Kiver,  are  kept  in  slavery ;  and  that  when 
one  attempts  to  escape  he  is  speared  io 
death,  and,  if  he  escapes,  all  the  relatives, 
friends,  and  companions  have  to  submit 


to  the  poison  ordeal ;  and  will  the 
Government  give  Her  Majesty's  Com- 
missioner inetructiona  and  power  to  stamp 
out  or  control  this  evil  ? 

Sir  E.  GBEY  :  I  had  not  seen  the 
letter  in  question  till  my  attention  was 
called  to  it  by  the  hon.  Member.  Mr. 
Johnston  is  making  every  effort  for  the 
suppression  of  evils  connected  wiUi  the 
Slave  Trade  in  the  Protectorate  ;  and  we 
have  lately  heard  of  at  least  one  instuice 
in  which  his  exertions  have  been  attended 
by  marked  success. 

WELSH  TJTHE  COLLECTIONS. 
Mb.  GBIFFITH-BOSCAWEN 
(Kent,  Tunbridge)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Homte  De- 
partment whether  he  is  now  aware 
that  a  different  system  of  prptectiqg 
County  Court  Bailiffs  engaged  in  the 
collection  of  tithe  ront-chargo  prevails 
iu  Cardiganshire  than  that  adopted  in 
the  ueiglibouring  Counties  of  Pembroke 
and  Carmarthen  ;  whether  he  ia  aware 
that  tithe  has  been  collected  without 
difficulty  iu  the  two  lattor  counties  since 
the  passing  of  the  Tithe  Act,  but  that 
the  collection  has  been  attended  with 
scenes  of  disorder  and  violence  in  Car- 
diganshire, in  the  course  of  which 
Robert  Lewis,  the  County  Court  Bailiff 
has  heen  repeatedly  assaulted,  and  the 
execution  of  the  coders  rendered  im- 
possible ;  and  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  compol  the  Local  Autliorities  of 
Cardiganshire  to  afford  adequate  police 
protection  to  public  officials  engaged  in 
carrying  out  the  law  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  foe 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQDiTH,  Fife,  E.)  ;  With  regard  to  the 
first  paragraph,  I  am  not  aware  that  a 
different  system  of  protecting  County 
Court  Bailiffs  engaged  iu  the  collection 
of  tithe  reut-charge  prevails  in  Car- 
diganshire from  that  adopted  in  the 
neighbouring  Counties  of  Pembroke  and 
Carmarthen.  With  regard  to  the  first 
part  of  paragraph  2,  I  have  made 
inquiries  rrom  the  Chief  Constables  of 
the  two  counties  to  question.  The 
Chief  Constable  of  Carmarthenshire  in- 
forms me  that  at  first  the  tithes  were 
collected  not  without  difficulty ;  hot 
latterly  they  have  had  little  or  no 
trouble.  The  Chief  Constable  of  Pem- 
brokeshire informs  me  that  ^e  system 
he  has  adopted  is  one  of  moral  suasion, 
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tnd,  with  two  exceptions,  no  secrecj 
iias  been  reeorted  to.  The  redaced 
namber  of  police  engaged  at  recent  dia- 
traintfl  and  sales,  the  almost  total 
abeeooe  of  assaidts  on  baitiffi,  and  none 
whaterer  on  the  police,  show,  in  his 
opinion,  that  the  scheme  gives  general 
satisfoction.  With  regard  to  the  last 
pvt  of  paragraph  2  aod  to  the  third 
paragraph,  I  hare  nothing  to  add  to  the 
answer  which  I  gave  to  this  qaestion  ou 
Thorsdajr  last. 

Mr.  GRIFFITH  -  BOSCAWEN  : 
May  I  inquire  whether  since  last  Jolf 
Lewis  has  been  assaulted  ou  three  occa- 
sions when  he  has  attempted  to  collect 
tidies ;  vhedwr  he  was  nearly  murdered 
on  the  5th  May,  and  has  been  ill  ever 
since;  and  whether,  in  the  circumstances, 
the  protection  of  fonr  men  is  an  adequate 
protection  for  the  bailiff  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  My  information 
does  not  in  the  least  accord  with  the 
statements  of  the  hon.  Grentteman. 

THE  UNITED  SERVICE  INSTITUTION. 
Mr.  BURNIE  (Swansea,  Town)  :  I 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
on  what  terms  and  conditions  the  valu- 
able site  abont  to  he  occupied. by  the 
United  Service  Institution  at  Whitehall 
has  been  granted  to  that  body  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham)  : 
The  site  npon  which  the  United  Service 
Institntion  is  about  to  bnild  is  to  be,  on 
the  completion  of  the  new  buildings, 
leased  fw  80  years  from  Michaelmas  last 
at  a  rental  of  £350  for  the  first  year 
and  ^80  a  year  thereafter. 

8C0T0H  PRISON  OFFICIALS. 

Mr.  W.  WHITELAW  (Perth):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
whether  be  has  come  to  a  decision  upon 
the  cases  of  certain  Scotch  prison  officers, 
with  regard  to  superannuation,  recently 
submitted  to  him  ? 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Treveltas,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  I  find  that  the  case  of  a 
Deputy  Governor  which  has  been  sub- 
mitted to  me  was  fully  considered  a  year 
1^  and  that  the  Treasury,  under  the 
hite  Government,  declined  to  admit  any 
claim  for  pension.  A  Prison  Chaplain 
was  the  other  case  ;  but  I  am  informed 
that  his  claim  is  completely  barred  by 
the  existing  Rules  of  the  Service  relating 


to  superannuation.  I  have  accordingly 
decided,  upon  full  oonsideration,  not  to 
re-opan  a  matter  which  baa  been  M 
recently  settled  ? 

Ms.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N)  :  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referring  to 
the  case  of  the  Gorerocu:  of  Aberdeen 
Prison  P 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN:  No,  Sir: 
the  Deputy  Governor  of  Perth  Prison. 

Mr.  W.  WHITELAW  :  I  shall  ask 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  dealing  with 
these  cases,  and  if  that  Bill  is  not  sup- 
ported by  the  Government,  I  shall  not 
be  able  to  allow  the  English  Prisons 
Bill  to  be  proceeded  witii. 

THE  CASE  OF  JOHN  JONBS. 

Mr.  HERBERT  ROBERTS  (Den- 
bigltshire,  W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  case  of  the  prisoner  John  Jooes, 
brought  before  the  Bench  of  Magistrates 
at  Llaurwst,  Denbighshire,  on  the  16th 
ultimo ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
prisoner  is  an  ordinary  labouring  man  of 
limited  means  ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
the  Bench,  upon  the  charge  of  threaten- 
ing  a  constable,  ordered  him  (the  pri- 
soner) to  find  bail,  himself  for  £25  and 
a  surety  for  £25  ;  whether  bail  for  this 
amount  was  tendered  on  his  behalf  by  a 
respectable  tradesman,  and  a  valuation 
of  his  effects,  as  proof  of  his  sufficient 
means,  produced  to  the  Court ;  whether 
this  bail  was  refused  ;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  these  facts  and  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  helpless  position  of  the 
prisoner,  he  will  Inquire  into  the  case^ 
with  the  view  of  granting  a  mitigatioa 
of  the  sentence  ? 

Mr.  ASQUrrn :  Yes ;  and  I  have 
received  a  Report  from  the  committing 
Magistrates.  I  understand  that  Jones  is 
a  man  of  bad  character,  with  a  record 
of  many  previous  convictions  for  breach 
of  the.  pence,  drunkenness,  riotous  con* 
duct,  assault,  and  larceny  extending  over 
a  period  of  20  years.  It  is  a  fact  that 
the  Bench  ordered  him  to  find  bail  in 
himself  for  £25  and  a  surety  for  £25, 
as  in  the  opinion  of  the  Justices  he  was 
a  dangerous  character,  and  be  had  only 
recently  been  discharged  from  Carnarvon 
Prison  and  was  under  recognisances  for 
his  good  behaviour  when  he  committed 
the  further  otfeoce  with  which  he  was 
charged.    The  person  tendered  as  bail 
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for  the  prisoner  admitted  that  there  wm 
an  unsatisfied  jndgmrat  against  him  for 
the  sum  of  £2,  which  he  applied  shonld 
be  paid  by  iustatmeuts  ;  and  the  Mag-is- 
trates,  consideriDg  a  Biibstantial  bail  was 
necessary,  did  not  think  he  answered  this 
requirement,  and  refused  him  as  bail. 
This  is  not  a  case  in  which  my  interfer- 


in  Scotland. 
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Bnce  is  called  for. 


fiaTPTUIi  PRISONS. 

Mk.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  AflVtirs  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  Report  of  a 
Commission,  under  the  presidency  of  Mr. 
Justice  Scott,  Judicial  Adviser  to  the 
Khedive,  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
-condition  of  prisons  in  Egypt,  in  which  it 
is  stated  that  prisoners,  while  in  gaol,  are 
fed  by  th«r  relatives,  and  only  those  who 
are  without  relatives,  or  deserted  by 
them,  are  given  a  daily  ration  of  bread  to 
keep  them  from  starring ;  whether  the 
Director  of  Egyptian  Prisons  is  an 
Englishman,  and  the  control  of  this  ad- 
ministration is  in  British  hands  ;  and 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
take  steps  to  bring  the  subject  to  the 
notice  of  Her  Majesty's  Agent  and 
Consul  Greneral  with  a  view  to  remedy- 
ing this  state  of  affairs,  and  assimilating 
the  prison  system  of  Egypt  to  that  of 
civilised  countries  elsewhere  ? 

Sir  E.  G  K  E  Y  :  A  Commission 
appointed  to  consider  the  best  means  of 
relieving  the  overcrowdcil  condition  of 
the  Provincial  gaols  reported  to  the 
Egyptian  Government  in  March,  1892. 
'In  their  Report  exception  was  taken  to 
the  system  by  which  the  friends  of 
prisoners  are  allowed  to  provide  them 
with  food,  and  it  was  recommended  that 
prisoners  who  are  poor  should  be  fed 
by  the  State,  and  that  the  measure  should 
be  extended  to  all  prisoners  alike  as  soon 
as  the  work  done  in  the  prisons  should 
'produce  snfHcient  funds  to  meet  this 
expeose.  Lord  Cromer  reported  at  the 
time  that  the  adoption  of  this  suggestion 
had  been  adjourned  by  the  Council  of 
Ministers  for  future  consideration  ;  but 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  received 
no  further  information  on  the  subject 
beyond^  what  is  contaiueil  in  Lord 
Cromer's.  Report  published  in  Egypt 
No.  3,  1893,  page  23.  The  Inspector 
General  of  Egyptian  Prisons  is  Dr. 
Orookshank,  who  was  a  Member  of  the 
Mr.  Asquith 


C-ommission,  and  will,  no  doabt,  carry  oat 
such  reforms  as  the  Egyptian  Govem- 
ment  may  sanction. 


INDIAN  LEGISLATIVE  AB8EUBLI£8. 
Mr.  CAINE  (Bradfoni,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
ludia  if  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  tt 
the  House  some  Information,  in  the 
shape  of  a  Retnm  or  oti>«*wiBe,  showhig 
the  composition  of  the  receBtly-ele<^ 
Legislative  Assemblies  thnK^bont 
British  India,  and  the  methods  pursued 
by  tlie  various  Goveraors  and  Lieatcnaot 
Governors  in  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Indian  Councils  Act  ? 

•Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  :  The 
Secretary  of  State  will  lay  on  the  Table, 
if  my  hon.  Friend  will  move  for  them, 
the  Papers  relating  to  this  subject  ia- 
clndiog  notifications  istfuod  in  TAe 
Gazettes  of  the  several  Governments  in 
India  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Indian  Councils  Act  of  1892.  The 
appointment  of  additional  Members 
under  the  Act  is  not  yet  completed  ;  and 
the  Secretary  of  State  cannot,  therefore, 
at  present  give  the  iirformation  asked 
for, 

*  BIUDFOBD  BABBACKS. 
Mb.  CAINE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  War  Office  what 

arrangements  have  been  made  for  the 
repairs  of  the  Barracks  at  Bradford  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Woodall, 
Hanley)  :  Certain  buildings  which  are 
dilapidateil  and  insanitary  will  he  re- 
moved ;  and  accommodation  will  be  pro- 
vided for  the  meu  occupying  them  in  the 
other  pOTtions  of  the  buracks. 

CANADIAN  CATTLE  IN  SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture,  in  reference  to  the 
statement  as  to  the  lungs  of  the  Canadian 
cattle  sent  to  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
for  examination  by  the  Inspectors  at  the 
ports,  how  many  suspicious  cases,  apart 
from  the  case  of  the  animal  lauded  &om 
the  Lake  Winnipeg^  have  been  sent  up 
altogether  by  the  Inspectors  since  the 
examination  commenced  ;  at  what  dates, 
from  what  cargoes,  and  by  which  of  the 
Inspectors  were  the^  sent ;  and  were  the 
Veterinary  Authorities  of  the  Depart- 
ment unanimous  in  their  opinion  as  to 
the  character  of  the  lupea-?^^!^ 
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Ths  PKESIDENT  or  the  BOARD 
opA6fiICULXURE(MF.  H.  Gardner, 
Essex,  Saffron  Waldeu)  :  lu  addition  to 
the  case  to  which  the  right  hon.  Geutle- 
nan  refiors,  the  lunga  of  fiTeaniinftla'IucTe 
bem  sent  up  by  the  Veterintty  Iniip«c- 
ton  at  the  porta  for  examination  sioce 
the  special  inspectiou  of  the  lungs  of 
Canadian  cattle  eommmeed.      In  the 
first  ease,  the  ftnimal  ajrived  at  Liver- 
pot^  by  the  Numidian^  and  the  lungs 
Tsre  sent  ap  on  the  9th  ultimo  ;  in  the 
seooad,  the  animal  arrived  at  Deptford 
by  the  Brazilian,  tbe  lungs  being  sent 
ap  OB  the  29th  oltimo  ;  in  the  third,  the 
animal  was  landed  at  Liverpool  from  the 
Lake  fyinnipeffy  the  lunga  bemg  sent  up 
on  the  29th  ultimo  ;  in  the  fourth,  the 
uumal  arrived  at  Deptford  the 
Storm  King,  the  lungs  being  forwarded 
(n  the  30th  ultimo  ;  and  in  the  fifth  case 
the  animal  arrived  by  the  Lake  Superior, 
the  looge  being  sent  up  ou  the  Ist  in- 
Btant.    With  reference  to  the  conclud- 
ing inquiry   made   by  the  right  hon, 
Gentleman,  I  would  observe  that  in 
regard  to  ail  questions  of  dtagnoais  I 
neeeesarily  act,  as  he  is  aware,  upon  the 
idvice  of  the  Chief  Officer  of  the  Veteri- 
nary Department ;  but  I  have  no  reason 
to  suppose  that  the  opinion  of  that  officer, 
in  any  of  the  cases  in  question,  is  differ- 
ent from  tliat  of  his  professional  assist- 
ant. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  May  I  aak  whetlier 
soy  of  these  cases  of  suspicious  luugs 
veie  cases  which,  if  they  had  been  found 
to  exist  among  English  cattle,  would  have 
in  the  ordinary  course  led  to  the  slaughter 
of  the  animals  without  hesitation  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER:  I  can  only  repeat 
the  reply  I  gave  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
OQ  a  former  occasion,  which  was  that  the 
tesaUof  the  special  examination  to  which 
lungs  were  aubjeeted  has  proved  satisfac- 
toy,  except  in  the  case  of  the  animal 
knded  from  the  steunship  Lake  fVin- 
npeg. 

Mb.  STAVELEY  HILL  (Stafford- 
8hire,Kingswinford)  :  Can  the  right  hon. 
GrODtleman-  state  from  what  Province  of 
Canada  the  cattle  came  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER :  I  have  no 
information  as  to  that  at  the  present 
momeat. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  If  there  be  any 
further  auspicious  cases  sent  up  from  the 
ports,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  cause 


the  infoimation  to  be  made  publie  at 

once  ? 

Mil. H.GARDNER  :  I  am  uot  aware 
what  the  practice  at  the  Department  haa 
been  in  the  past  as  to  that.  I  will  i  nquire. 

IN'DIAK  CraHKNCV. 
Mr.  CHAPLIN:  I  beg  to  ask  the" 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whetho: 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee 
upon  Indian  Currency  have  been  commu- 
uicated  to  the  Government  of  India ; 
were  they  communicated  by  telegraph ; 
and  when  does  he  propose  to  lay  the 
Report  of  that  Committee  upon  the 
Table  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Habcourt, 
Derby)  :  The  Report  was  signed  on  the 
3 Ist  May,  and  transmitted  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  on  the  2nd  June.  The 
Government  of  India  have  been  requested 
to  eommunioate  their  opinions  by  tele- 
graph as  soon  as  possible  after  the  receipt 
of  the  Report.  The  recommendations  of 
the  Committee  have  been  telegraphed 
to  the  Indian  Government ;  but  we  think 
it  necessary  that  they  should  have  the 
whole  Report  in  their  hands  before  they 
express  their  opinions.  It  is  impossible 
to  state,  at  present,  when  the  Report  can 
be  laid  before  the  House. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Then  are  we  to  wait  until  the  Indian 
Goveriiment  have  considered  the  Report 
of  Lord  HerschelPs  Committee  ? 

SiK  W.  IIARCOURT  :  It  is  the  duty 
of  the  Goverumeut  to  state  what  their 
view  of  the  Report  is,  and  they  cannot  do 
that  until  they  know  what  is  the  opinion 
of  the  Indian  Government  ? 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  both  in 
Calcutta  and  in  the  City  of  London  there 
are  enormous  speculations  dependent  on 
the  decision  that  may  be  come  to  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  very 
sorry  that  the  Government  have  no  power 
to  prevent  speculations  either  in  Calcutta 
or  in  Loudon. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Can  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  give  a  pledge  that 
nothing  will  be  done  in  India  till  this 
House  has  had  an  lopportuuity  of  con- 
sidering the  Report  of  the  Committee 
and  the  opinions  of  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment thereupon  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  afraid 
that  I  cannot  give  that  pledge  ? 
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HARROW  I80LAT[ON  HOSPITAL. 

Mh.  little  (Whitohaveu)  :  I  beg 
to  aak  the  President  of  the  Local 
GoTernmeut  Board  whether  the  Harrow 
Local  Bovd  requested  the  Loeal  Govern- 
ment Board  to  sanctian  a  loan  for  the 
purpose  of  erecting  an  Isolation  Hospital 
for  Infectious  Diseases  on  the  7th  De- 
cember last ;  whether  an  inquiry  waa 
held  on  the  5th  of  April  in  tbia  year ; 
whether  any  communication  has  yet  been 
made  to  the  Harrow  Local  Board  as  to 
the  result  of  the  said  inquiry  ;  and  what 
is  the  cause  of  the  delay ;  and  are 
similar  delays  common  when  like  appli- 
cations are  made  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLEB  :  The  Local 
Board  have  been  infbnned  of  the  sugges- 
tions which  have  been  made  with  regard 
to  the  proposed  hospital  by  the  Inspectors 
by  whom  the  inquiry  was  held,  and  that, 
subject  to  such  suggestions  beiug  satis- 
factorily met,  the  loan  applied  for  will 
be  sanctioned  by  the  Local  Government 
Board.  The  facts  as  to  the  date  of  the 
application  and  of  the  inquiry  are  us 
stated.  The  inquiry  was  one  which  it 
was  necessary  should  be  held  by  two 
Inspectors  of  the  Department,  an  Engi- 
neering and  a  Medical  Inspector,  and  the 
arrangements  with  regard  to  the  large 
nnmbw  of  Provisional  Order  inquiries, 
and  the  visitation  of  the  ports  by  the 
Medical  Inspectors  in  connection  with 
precautious  against  cholera,  occasioned 
in  this  case  an  exceptional  delay  which 
is  regretted. 

THE    MANCHESTER    REGIMENT  AND 
THE  LniBRICK  MAQIBTRATE8. 

Ms.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
if  his  attention  has  been  directed  to  a 
resolution  passed  on  Friday  last  at 
Petty  Sessions  by  the  Magistrates  of  the 
City  of  Limerick,  requesting  the  Com- 
mander of  the  Forces  in  Ireland  to  re- 
move the  Maucheater  Regiment  from 
that  city,  and  to  send  a  better  conducted 
corps  to  that  garnson  ;  and  whether  this 
request  will  be  acceded  to  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannbrsta^, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  I  nnderstaud  that  a  reso- 
lution, which  has  not  yet  been  received, 
to  the  effect  stated  in  the  question,  was 
passed  by  three  of  the  Limerick  Magis- 
trates, a  fourth  Magistrate  who  was 


present  on  the  Bench  taking  no  port. 
Fire  men  of  this,  regiment  have  recently 
been  convicted  of  liurceny.  But  die  police 
report  that  there  has  been  no  general 
misconduct  on  the  part  of  lite  battalion, 
and  that  there  is  no  bad  feeling  between 
the  troops  and  the  townspeople.  The 
Commander  of  the  Forces  in  Ireland  sees 
no  immediate  reason  for  removing  the 
1st  Manchester  Regiment  from  Lime- 
rick. 

Mb.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Romford) : 
And  how  many  of  the  three  Magistrates 
were  appointed  by  the  present  Govem- 

ment  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
As  to  that  I  know  nothing. 

THE  SUPBRANNUATIOJf  OF  TEACHERS 
StB  RICHARD  TEMPLE  (Surrey, 
Kingston)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  arrangements 
aro  being  made  to  begin  giving  effect  U) 
the  Resolution  of  the  House  respecting 
the  Supcranuuatiou  Scheme  for  Elemen- 
tary Teachers  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion whether  he  can  inform  the  House 
what  is  the  exact  amount  of  the  addition 
to  the  present  provision  of  £6,500, 
promised  by  him  on  24th  February  last, 
to  meet  the  more  pressing  cases  of  pen-  i 
sious  to  elementary  teachers  ;  whether 
the  acceptance  by  the  Government  of  a 
Motion  for  a  National  State-aided  system 
of  superannuation  for  teachers  in  pubUc 
elementary  schools  is  to  be  followed  by 
any  a<!tion  during  the  present  Session ; 
and  whether  any,  and  what,  provision  of 
public  funds  will  be  made  in  the  cunrwt 
year  in  furtherance  of  the  scheme 

Sm  W.  HARCOURT  :  'Ihe  ques- 
tion of  giving  effect  to  the  Resolution  of 
the  House  respecting  the  superannuation 
scheme  relating  to  elementary  teachers 
must  depend  upon  the  resources  the  Go- 
vernment have  at  its  disposal  for  the 
purpose. 

Sir  R.  PAGET  :  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  daring  the  present  Session  no 
provision  is  to  be  made  for  carrying  ont 
the  Resolntiou  passed  unanimously  by 

the  House  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  said  the 
amount  of  provision  must  depend  upon 
the  funds  we  have  at  our  disposal. 
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Sir  R.  PAGET  :  la  it  the  intention 
of  tbe  GoTernineDt  to  give  effect  to  the 
scheme  ao  far  as  the  funds  available  will 
I    allow  ? 

Sib  .  W.  HAJICOUHT  :  The  Go- 
TO'DDieiit  intend  to  proeeed  ao  far  as  the 
funds  at  their  disposal  will  allow,  but 
they  do  not  iutend  to  present  a  Sup- 
plementary Estimate. 

Sib  B.  PAGET  :  This  is  a  very 
larffe  question  

Sib  W.  HABCOURT  :  Yea ;  a  very 
large  questiou. 

SiK  R.  PAGET  :  A  great  deal  of 
interest  is  taken  in  it  throughout  the 
ccmntry.  la  it  intended  thia  year  to 
prepare  a  scheme?  Will  one  be  laid 
before  the  House  ?  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  take  steps  to  introduce  his 
Bcheme  ? 

Sitt  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  have  said 
ve  are  very  anxious  t«  do  something. 
But  it  is  a  verj  large  matter.  I  meu- 
tioned  in  the  Debate  on  (iie  Resolution 
that  it  was  practically  represented  by 

'    £25,000,000.  I  have  not  at  this  moment 

:    £25,000,000  at  my  disposal. 

Sir  B.  PAGET  :  Perhaps  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Conncil  will  answer  that 
portion  of  my  question  which  the  Chan- 

I    cellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  not  replied 

I  to. 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham) :  The  £6,300  hitherto  pro- 
rided  for  pensions  has  been  increased  by 
the  Government  by  £5,000.  I  am  glad 
to  say  that  thia  atiditiooal  proviaion  has 
CDibled  me  for  the  present  to  meet 
nearly  all  the  really  necessitous  cases, 
including  many  in  which  repeated  appli- 
eatioDS  had  been  already  made,  and  had 
been  refused  from  mere  want  of  funds. 

COUNTY  COUXCILS  AND  TECHNICAL 
INSTBUCTIOX. 
Mr.  RANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
minster) ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Edncation  whether,  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Technical  Instruction  Act  of  1889, 
it  is  within  the  power  of  County  Councils 
to  give  any  part  of  the  money  accruing 
to  them  under  the  Local  Taxation 
(Customs  and  Excise)  Act,  1890,  for 
the  purpose  of  scholarships  to  be  held  at 
a  school  or  college  which  is  carried  on 
lor  private  profit  ? 


Mb.  acland  :  It  would  appear  that 
under  Sub-section  1  (1)  (/)  of  th« 
Teoh>ical  Instruction  Act,  the  applicatioa 
of  money  accruing  under  Uie  Local  Taxa- 
tion (Cuatoins  and  Excise)  Aet  to  soholar^ 
ships  to  be  held  at  a  sohool  oonducted  for 
private  profit,  is  iuadmuubleif  anyfeesfor 
the  instraction  of  the  scholar  are  reoeived 
by  that  school. 

DOCKYARD  CLASSITICATION. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversbam)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  what  is  the 
cause  of  the  delay  in  announcing  the 
decision  ol  the  Goverament  on  the  aub- 
ject  of  the  system  of  clasnfioaition  in  Hot 
Majesty's  Dockyards,  which  decision  it 
was  promised  would  be  made  before 
Whitsuntide  ;  and  whether  he  can  state 
the  time  at  which  it  will  be  made  ? 

The  civil  LOBD  of  the  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Mr.  E.  Bobertson,  Dundee) : 
I  answered  this  question  on  Monday,  and 
hare  notbii^  new  to  add  to-day. 

Mk.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN: 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that 
the  ooutinoed  delay  in  coming  to  a 
decision  on  this  question  u  lending  to 
much  irritation  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON :  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  people  concerned  are 
anxiously  awaiting  the  deeisioD,  but  they 
are  not  more  anxious  than  we  are  that 
the  matter  shonld  be  settled.  It  is  hardly 
for  tlie  hon.  Gentleman  to  blame  us  in 
reference  to  the  administration  of  au  Act 
adopted  by  the  Government  which  he 
supported  iu  the  last  Parliament. 

HOBSEFLGSH  FOR  THE  CONTINENT. 

Colonel  HOWABD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Presideut  of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  his 
attention  has  beeu  called  to  the  statement 
that  tbe  steamship  Sheffield,  which 
collided  on  the  1  ith  ultimo  off 
Yarmouth  with  tbe  Londoner,  was 
carrying  a  cargo  of  old  horses  from 
Grimsby  to  Antwerp  ;  if  he  oan  say  if 
such  shipmeuts  are  frequent,  and  if  it 
is  a  faot  that  they  are  consigned  to 
Belgium  in  order  to  be  made  into  food, 
and  in  such  case  what  steps  are  taken  to 
prevent  such  food  coming  into  tbe 
English  market  in  the  shape  of  sausages 
and  preserved  or  potted  meat ;  and  if 
the  port  officers  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
will  have  especial  instructions  to  see  that 
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no  miehj  is  practised  in  placing  the 
animals,  worn  out  in  English  service,  on 
board  ship  and  convening  them-  to 
batchers  abroad  ? 

Mr.  MUND£LLA  i  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  statement  that  the 
Sheffield  was  carrying  old  horses  when 
she  collided  with  the  JA/ndoner.  I  am 
informed  that  she  had  nine  old  horses  on 
board  coneigDed  to  Belgium  to  be  made 
into  food,  bnt  not  for  the  English 
market.  Horseflesh  is  a  common  article 
of  diet  on  the  Continent,  and  shipments 
from  Grimsby  to  Antwerp  are  not  in- 
frequent. The  Board  of  Agriculture  have 
power  to  make  regulations  for  the  pre- 
vention of  cruelty,  and  any  complaints 
on  this  head  should  he  brought  to  the 
notice  of  that  Department. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
Has  no  complaint  been  received  ? 

Me.  MUNDELLA  :  None. 

Mr.  STUART-WORT  X-EY 
(Sheffield,  HalUm)  :  Has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  any  ground  for  supposing  any 
cruelty  is  practised  on  board  these 
ships  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  received 
no  Gomplaints  whatever. 

INDIAN  SHIPPING  BBGULATI0N8. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  (1)  whether  bis  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  recently 
promulgated  Order  of  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment  fixing  the  load  draft  of  vessels 
leaving  India,  witlt  regard  to  which  the 
preliminary  and  final  notices  were  only 
published  in  the  Bombay  Government 
Gazette^  a  paper  having  no  mercautile 
euvuUtiou;  (2)  is  be  aware  that  the 
regulations  differ  from  those  issued  by 
the  English  Board  of  Trade,  which  do 
not  regard  voyages  between  Gibraltar 
and  Singapore  as  subject  to  the  winter 
load-line,  whilst  the  new  Indian  rules 
place  the  vessels  on  the  same  latitudes 
and  seas  under  the  loading  limits  for 
winter  passages ;  (3)  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  practical  effect  of  the 
new  regulations  will  be  to  restrict  all 
vessels  trading  between  Great  Britain 
and  India  throughout  the  yew  to  the 
winter  load-line  ;  (4)  do  the  rules,  which 
make  a  diiference  of  one-twentieth  in  a 
vessel's  carrying  capacity,  apply  to 
foreign  vessels  trading  with  India  ;  (5) 
does  Section  43  of  the  Indian  Load  Line 
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Act  of  1891,  under  which  veoaels 
ftrrtving  from  England  are  esemptfld 
froia  its  operation,  apply  to  those  vemde 
when  departing  from  India ;  (6)  and 
wilt  be  ask  the  Government  <rf  India  to 
suspend  the  operation  of  the  new  Orders 
until  the  shipowners  in  England  hare  ' 
had  an  opportunity  of  submitting  ttor  ' 
objections  ? 

•Mb.  GEORGE  RUSSELL :  (1.) 
Yes,  Sir ;  the  Secretary  of  State  has 
seeu  the  regulations  cited.  Draft  of 
the  proposed  regulations  was  nude 
public  at  Bom^y  several  mooths 
before  they  took  effect.  The  regals- 
tioos,  as  finally  settled,  were  published  in 
the  usual  way  at  thai;  port.  (2.)  The 
Secretary  of  State  is  advised  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  that  the  Indian  regula- 
tions do  not  differ  from  the  Homeregula* 
tions,  except  so  far  as  they  declare  what 
are  iu  those  waters  '*the  recognized  sum- 
mer months"  within  the  meaning  of  the 
regulations  issued  by  the  Board  of  Trade. 
(3.)  The  Secretary  of  State  is  advised 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  that  the  practical 
effect  of  the  Indian  Regulations  Is  not  as 
suggested  at  Clause  3  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's question  ;  though,  from  the  nature  i 
of  the  case,  the  winter  season  at  home  I 
and  the  foul  season  in  India  overlap  one 
another.  (4.)  The  regulations  do  not 
apply  to  foreign  vessels.  (5.)  The 
Secretary  of  State  is  unable  to  state 
authoritativelyiwhttt  is  the  legal  interpre- 
tation of  the  Act  of  the  Indian  L^isla- 
tnre.  (6.)  The  Secretary  of  State  does 
not  propose  to  suspend  the  operation  of 
the  regulations ;  but  any  representation 
from  British  shipowners  engaged  in  the 
Indian  trade  will  receive  careful  con- 
sideration. 

PANJGUR. 
Mb.  CURZON  (Southport)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (I)  whether  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment has  withdrawn  the  small  detach- 
ment of  Native  troops  recently  stationed 
at  Panjgur,  iu  South  Belucbistan  ;  and, 
if  so,  for  what  reason  ;  (2)  and  whether, 
considering  the  recent  political  disturb- 
ances in  Beluchistao,  the  Government 
will  consider  the  propriety  of  retaining 
this  force  in  a  district  of  so  much  political 
and  strategical  importance  ? 

•Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  :  (1.) 
Yes,  Sir ;  the  Government  of  India 
have  withdrawn  a  small  detachment,  who 

Digitized  by  GooqIc 


521    Promotion  of  Enffineert     {H  June  1893} 


were  left  tanporarily  in  Mekran  m  escort 
to  the  PolittOfU  Agent  with  the  object  of 
seetiring  execntioii  of  certain  awards. 
The  Government  of  ludia  refused  to 
ratMn  troops  when  it  was  fonad  that 
avBrds  conld  not  be  execnted  in  a 
definite  period,  and  that  their  further 
emplojment  involved  direct  assumptioD 
i  of  administration.  The  Government  of 
I  India  were  of  opinion  that  (a) 
I  the  assumption  of  jurisdiction  over 
Kej  and  I^njgur  would  add  raate- 
nahf  to  British  responsibilities  in 
Belaohistan,  and  the  expenditure  entailed 
would  certainly  increase  eonsiderablj 
Id  the  course  of  a  few  jears.  (b.)  The 
employmcDt  of  a  British  force  at  so  great 
a  distaoce  from  India  is  objectionable. 
(2.)  The  Government  of  India  have  in 
coDtemplation  certain  arrangements  for 
the  political  control  of  the  Mekran  Coast^ 
without  aesumiug  the  administration  of 
*aj  part  of  it. 

DISTRESS  IN  THE  GAYA  DISTRICT. 
Ms.  CAINE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
-Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether  the 
,    Secretary  of  State  has  seen  the  work 
recently  written  by  Mr.  GriersoU}  of  the 
Bengal  Ciril  Service,  entitled  Notet  on 
I    tie Duiriet  oj"  Cr(^a,adistrietcontaining 
a  population  of  2,125,000,  according  to 
the  Census  of  1881,  in  which  it  is  shown 
(bat  cultivators  of  12^  acres  have  an 
aren^  income  of  only  Rs.12.4  per  head 
per  annum  for  the  members  of  their 
ramilies,  and  that  a  labourer  and  his  wife, 
ihoagh  fully  employed,  can  earn  only 
Rs.41.12  per  annum,  which,  for  a  family 
of  four,  is  Ks.10.7  per  head,  or  Rs.4.9 
Abort  of  the  Rs.l5  which  Mr.  Grierson 
estimates  is  required  for  the  bare  neces- 
wies  of  life,  not  counting  expenditure  on 
religious  or  social  ceremonies  which  are 
eomputsory  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  in 
tbe  district  of  Oaya  all  the  persons  of 
the  tabonring  classes,  and  10  per  cent,  of 
the  cnltiratiog  and  artisan  classes,  or  45 
per  cent,  of  the  total  population,  are 
iunSieiently  clothed,  or  insnflficiently  fed, 
or  botii ;  and  whether  die  Secretary  of 
State  will  reeoranieBd  the  GoTernm«nt 
ot  India  to  appoint  a  small  expert  Com- 
misnon  to  inquire  into,  and  report  upon, 
the  general  condition    of    the  small 
coltivatOTs     and     labourers    of  the 
district,  and  will  cause  farther 
iDqairy  to  be  made  if  similar  distress 
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exists  in  other  districts  itt  the  Lieutenant 
Governorship  <rf  Bengal  ? 

Mr.  GKORGE  RUSSELL:  The 
Secretary  of  State  has  not  yet  seen  the 
work  referred  to  by  my  hou.  Friend,  but 
he  attaches  g^eat  importance  to  any 
information  bMriog  on  the  condition  of 
the  people  of  India,  and  will  forward  a 
copy  of  the  question  to  the  Government 
of  India  for  their  observaticms. 

INTEBHEDUTB  EDDCATION  RULES. 
Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  LieutenaDt  of  Ireland  why  the 
pamphlet  containing  the  Intermediate 
Education  Rules  and  Programme  for 
next  year  was  only  issued  on  June  3  ; 
whether  steps  will  be  taken  in  future  to 
secure  that  it  be  issued  in  April  each 
year,  according  to  the  original  practice 
of  the  Commissioners  ;  whether  the  sub- 
division of  school  classes,  under  the  regu- 
laUona  of  the  Intermediate  Education 
CoromiBsioners,  has  been  the  subject  of 
frequent  remonstrances  from  teachers ; 
and  why  the  Commissioners,  who  at  first 
sought  to  avoid  such  sub-divisions,  have, 
in  spite  of  these  repeated  remonstrances, 
wholly  abandoned  this  policy  in  their 
Programme  for  1894  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne) :  The  Assistant  Com- 
missioners of  Intermediate  Education  re- 
port that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Rules 
of  Examination  aod  Programme  for  1894 
have  been  published  this  year  nearly  a 
fortnight  eariier  than  last  year.  It  is 
expected,  however,  that  the  pamphlet 
will  be  published  in  future  at  an  earlier 
date.  Remonstrances  from  some  teachers 
have  reached  the  Commissioners  as  to 
the  sub-division  of  classes  entailed  by  the 
introduction  of  the  Preparatory  grade. 
The  Cororoissiouers  have  not  wholly 
abandoned  the  policy  of  making  the  Pro- 
gramme of  the  Preparatory  grade  consist 
of  portions  of  the  Programme  of  the 
Junior  grade.  They  have  adhered  to  it 
in  eases  where  it  was  feasible  and  de- 
sirable. 

PBOMOTIOy  OF  ENOINKSKS  IK  THE 
NAVr. 

Ms.  TAYLOR  (Norfolk,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
the  reason  for  the  unusual  delay  in  pro- 
motion from  the  rank  of  enginew  to  fill 
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existing  vacancies  in  tbe  rank  of  chief 
engiDeer,  which  is  now  seriously  affecting 
tbe  senioritjr  of  en^neer  officers  in 
the  Navy  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shdttleworth, 
Lancashure,  CUtheroe) :  In  consequence 
ot  certain  qoestioos  having  been  under 
consideration^  there  has  been  some  delay 
in  filling  vacancies  on  the  chief  engineer's 
list,  but  the  seniority  of  the  officers  con- 
cmied  will  not  be  afiected. 

SIB  HENRY  LOCH'S  MISSION. 

Sib  GEORGE  BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  aak  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  Sir  Henry  Loch  is 
empowered  to  negotiate  for,  or  a^e  to, 
the  cession  of  Swaziland  to  the  South 
African  Republic ;  and  whether  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  have  decided  that 
they  possess  the  power  to  give  np  all 
British  rights  over  Swaziland,  with  the 
consequent  responsibility  of  the  British, 
to  the  Swazi  nation,  without  obtaining 
the  previous  consent  of  Parliament  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  : 
It  would  be  inexpedient  at  presentto  com- 
municate to  the  House  any  part  of  the 
instntctioos  which  have  been  given  to 
Sir  Henry  Loch  in  regard  to  Swaziland, 
and  I  cannot  add  anythiug  in  that 
respect  to  what  I  said  in  Committee  of 
Supply  on  the  4th  ultimo.  lo  reply  to 
tbe  second  part  of  the  question,  there  is 
nothing  iu  the  present  negotiations  to 
take  them  out  of  the  category  of  ordinary 
nagotiatioos,  or  to  require  any  other 
course  of  proceedings  than  that  usually 
adopted. 

THB  8TATI0NBBY  OFFICB  AKD  BKO- 
LISH  INVENTIONS. 

SiK  FREDERICK  MILKER  (Notts, 
Bassetlaw)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  tbe  Treasury  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
Her  Majesty's  Stationery  Office  has 
refused  to  supply  to  Government  offices, 
wheu  requisitioned  for  by  them,  the 
"  Ceres  Automatic  "  letter  and  card  files, 
an  English  patented  inveutron,  and  of 
English  manufacture,  for  filing  letters 
and  papers,  and  for  indexing,  Although 
the  office  supplies  inferior  systems  of 
filing  papers^  of  Ameriean  invention  and 
manufacture ;  and  whether  Her  Majesty's 
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Stationery  Office  has  a  list  of  approved 
stationery  articles  ;  and,  if  so,  how  often 
such  list  is  revised,  and  when  it  was  last 
revised  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Such  articles 
are  not  commonly  supplied  for  the  Public 
Service,  nor  could  their  supply  be  saoc- 
tioued  except  for  very  special  cases.  It 
appears  that  the  *^  Ceres  Automatic "  I 
letter  and  card  file  has  been  twice  and  a 
less  expensive  make  once  supplied,  bnt 
I  cannot  say  whether  the  latter  article 
was  of  American  manufacture.  The  i 
Stationery  Office  keep  a  list  of  some  of 
the  ordinary  articles  of  stationery  kept 
in  stock  ;  but  it  does  not  include  any- 
thing in  the  nature  of  letter  and  card 
files. 

BT.  GILES'S,  GAMBBRWELL,  CEMETERT. 

Sir  FREDERICK  MILNER :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  \ 
Home  Department  if  his  intention  lus 
been  called  to  a  statement  by  Dr.  W,  T. 
Greene,  of  Peckham  Rye,  at  the  Church 
House,  in  which  he  asserted  that  it  was 
the  custom  to  bury  in  St.  Giles's,  Cam- 
berwell,  Cemetery,  from  30  to  40  bodies 
of  poor  persons  in  one  grave,  which  was 
sometimes  kept  open  from  20  to  40  days 
after  some  bodies  had  been  buried 
therein  ;  and  whether  such  a  practice  is 
lawful ;  and,  if  not,  what  st^  he  pro- 
poses to  take  in  the  matter  ?  i 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  statement  iu  question  ; 
inquiry  has  been  made,  and  it  appears 
that,  owing  to  a  great  pressure  of  iuter-  ' 
meats  tn  consequence  of  the  severe 
epidemic  of  influenza  at  the  beginning 
of  the  year,  the  facts  are  as  alleged  ;  but 
the  Burial  Board  Iiavo  stengthened  their 
staff,  and  made  fresh  regulations  greatly 
to  reduce  the  number  Interred  in  one 
grave,  and  to  close  each  common  grave 
on  the  seventh  day.  I  have  also  under 
consideration  tbe  question  of  still  further 
amending  the  regulations  in  force  in  the 
cemetery. 

LUNACY  ORDERS. 
Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Camarvou- 
shire,  Eifion) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  DefNtrtmeot 
whether  he  is  aware  that  there  are  grest 
complaiots  of  the  del»y  in  obteiniDg 
lunacy  orders ;  whether  it  is  owing  to 
the  insufficient  staff  in  the  office ;  sod 
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vhether  any  steps  will  be  token  to  effect 
a  remedy  ? 

Mr.  ASQUIXH:  Xtiia  question 
shoald  be  addressed  to  one  of 
the  Law  Offices  of  the  Crown. 

THB  PREVENTION  AND  DETECTION  OF 

IBISH  qHIME. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whe- 
ther the  same  persons,  who,  during  the 
period  of  Office  of  the  late  Government, 
were  under  police  surveillance  as  being 
persons  likely  to  incite  to  or  commit 
dime,  are  still  watched,  and  their  move- 
ments reported  upon,  by  the  police  in 
the  Counties  of  Clare,  Kerry,  Cork,  and 
Limerick  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEV  :  The  hon.  Member 
in  his  speech  in  this  Honsc  on  the  Ist 
inet.,  on  the  subject  of  crime  in  Ireland, 
admitted  that  the  police  were  working  as 
euergetically  and  faithfully  uuder  the 
present  as  under  the  late  Government, 
snd  I  myself  stated  ou  the  same  occasion 
that  all  the  authorities  concerned  were 
taking  every  step  that  experience  and 
reepoDsibility  make  it  advisable  to  take. 
This  is  the  best  answer  I  ean  give  to  the 
question  of  tbe  hon.  Member,  and  in  the 
pablic  interests  I  am  not  able  to  give  any 
farther  information. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  Has  the 
hfta.  Member  for  West  Belfast  supplied 
to  the  Government  the  names  of  the 
crimiaals  of  whose  identity  he  claims  to 
be  aware  ? 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  :  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  do  me  the 
booour  to  ask  me  I  shall  bo  most  happy 
to  tell  him. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  will  consider 
whether  I  shall  regard  the  hon.  Grentle- 
nuD't)  information  as  better  than  that 
whicli  I  already  possess. 

CHILDREN'S  OPIUM  PILLS  IN  BOMBAY. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  he  has  yet  ascertained  the 
correctness  of  the  statements  that  an 
official  notice  has  been  posted  at  Bombay 
to  tbe  effect  that  tbe  right  of  selling 
childreu>  opium  pills  had  been  given  to  the 
Bombay  opium  oootractors,  and  that  such 
pills  could  be  bought  at  all  the  Government 
opiom  shops  in  Bombay  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  such  pills  are  largely  used  by 


native  women  employed  in  cotton  fac- 
tories for  the  purpose  of  quieting  their 
children ;  wheUier  he  is  aware  that  the 
sale  for  a  similar  purpose  in  this  conutry 
of  soothing  syrups,"  owtaining  pre- 
parations of  opium,  is  universally  repre- 
hended by  the  medical  profession,  and 
that,  under  the  British  Pharmacy  Act, 
such  sales  can  only  be  effected  by  regis- 
tered druggists,  and  that  such  syrups 
must  be  labelled  "  poison  ; "  and  whether 
tbe  Secretary  of  State  will  give  instruc- 
tions that  similar  restrictions  should  be 
applied  to  the  sale  of  children's  opium 
pills  in  India,  so  that  buyers  may  be 
warned  of  the  sei^ious  danger  to  the 
health  and  even  to  the  life  of  young 
children  incurred  by  such  pUls  being  ad- 
ministered to  them  ? 

"Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL:  The 
practice  of  selling  opium  pills  for 
children  attracted  the  attention  of  the 
Bombay  Government  in  1891,  aud  it 
was  found  that  these  pills  were  sold  in 
some  300  licensed  and  uuUcensed  shops. 
The  sale  has  now  been  limited  to  11 
licensed  shops,  under  oonditionH  which 
give  the  licence  holder  no  material  in- 
terest in  the  sales.  Further  inquiry  is 
now  being  made,  and  the  Secretary  ol 
State  will  consider  what  action  to  take 
when  the  promised  Reports  are  received. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Rushcliffe) :  Will  the  Reports  be  received 
before  the  last  day  of  this  mouth  ? 

Mb.  GEORGE  RUSSELL :  That  I 
cannot  say.  My  hon.  Friend  shall  see 
them  as  soon  as  they  arrive. 

LABOCBEKB'  WAGES  IN  GOVEBNMSNT 
ESTABLISHMENTS. 
Sib  JOHN  GORST  (Cambridge 
University)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  what  progress  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  have  made  in 
giving  effect  to  the  Resolution  of  the 
House  relating  to  the  conditions  of 
employ  ntent  of -workmen  in  the  Public 
Service  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea) : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  at  the 
same  time,  say  whether  the  Government 
have  yet  come  to  any  conclusion  r^ard- 
ing  the  wages  of  labourers  in  Govenunent 
establishments  ? 

*Mb.  OAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  Goverument  have  carefully  inquired 
into  the  facts  connected  with  this  sub- 
ject, and  particularly  into  the  rotes  and 
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conditions  of  labour  under  the  various 
Public  Departments.  Having  eoosidered 
theae  facts,  thej  find  -tiiat  in  cei-taia 
dqATtments  under  tfate  Admiralty  and  the 
War  Office  the  minimum  rates  of  vages 
of  labourers  are  such  as  to  bring  tham 
within  the  terms  ctf  the  declaration  I 
made  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  and 
to  justify  an  increase.  This  will  be 
determined  in  each  department  bj  those 
responsible  in  it,  who  will  secure  the 
necessary  elasticity,  and  will  have  regard 
to  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  each 
oase. 

Sir  J.  GORST :  When  will  it  be 
done  ?  , 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
It  will  be  commenced  it  once. 

THE  CASH  01*  JOSEPH  WALKER. 

Mr.  KEIR-HARDIE  (West  Ham, 
S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  case  tried 
before  the  Magistrates  in  the  Derby 
Police  Court,  on  Saturday  3rd  June,  in 
whioh  a  man  named  Joseph  Walker  was 
sentenced  to  pay  a  fine  of  £5  and  costs, 
or  suffer  one  month's  imprisomuent,  for 
an  alleged  act  of  iatimidation  in  connec- 
tion with  a  strike ;  whether  the  person 
alleged  to  have  been  assaulted  exonerated 
Walker  from  all  blame  ;  whether  four 
independent  witnesses,  three  of  whom 
were  uon-uniouiats,  swore  that  Walker 
had  no  connection  with  the  alleged 
assault ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  these 
circumstances,  he  will  order  the  sentence 
of  the  Magistrates  to  be  quashed  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  referred  to  by  the 
bOn.  Member,  and  trvm  the  information  I 
have  received  it  does  not  appear  that  the 
complainant  exonerated  Walker  from  all 
blame ;  Walker  took  a  prominent  part 
in  egging  on-  the  crowd,  though  he  did 
not,  it  is  true,  actually  put  the  com- 
plainant in  the  water.  .Tbe  defendant 
was  represented  by  a  solicitor ;  four 
-witnesses  gave  evidence  for  the  defence, 
three  of  whom  stated  they  were  ncm- 
union  men,  but  the  Magistrates  placed 
greater  faith  in  the  evidence  given  by  the 
five  witnesses  called  for  tbe  prosecution. 
They  thought  that  unless  the  defendant 
with  others  had  followed  the  complainant 
as  he  left  work,  and  appealed  to  the 
crowd  to  call  him  blackleg,  he  would 
have  reached  home  without  being  molested. 
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The  Bench  considered,  tbe  ^se  fuUy 
proved,  and  inflicted  a  penalty  of .  j£3  and 
costs,  or  one  calendar  iponth*9  imprian- 
ment,  which  amount  was  paid,  and  no 
notice  of  . appeal  against,  the  dedsion  vis 
given.  Under  tiiese  circumstances,  I  do 
not  think  it.  is  a.  case  in  which.- 1  csn 
interfere^ 

THE  SOMBRERO  REVOLVING  LIGHT. 
Ma.   GIBSON    BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  '  Preeidrait  of 

the  Board  of  Trade  whether,  srnce  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact,  that 
the  Admiralty  List  of  Lights,  Part  Til., 
for  1893,  states  that  the  revolving 
light  on  Sombrero  Island  was  report^ 
irregular  in  1892,  and  that  the  Inagna 
revolving  light  was  reported  irregular  io 
1890,  he  has,  in  view  of  the  danger  to 
shipping  caused  by  irregularities  In 
lights,  taken  any  measures,  ai^,  if  so, 
what  tneasures,  to  remedy  the'  irregu* 
larities  in  question,  as  well  as  any  other 
irregularities  or  inadequacies  in  the  lights 
under  the  control  of  his  Department  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  i  Ab  soon  as  the 
S<nnbrero  light  was  reported  defective, 
the  necessary  fittings  for  the  repair  of 
the  lighting  apparatus  were  ordered. 
These  left  England  last  April,  aud  the 
irregularity  ia  the  revolution  of  the  light  is 
being  rectified.  The  defect  in  the  luagus 
light  can  only  have  been  d  a  temporar}' 
nature,  for  on  each  inspection  of  the 
Station  since  the  stated  irregularity,  the 
Report  has  been  satisfactory.  Informa- 
tion to  this  effect  has  now  been  given  to 
the  Admiralty,  who  will  doubtless  correct 
the  notice  in-  the  next  edition  of  the 
Light  List.  As  to  the  general  efficiency 
of  ihe  lights  undor  the  Board  of  Trade, 
the  Reports  received  after  each  periodical 
inspection  enable  me  to  say  that  they 
are  in  a  state  of  efficiency,  aud  are 
adequate  for  the  purposes  for  which  they 
were  established. 

THE  UNION  JACK. 

Mr.  THEOBALD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment -to  take  such  steps  as  will 
permit  anyone  to  hoist  tlw  liTatioDal 
flag  on  any  buildiug  or  house  in  their 
occupation  in  the  Dominions  of  Her 
Majesty,  whether  in  England,  Scotland, 
Ireland,  and  Wales,  and  to  prevent  uy 
such  aet  being  illegal  ? 
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Ur.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  not  aware  of 
Htj  legal  uupedLment  which  would  pre- 
reot  anj  occupier  of  any  building  in 
England,  Scotland,  or  Wales  from  hoist- 
ing thereon,  whenever  he  feels  so  dis- 
posed, the  National  flag,  or  any  other 
flmblMn  iA  lojal  and  patriotic  feeling.  I 
am  informed  that  in  Ireland  there  tc 
in  force  a  statutorr  provision  which 
prohibits  the  exibition  upon  any  licensed 
boDse  of  any  flag,  symbol,  or  deooration 
except  tlie  aeonstOBied  sign  of  the  house. 
Her  Kajesty's  GoTermnent  do  not  pro- 
pose  to  take  any  action  in  the  matter. 

IfR.  THEOBALD  :  As  I  am  dis- 
satisfied with  the  answer,  I  shall  ask 
leave  to  move  the  Adjournment  of  the 
Houae  in  order  to  ascertain  whether  it  is 
legal  or  illegal  to  prevent  a  person 
hoisting  the  National  flag  on  his  own 
hoose. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) : 
Hon.  Members  have  it  in  their  power  to 
get  rid  of  the  difficulty  by  supporting 
my  Bill  to  legalrae  the  use  ot  the  Union 
Jack  in  these  eases  in  Ireland. 

BOYCOTTING  IN  SLIGO. 

Mb.  SMITH-BARRY  (Hunts,  8.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  James  Davey  aud  Patrick 
Daw8on,*8hopkeeper8,andMartin  Davoy, 
hotetkeeper,  of  Ballymote ;  Matthew 
Leonard,  of  Doocastle ;  and  J.  T. 
M'Donagh,  of  Sooey,  in  the  County  of 
Sligo,  are  rigoronsly  boycotted  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  at  meetings  of  the 
National  Federation  held  at  Bunnin- 
adden,  Keash,  and  Ballymote  on  16th 
April,  at  Sooey  on  4th  May,  and  Doo- 
castle on  21st  May,  resolutions  were 
passed  denonncing  these  men  bh  land- 
grabbers  ;  that  at  meetings  of  the 
National  Federation  held  at  Sooey  on 
16th  April,  and  at  Ballymote  on  23rd 
and  30th  May,  several  persions  who  lind 
been  required  to  attend  apologised,  and 
were  pardoned,  for  having  had  dealings 
with  these  men ;  whether  his  attention 
haa  been  drawn  to  a  Nationalist  de- 
monstration held  at  Doocastle  on  27th 
May,  at  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Leitrim  denoanced  these  men  as 
laod-gnbbers,  and  called  upon  the 
people  not  to  deal  with  them ;  and 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  put  a 
stop  to  the  system  of  persecution  to 
which    the    two     Daveys,  Dawsou, 
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Leonard,  aud  M'Donagh  are  being  sub- 
jected ? 

Mr.  p.  a.  M'HUGH  (Leitrim,  N.)  : 
May  I  ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  aware  that  at  the  meeting  at 
Doocastle  on  May  27  I  advised  the 
people  to  abstain  from  crime  and  intimi- 
dation, and  whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  a 
resolution  embodying  that  advice  was 
adopted  unanimously  by  the  meeting  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  cases  referred  to  and 
to  attempts  made  to  have  these  men 
boycotted  ;  but  it  is  not  correct  to  say 
they  are  rigorously  boycotted.  [^A 
laugh.']  Hon.  Members  laugh,  but 
there  is  a  clear  distinction  drawn  by  the 
police  in  cases  of  rigorous  boycotting 
Resolutions  have  been  passed  at  the 
meetings  specified  censuring  the  in- 
dividuais  named ;  but  with  respect  to 
the  closing  part  of  paragraph  2, 1  have 
no  information  on  the  subject,  inasmuch 
as  the  meetings  were  private  aud  indoor, 
to  which  the  police  had  no  access.  I 
hare  seen  a  report  of  the  meeting  held  at 
Doocastle  on  May  27,  but  no  effect  is 
believed  to  have  followed.  The  police 
have  beeu  instructed  carefully  to  watch 
the  consequences  of  the  meetings.  In 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member  below  the 
Gangway  opposite,  I  can  only  say  that 
as  far  as  I  know  the  deacription  given  by 
the  hoD.  Member  of  his  speech  is  a 
correct  description,  and  no  evil  effects  so 
far  have  followed  that  meeting. 

Mr.  p.  a.  M*HUGH  :  As  I  have 
been  personally  referred  to,  may  I  be  per- 
mitted to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
if  he  has  olraerved  the  answer  to  a  ques- 
tion given  by  the  right  boo.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  on  the  2 1  st  May  to 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Cork,  in  which  he  stated  that  in  his 
opinion  the  action  of  a  Mr.  Gray,  in 
publicly  threatening  to  boycott  Messrs. 
Wbitbread  aud  Co.,  and  inviting  others 
to  joiu  him  in  doing  so,  did  not  constitute 
any  breach  of  the  law.  Is  an  act  con- 
sidered lawful  in  England  to  -be  con- 
sidered unlawful  in  Irelaud  ? 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  wish  to 
ask  whether  of  late  there  has  not  beeu  a 
cousiderable  increase  of  iutimtdatiug  pro- 
ceedings like  those  referred  to  in  the 
question  ou  the  Paper,  aud  whether  the 
Chief  Secretary  cau  devise  means  for 
the  protection  of  thepersous  who  are  the 
objects  of  such  procoeding^i-.  . 
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Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  The  police  have 
done,  are  doing,  aud  will  do  all  they  can 
to  prevent  any  evil  coneequeuces  from 
following  on  proceedinga  of  this  kind. 
I  cannot  answer  the  first  part  of  the 
question  without  notice  as  I  must  refer 
to  the  figures.  In  reply  to  the  hou. 
Member  fw  North  Leitrim,  I  was  not 
ftTPare  of  the  answer  of  ay  right  hou. 
Friend  to  which  he  refera. 

Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  8.)  : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  no 
evil  effects  have  followed  the  Dooeastle 
meeting.  Have  there  been  any  good 
results  ? 

Mb.  SMITH-BARRY  :  I  desire  to 
ask  whether,  when  the  hou.  Member  for 
North  Leitrim,  at  the  meeting  at  Doo- 
eastle, appealed  to  certain  men,  whom  he 
named,  to  re-consider  their  position  and 
denounced  landgrabbers,  he  was  not 
indh«ctly,  if  not  directly,  inciting  to 
attacks  upon  the  men  whom  he  named. 
I  also  wish  to  ask  whether  the  resolnt  tons 
passed  by  the  branches  of  the  National 
Federation,  to  which  I  have  drawn 
attention,  are  not  duly  reported  in 
different  issues  of  The  Sligo  Champion^ 
of  which  paper  I  believe  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Leitrim  is  [HYiprietor,  if  not 
also  editor  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Is  it  not  the 
case  that  after  a  recent  meeting  in 
Belfast,  which  was  attended  by  the 
Leader  of  the  Oppositiou,  20  Catholic 
public-houBes  were  looted,  and  2,000 
CatholHsa  deprived  of  their  employment. 
I  also  ask  whether  the  attention  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  has  been  drawn  to  the 
speech  of  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  in 
which  he  advised  the  people  to  beat 
down  the  police;  and  whether  there  is  to 
be  one  law  for  Tories  and  another  for 
Nationalists  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  As  long  as  I  am 
responsible  for  the  government  of  Ire- 
land the  law  for  Tories  and  Nationalists 
will,  I  hope,  be  the  same.  In  answer  to 
the  hon.  Member  opposite,  I  have  to  say 
thai  I  have  not  got  aeoumtely  in  mind 
the  exact  words  nsed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  North  Leitrim,  nor  do  I  know 
whether  the  resolutions  were  printed  in 
The  Sligo  Champion ;  but  my  close 
atteutiou  is  being  given  to  the  whole 
subject  of  these  meetings. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  It  is  admitted  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  that  the  hou.  Member 
for  North  Leitrim  cotmselled  the  people 


against  violenoe  and  intimidation.  Is  it 
to  be  midentood  that  an  Irish  Member 
is  debarred  by  law  from  commenting  oa 

the  action  of  iudividiuls  when  he  con- 
siders  that  their  action  is  against  the 
public  interest  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  hon.  Friend 
wishes  me  to  give  a  legal  opinion,  and  I  | 
am  hardly  competent  to  do  so.    StiU,  I 
do  not  think  that  the  law  is  as  he 
suggests.  I 

i 

STAFF  COLLEGE  EXAUINATIOKS.  I 

Mr.  RENTOUL  (Down,  E.)  :  I  beg  ' 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  is  aware  that  at  the  recent 
Staff  College  examination  there  was  a 
striking  change,  of  which  no  notice  had 
been  given,  in  the  nature  and  scope  of  the 
mathematical  examination ;  and  whether 
steps  will  be  taken  to  prevent  any  of 
the  officers  who  were  candidates  at  the 
examination  being  disqualified  in  con- 
sequence of  this  unusual  procedure  ? 
•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANWERMAN  : 
There  is  a  now  examinn* ;  but  no  change 
was  intended  in  the  nature  and  scope  of 
the  examination .  Poss  i  biy  the  new 
examiner  may  have  set  some  harder 
questions  than  his  predecessor  did  ;  but 
they  are  within  the  same  range  of  subject, 
and  as  the  examination  is  competitive 
the  difficulty  of  the  questions  is  not  a 
disadvantage. 

THE  CONVICT,  JAMES  MILLS. 

Mb.  W.  WHITELAW  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  James  Mills,  a  oonvict,  | 
whose  case  be  has  recently  had  under 
consideration,  will  he  released  in  the  | 
ordinary  course  of  events,  if  his  conduct 
remains  good  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  case  of  James 
Mills  wilt,  under  the  Home  Office  Rales, 
come  under  review  when  be  has  served 
20  years,  in  1898.  All  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  will  then  be  carefolly 
weighed. 

THE  AHEBICAK  MAILS. 
Mr.  macartney  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  at  what  hour  on 
Saturday  last  the  PariM  and  Campania 
left  New  York  for  Southampton  and 
Queenstown  respectively  ;  and  whether 
he  has  any  information  as  to  which 
vessel  is  carrying  the  malls  for  the  United 
Kingdom  ?  ^  , 
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The  postmaster  GENERAL- 
Mr.  A.  HoRLCT,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  The 
Paris  and  Campania^  according  to  the 
telegrams  in  Tke  Titnet^  both  left  New 
York  St  10  a.m.  on  the  3rd  of  Jnne.  lu 
the  Scbednle  issued  1^  the  TTnitod  States 
Post  Office,  the  Parit  is  advertified  to 
carrj  the  mails  for  this  conntrv,  &c., 
and  the  Campania  specialty  a^ressed 
correspondence. 

FBEE    SCHOOL  ACCOMMODATION 
AT  PIMLICO. 

Me.  JAMES  ROWLANDS  (Fius- 
burj,  E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
Presideat  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
oa  Education  whether  he  has  yet  received 
from  the  London  School  Board  a  Report 
of  the  free  school  accommodatiou  iu 
Pimlico,  wbicU  he  asked  for  iu  March 
last  on  receiTiDg  a  Memorial  from  600 
persons  in  Pimlieo  askuig  for  free  school 
places  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  This  Petition  was 
iiausmitted  to  the  School  Board  for 
London  on  the  1 1th  of  March.  Not- 
vithstAndii^  pressing  letters  from  the 
DepftTtment  on  the  18th  of  April  and  the 
16th  of  May,  the  Board  have  hitherto 
foiled  to  supply  the  information  asked  for 
vitii  regard  to  it.  I  have  therefore  been 
obliged  to  recall  the  Petition  from  the 
Board's  hands  in  order  that  Her  Majesty's 
Inspector  may  make  the  necessary  in- 
vestigatioD  himself ;  and  the  Board  have 
been  informed  that  this  course  will  be 
adopted  in  future  with  regard  to  similar 
lepresetttations.  I  am  bound  to  express 
ny  regret  that  the  London  School  Board 
hu  treatad  the  matter  in  this  vay. 

PLEUEO-PNEUUONIA  AT  HENDON. 

Major  EASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  whetber  he  can  give  any 
further  information  relative  to  the  out- 
break of  plenro-pneumonia  at  Hendon  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  We  thought  it 
desirable  to  slaughter  certain  cattle  be- 
longing to  thft  same  owner,  but  stationed 
oQ  other  premises  in  his  occupation, 
sod  amongst  these  another  diseased 
animal  has  been  found.  Inquiries  as  to 
the  history  of  the  diseased  animals  are 
still  proceeding,  but  no  iufbrmation  has 
yet  been  obtidned  as  to  the  original 
source  of  infection. 


DUTIES  OF  THE  ROVAL  IRISH 
CONSTABULARY. 
Mr.  macartney  :  On  behalf  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Londonderry, 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lonl  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  is  he  willing 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a 
Memorandum  showing  the  duties  gratui- 
tously performed  by  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  in  addition  to  their  ordinary 
police  work,  and  at  what  dates  su^ 
duties  were  respectively  imposed  on  the 
Fwce  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  The  Inspector 
General  reports  that  all  the  duties  which 
the  Koyal  Irish  Constabulary  perform 
are  duties  imposed  npou  them  by  Acts  of 
Parliament,  or  especially  by  direction  of 
Government.  It  is  not  clear  to  hinr 
therefore,  what  are  the  duties  referred  to 
as  being  performed  gratuitously  ;  but  if 
the  bon.  and  learned  Member  will  specify 
the  pariioular  duties  whidi  he  may  have 
iu  his  mind,  inquiry  will  be  made  as  tc. 
the  authority  for  employing  the  Cob- 
stabiilary  to  perform  them. 

Me.  MACARTNEY  :  My  hon. 
Friend's  question,  I  think,  refers  to 
duties  outside  police  work. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  They  are  all  im- 
posed by  Act  of  Parliament. 

HASHEESH. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  -.  I  beg  to- 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  it  is  the  case 
that  the  Egyptian  Government  is  pre- 
paring to  legalise  the  sale  of  hasheesh  ; 
whether  its  sale  is  prohibited  in  Turkey 
and  other  Asiatic  countries  ;  and  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  use  its 
influence  with  the  Egyptian  G^verument . 
to  maintain  its  present  policy  of  prohibi- 
tiou  ? 

Sir  E.  GREY  :  Its  sale  is  prohibited* 
in  Turkey,  but  I  cannot  speak  as  to  any 
other  Asiatic  country.  We  have  no  in- 
formation to  the  effect  that  the  Egyptian 
Grovernment  intends  to  change  itspresmt 
policy. 

MILLBANK  PRISON  SITE. 
Mr.  BURDETT-COUTTS  (West- 
minster) :  I  b^  to  aak  the  First  Com- 
misBsioner  of  Works  whether  it  is  the 
fact,  as  stated  to  a  deputation  a- 
member  of  tiie  London  County  Council, 
and  as  reported  iu^  the  nei@p^[^at 
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Her  Majesty's  Goveroment  hav^  offered 
the  surplus  portion  pf  the  Milloank 
Prison  site  to  the  County  Cdiineil,  ex- 
clusively for  the  erection  of '  W6rking- 
class  dwellings,  or  in  any  other  manner 
inteoded  to  preclude  the  formation  Of  a 
public  recrefttion  j^nnd  upon  snch 
surolus  ?  I  . 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  or 
WORKS  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevee,  Brad- 
iord.  Central)  :  It  is  quite  true  that  the 
Government  have  offered  the  siirptus 
land  at  Millbank  to  the  London  County 
_  Council  for  the  erection  of  artisans 
dwellings.  They  considered  they  were 
under  a  virtuttl  obligation  W'  do  bo 
by  the  3rd  clause  of  the  Housing  of 
the  Working  CI  asses  Act  of  1885. 
mtiy  add  that  the  Government  have  re- 
odred  strong  represeutationa  as  to  the 
nepessity  for  increased  acoommbdation 
for  artisans  in  Westminster. 

Mr.  BURDETT-COUTTS  :  Then 
am  I  to  understand  it  is  not  competent 
for  the  Loudon  County  Council  to  devote 
the  site  to  a  recreation  ground  if  strong 
representations  are  made  to  them  with 
that  object  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  The  site 
is  only  offered  on  the  condition  I  have 
named. 

INDIAN  CIVIL  fiSRVICE  EXAHTNA- 

TIONS. 

Mk.  SEYMOUR  KEAY  (Elgin  and 
Nairn)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
ike  Treasury  whether  he  can  now  state 
what  steps  the  Government  intend  to 
take  to  carry  into  effect  the  Etesolution  of 
the  House  as  to  the  holding  of  simul- 
taneous Civil  Service  Examinations  in 
India  and  England  ? 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he  can 
state  the  decision  which  the  Government 
have  arrived  at  on  the  question  of  the 
Resolution  passed  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons on  the  2nd  June,  in  respect  of  the 
examination  of  Natives  for  the  Civil 
Service  of  India  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian)  :  This  question  is  a 
Tory  important  oue^  and  has  received  the 
careful  consideration  of  the  GoTemment. 
They  have  determined  that  the  Resolution 
of  the  House  should  be  referred  to  the 
Government  of  India  without  delay,  and 

Mr.  Burdeif-Couttn 


that  there  should  bo  a  pronrpt  and  car^l 
examination  of  the  subject  by  that 
Government,  who  are  instructed  to  say  in 
what  mode  in  tlwir  optBS<m,'  and  under 
what  conditions  and  llmitaUons^theRoso- 
lution  could  be  carried  tnto  effect.  - 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  With  reference  to  the  message  to 
the  Government  of  In^  which  the  r^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  has  just  sketched,  I  wish 
to  ask  him  whether  the  Government,  in 
the  course  of  this  Despatch,  mean  to 
imply  that,  in  some  shape  or  ot^r,  the 
Government  of  India  are  obliged  to  carry 
out  this  Resolution  ?  I  rather  that 
in  sending  the  Resolution  of  the  House 
the  Government  will  not  lay  down  any 
prhiciple. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tnnst  rely  on  the 
words  which  I  have  just  *^ad  to  him. 
As  regards  the  interpretation  of  those 
words,  certainly,  in  my  opinion,  there  is 
nothing  whatever  to  prevent  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  from  making  any  observa- 
tions of  whatever  kind  they  may  think 
fit  on  the  Resolution. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  As  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
qnol«d  the  Despatch,  will  he  lutve  any 
objection  to  Uying  it  on  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  not 
quoted  any  Despatch,  and  no  Despatch 
has  yet  been  drawn.  I  have  merely 
stated  the  terms  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  draw  the  Despatch. 

THE   HOME    RULE  BILL. 

Mr.  CARVELL  WILLIAMS  (Notts, 
Mansfield)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  whether,  having  r^ard 
to  the  time  occupied  in  Debate  ou  Clauses 
1  and2oftheGovenimentof  IrebuidBill, 
after  ^e  several  Amendments  .'thereon 
had  been  disposed  of,  he  will  consider 
the  expediency  of  moving  a  Resolution 
that,  ni  the  case  of  the  remaining  clauses, 
after  Amendments  have  been  dealt  with, 
the  Question  "  That  this  Clause  stand 
part  of  the  Bill,"  shall  be  put  without 
Debate  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  have 
frequently  been  obliged  to  confess  great 
sympathy  with  questions  of  this  kind, 
which  are  pat  in  the  interesta  of 
expediting  the  Basmess  of  the  House. 
But  I  have  intfanated  on  more  than  one 
occasion  that  the  Government  do  not 
consider  that  the  time  has  arrived  when 
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it  i«  an  «b6ol«t«  oeceiaity  for  lu  to  adopt 
ft  positive  Resolution  on  this  sut^jeict. 
With  regard  to  the  pa,rticular  proposal  of 
my  hon.  FricEtwl,  what  I  would  observe  is 
tbift— th&tt  wbatevier  opinion  we  maj 
eDtenaia  *ot  the  general  course  of  pro- 
-eeediogs'in  Committee,  if  a  proposal  of 
this  kiad  were  autde  it  would  hare  to  be 
jostified  on  the  ground  that  the  power  of 
taking  the  opiiuon  of  the  House  ou  the 
elanaee  of  the  Bill,  after  they  had  been 
amended,  has  been  abused^  This  is  onlj 
the  3>d  elaiue  of  the  Bill.  The  Ist 
eUnse  of  the  BUI,  X  am  quite  awar% 
jOBtified  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  in 
takabg  a  Division  upon  the  Question 
whether  it  should  stand  part  of  the  Bill, 
because,  as  a  point  of  fact,  it  was  a 
cballeiige  to-  them  on  the  entire  Bill. 
The  2nd  clause,  perhaps,  may  be  held, 
thot^h  not  so  clearly,  to  stand  iu  the 
same ,  category.  With  respect  to  ^he 
otkvt  claiisesy  which  are  of  a  different 
eharooier,  I  hope  that  it  will  not  be, 
ttxH^fht  neoessary  as  a  mere  matter  of 
fwm  to  take  the  opinion  o£  the  House 
upon  the  clause  as  a  whole,  unless  prin- 
ciples.are  hivolved  iu'the  dause  which 
are  deetaed  to  be  of  great  importance,  or 
unless  the  question  upon  the  clause 
raises  fairly  the  issue  which  it  profexses 
to  raises 

Ma.  MACFARLA^iE  (Argyll)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  whether  a  precedent  was  not 
set  on  the  10th  of  June,  1887,  when  the 
late  Mr.  Smith  moved  a  Resolution 
asking  the  House  to  come  to  a  decision 
on  all  thfl  AmeadmentB  to  all  the  clauses 
of  the  CoOTcion  Act  on  the  ^7th  of  that 
month,  and  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  recollects  the  words  which 
Mr.  Smith  usetl  on  that  occasion  ? 

'*  We  hare  arrived  at  the  fourth  month  of  the 
fieaHKin,  and  we  have  practically  done  nothing 
except  to  consider  the  measure  before  the 
House.  We  have  arrived  now  at  the  35th  day 
of  the  coDnderatfon  of  this  mesHare.  What  is 
the  altematiTe  open  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
mentf  .  .  .  That  the  majority,  of  this 
House  aud,  an  we  btjlieve,  the  majority  of  the 
conntry,  must  yield  tlieir  uense  of  oblipitioii. 
their  senKof  lespCHisibility,  their  aeuBe  of  duty 
to  the  cooDtTy,  to  the  obstruction  of  the  minority 
of  tUs  House." 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am 
aware  of  that  precedent^  and  it  would  be 
impossible  for  anyone  who  was  in  the 
House  iu  1887,  or  who  took  auy  interest 
in  public  proceedings,  to  ever  forget  an 
occasion  so  historic.  It  is  of  great  im- 
portance, hut  there  is    one  obvious 


amendment  which  should  be  mado  in  the 
languajge  in  applying  it  to  the  "prestot 
ease — namely,  that  we  are  in  the  fifth 

month  . instead  of  the  fourth  month  of  this 
Parliament.  But  the  declaration  I  fadve 
mftde  with  reference  to  the  existing  s'tiite 
of  Public  Business  at  the  present  moment 
would  prevent  me  from  fouudiug  (nlyself 
on  that  language  iu  any  reply  I  Ipight 
.make. 

Mb,  BARTLEY  (Islington,  W.)  :  Is 
it  not  th^  fact  tiiat,  although  the  'Hbb- 
cussion  ,<Hi  Clause  3  has  been  Bometrhat 
long,  no  less  than  nine  Amendmeiit^  hive 
already  be^n  adopted  by  the  GroveiiiAient 
ou  that  very  clause  ? 

^lR,  Ty  W.  RUSSELL  :  Does  the 
Prime  .Minister  see  no  difference  betw^a 
a  Bill  crieating  a  new  Constitution  Uit  a 
,C(Ouutry  and  a  Crimes  Act  ? 

Mk-  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  do  not 
think  the  hon.  Memb^  ought  to  have 
.addressod  to  fn^  a  challeoging  questioh  of 
that,, kind,  in  my  opinion  thero  is  do 
conceivable  class  of  Bill  that  r^qliires 
such  s,trict,  such  jealous  examioatioii  at 
every  point  of  its  proceedings  aEf  a  Bill 
for  diminishing  the  liberties  of  thd  sub- 
ject. ■ 

Mk.  SljliTON :  Whatever  liift^  be 
the  subject  of  the  Bill,  does  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  that  the  majority 
of  the  House  have  the  right  to  take 
adequate  measures  to  secure  that  the  Bill 
should  be  passed  in  the  coarse  of  an 
ordinary  Session  of  Parliament  ?  • 

Mr.  W.  £.  GLADSTONE  :  That  is 
a  most  natural  question  to  raise  at  ihe 
present  moment.  1  can  set  no  such 
limits  upon  the  powers  and  riglits  of  the 
majority  of  this  House  as  would  imply  a 
negative  answer.  The  majority  mustinall 
circumstances  be  guided  aud  governed  by 
the  fulfilment  of  their  ■  pledges  fo  their 
constituents. 

Mb.  W,  REDMOND  (Clare,  fe,)  :  I 
beg  

•M?i.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order !.  I 
think  this  discussion  should  not  proceed 
further.  Argnmeuts  from  analogy  are 
quite  out  of  place. 

Mr.  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  t.<fxd  of 
the  Treasury  whether  he  will  take  such 
steps  for  quickening  the  passage  of  the 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill  through  the 
House  as  will  enable  the  majority  of  the 
Members  of  the  House  to  fulfil  the 
wishes  of  their  constitueiits*  by  oaring  it 
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aDd  other  moMures  dtuiog  the  present 
jear  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE ;  I  hare 
practically  auswered  this  question  ;  but  I 
may  venture  to  observe  to  my  hou. 
Frieud  that  we  adhere  entire^  to  the 
strong  opinion  we  have  expressed  that 
the  pressure  of  the  Irish  Question  does 
not  absolve  us  from  our  obligations  to  the 
country  in  respect  of  the  other  great 
measures  in  which  the  interests  of  Great 
Britain  are  concerned. 

THE  ROTAL  STANDARD. 

Mr.  THEOBALD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  if  it  would 
not  be  expedient,  considering  that  this 
House  is  desirous  of  maintaining  the 
supremacy  of  the  Crowu  iu  Ireland,  to 
re-aubstitute  the  three  Crowns  on  the 
Irish  quarter  of  the  Royal  Standard  in 
place  of  the  harp,  the  harp  having  taken 
the  place  of  the  three  Crowns  in  the 
reign  of  Henry  VIII.  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  have 
not  fully  informed  myself  as  to  the  facts 
raised  by  this  question,  and  I  shall  be 
obliged  if  the  hou.  Member  will  postpone 
it. 

THB  WOBEma  MEN'8  DWBLUKGS 
BILL. 

Mr.  WRIGHTSON  (Stockton-on- 
Tees)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  with  reference  to  the 
Working  Men^s  Dwellings  Bill,  which 
has  passed  the  Sccoad  Reading,  and  is 
the  first  Order  ou  Wednesday,  14th 
instant,  whether,  considering  that  the 
principle  has  been  admitted  on  both 
.sides  of  the  House  and  that  the  working 
clasi^ee  of  England  are  deeply  interested 
in  getting  the  measure  passed  into  law, 
he  will  allow  the  Bill  to  go  into  Commit- 
tee on  the  Wednesday  allocted  to  it  or  on 
fiome  subsequent  day  at  such  an  hoiu-  as 
will  ensure  proper  discussion  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  We 
made  one  single  exception  to  the  rule  of 
A  continuous  prosecution  of  the  Irish  Go- 
verumewt  Bill  before  we  entered  upon  the 
deliberation  of  it ;  and  to  the  pleilge  we 
then  gave  we  adhere.  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  1  cannot  now  make  any  addUton  to 
that  pledge. 

Afr.  Everett 


THE  WORKING  OF  THB  AQRICtH^TUBAL 

HOLDINGS  ACT. 

Major  BASCH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether, 
taking  into  consideration  the  importance 
of  the  Motion  standing  in  the  name  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Harborough  to- 
morrow, he  will  allow  time  for  its 
adequate  discussion  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  not 
aware  that  it  is  eitiier  necessary  or 
desirable  for  me  to  make  any  proposals 
to  the  House  ou  this  subject.  I  have  do 
doubt  the  question  may  be  adequately 
discussed  within  the  limits  of  the  ordinary 
sitting. 

SIR  H.  VIVIAN  AND  THE  PEERAGE. 

Mr.  THEOBALD :  I  desire  to  ask 
you,  Mr.  Speaker,  whether  it  is  in 
accordance  with  recognised  Parlia- 
mentary usage  that  any  Member  of  the 
House  should  continue  to  vote  in  the 
House  after  the  authoritative  announce- 
ment, made  iu  the  Press,  that  Her 
Majesty  has  conferred  upon  him  the 
dignity  of  a  Peerage  ? 

•Mk.  speaker  :  An  answer  to  this 
question  has  already  l>een  given  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and  I  cau 
only  add  that  the  mere  announcement  ta 
the  Press,  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  referred,  has  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  qualification  of  an  hon. 
Member  to  sit  and  vote  in  this  House. 
I  say  nothing  as  to  what  is  the  custom 
or  etiquette  ;  but  the  law  which  governs 
tho  whole  proceeding  is  this.  At  what 
time  the  letters-patent  have  passed  the 
Great  Seal,  that  is  tbe  final  termination 
of  a  Member*s  existence  as  a  Member  of 
this  House.  Ou  the  day  itself,  or  as 
soon  after  as  it  issues.  The  Gazette  states 
the  fact  that  tbe  letters-patent  have 
j>assed  the  Great  Seal,  and  that  is 
evidence  of  the  fact  that  tlie  hon. 
Member  has  ceased  to  he  a  Member  of 
this  House. 

THE  TWELVE  O'CLOCK  RULE. 
Mk.  W.  REDMOND  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemau  the  Prime 
Minister  a  question  as  to  the  state  of 
Public  Business.  Will  tbe  right  hou. 
Geutleuian,  coosideriug  the  backward 
state  of  Public  Business,  move  to  suspend 
the  Twelve  O'clock  Rule?  [Cnc«  of 
«  Oh  1 "] 
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Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  That 
queation  •was  pnt  to  me  this  moraiug, 
ud  I  said  that  if  we  were  to  have  a 
general  auspeDaton  of  the  Twelve  O'clock 
Bole,  coasideriug  the  pressure  that  is 
now  brought  to  bear  od  hon.  MemberB, 
it  might  be  a  necessary  portion  of  the 
measure  to  provide  au  additional  supply 
of  undertakers  for  koo.  Members  who 
might  be  expected  to  fall  victims. 

NATIONAL  FLAGS  IN  IRELAND. 

Mb.  THEOBALD  asked  Mr.  Speaker 
if  it  would  be  in  Order  to  move  the  Ad- 
joimmient  of  the  House  in  order  to  call 
attentioD  to  the  question  of  national 
Sags  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  have  a  BiU  on 
the  subject,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  think  a  Motion 
of  that  sort  would  be  anticipating  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 

ORDERS   OF   THE  DAY. 


00VEBN31ENT  OF  IRELAND  BILL. 

(So.  209.) 

COUHITTEE.    {^Progress,  7th  June."] 
[sixteenth  ni(;ht.] 

Considered  iu  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Legitlative  Auihortty. 

Clause  3  (Exceptions  from  powers 
of  Irish  Legislature.) 

•Mr.  BABTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
he  wished  to  move,  in  line  7,  to  leave  out 
all  after  "trade*"  in  order  to  insert 
**  bounties  to  promote  Irish  industries." 
The  Prime  Minister,  he  thought,  would 
adtnowledge  that  this  was  a  question  of 
very  great  importance  in  conuection  with 
the  BiU.  It  was  impossible  to  conceive 
that  it  conid  be  ignored.  They  had 
cleared  away  the  question  of  Protection, 
becanse,  as  the  Bill  stood,  the  Irish 
Legislature  would  not  be  allowed  to  in- 
terfere with  trade  with  any  place  out  of 
Irehtnd.  He  supposed  they  might  take 
it  lor  granted  tlut  it  was  the  intention 
of  tiie  Grovemment  that  all  idea  of  Pro- 
tection from  an  outside  sonrce  was  to  be 
prohibited  by  the  Bill.  But  the  question 
of  bounties  would  be,  for  all  practical 
porposes,  the  same  as  Protection  in  its 
influence,  especially  on  Great  Britain. 
It  was  clear,  from  the  peculiar  wording 


of  the  clause,  that  the  question  ot  boun- 
ties was  not  excluded.  The  question  oi 
boanlies  to  promote  Irish  indnstries 
would  not  be  one  affecting  trade  outside 
Ireland  ;  but  it  would  be  one  affecting 
trade  in  Ireland,  and,  therefore, 
would  not  be  excluded  from  the  scope 
of  the  power  of  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature. He  took  it  that  the  Bill  contem- 
plated giving  the  Irish  Legislature 
power  to  grant  Government  bounties 
for  the  promotion  of  Irish  indnstries  if 
they  thought  fit  to  do  so.  They  might 
go  a  step  farther  in  this  respect,  and 
claim  that,  in  suggesting  the  possibility 
of  the  Irish  Parliament  doing  this,  they 
were  not  impiUing  to  tlut  Body  any  sinister 
or  wicked  intention.  One  might  fairly 
conclude  that  even  if  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture did  think  proper  to  do  this  they 
would  be  acting  on  what  they  con- 
sidered to  be  a  high  patriotic  motive. 
Therefore,  he  thought  he  should  not  in 
this  instance,  as  he  bad  done  in  the  past, 
come  under  the  censura  of  the  Prime 
Minister  as  imputing  wrong  motives  to 
the  Irish  Legislature.  They  must,  he 
thought,  argue  this  matter  strictly  on  the 
ground  that  he  had  sketched  out — namely, 
that  the  Irish  Parliament,  under  the 
framing  of  the  Bill,  was  to  have  the 
power  of  granting  bounties,  and  that 
they  could  adopt  that  policy  with  the 
fair  and  proper  idea  of  fulfilling  their 
duty  to  their  country  and  their  con- 
stituents. As  a  Free  Trader,  he  believed 
that  if  an  Irish  Legislature  did  adopt  a 
system  of  bounties  it  would  be  making  a 
mistake.  But  they  should  recognise  ^e 
fact  that  there  was  another  side  to  the 
question,  and  that  persons  of  bon&  fide 
opinions  and  intentions  might  pass  a 
measure  to  create  bounties,  really 
thinking  that  they  were  doing  what 
was  good  for  their  country.  The 
Committee  was  not  ignorant  of  the 
statements  Irish  Nationalists  had 
made  on  the  subject  of  bounties.  It 
might  be  taken  for  granted  that  a  great 
number  of  Irish  Members,  not  only  Par^ 
nellites  and  Anti-Parnellites,  but  many 
others,  had  very  often  expressed  the 
opinion  that  it  would  be  for  the  benefit 
oi  Ireland  if  bounties  were  adopted.  Mr. 
Pamell,  as  they  knew,  held  a  strong 
opinion  to  that  effect,  and  Mr.  Pameirs 
opinions  would  continue  for  years  to 
come  to  be  an  important  factor  in  form- 
ing  public   opinion   iu   Ireland.  Mr* 
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FarneU  bwl  s»id  that  the  oqly  s^Uitioa 
of  the  Irish  Queatiou  which  would  be 
satisfactorj  to  the  Irish  people  wopld  be 
to  allow  tlte  Iiieh  Legi^attsre  to  proteot 
its  own  indnsbries,  either  by:  bountioft  or 
in  some  other  way.  It  was  stiggeated 
that  Mr.  Famell  gabsequeiitiy  withdrew 
that  statemeut,  though  he  (Mr.  Bartle})) 
doubted  the  fact.  But,  even  i{  he  did, 
the  fact  remained  that  a  large  section  of 
the  Irish  people  BtiU  held  the  opinioo 
that  bounties  wmild  be  beneficial.  Well,, 
if  bonntiee  were  granted  in  Ireland  the 
effect  would  be  not  only  to  protect  Irish 
indnetrieB,  but  to  protect  th^  agaiost 
the  interests  of  tbe  United  Kingdom. 
The^  who  were  English  and  Scotch  ,  aud 
Welsh  Membm  must  emphatically  protest 
in  every  way  against  faennties  being  in- 
troduced wMch  would  tend  to  injure  the 
trade  of  Great  Britain.  He  did  not 
think  any  Irish  Member  below  the 
Gangway  would  get  up  and  oaadidly  say 
that  he  did  nqt  conceive  it  possible,  or 
even  probable,  that  the  Irish  Legislature 
would  adopt  a  system  of  bouaties.  What 
was  being  done  in  Ireland  at  the  present 
moment  ?  Why,  the  Dublin  Corptn-ation, 
in  puKobasing  paving  sets  for  Dublto, 
preferred  to  pay  for  Irish  giaaite  248.  a 
ton,  when  they  could  have  got  as  good-— 
some  people  said  bett^- — granite  from 
Wales— [Cw*  of  "  No  !  "]— for  198.  a 
ton. 

Mr.  hunter  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  contracts  made 
by  the  Dublin  Corporation  were  relevant 
to  the  Amendment  on  the  Paper? 

The  chairman  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  going  into  detail  he  will  be  out  of 
Order.  I  cannot  say  that  he  is  out  of 
Order  in  giving  an  illustration. 

*Mr.  BARTLE  Y  held  tliat  his  illustn- 
tion  was  a  particularly  apt  one.  He  was 
showing  that,  even  under  the  existing 
t  law,  the  Dublin  people  preferred  to  pay  a 
larger  price  for  Irish  goods  thau  tliey 
would  have  had  to  pay  for  British  goods. 
[^Cries  of  "  No  !  "]  He  was  not  blaming 
the  Dublin  Corporation,  or  suggesting 
that  it  showed  a  tendency  to  corruption. 
All  over  Ireland,  on  Boards  of  Guardians 
and  elsewhere,  it  was  sought  to  procure 
an  advantage  for  Irish  goods  over  the 
goods  of  Great  Britain ;  and  if  that 
was  the  case  now,  surely  it  would  he 
infinitely  more  so  when  Ireland  had  this 
Legislature,  and  when  it  would  have  been 
put  into   express  words   that  Ireland 

Mr,  Bartley 


should  have  the  power  ol  altering  bar 
trade  relaUonS)  and,- ,  by  impBeation, 
that  -  she  sbtmkl  hate  tbe  power  6f 
graatiog  bounties  as-  against  English 
goods.  To  quote  precedents^  practically 
all  tbe  Golonias  took  the  vltw  that  it 
was  to  their  advantage  to  grant  bonnties* 
or  to  adopt  other  means  of  fosteriog  and 
promoting  atkd  increasing  their  own 
manufactures.  He  tbought  the  Coioniea 
were  mistaken  in  their  policy.  Still,  the 
fact  remained  th^  they  honeetly  believed 
they  were  doing  good  to  themselves  by 
adopting  these  measures,  and  when  the 
Irish  people  bad  a  Legislature  they  would 
hold  the  same  belief.  In  Anwrioa^ 
tbe  fiscal  system  was  based  on  F]roteetio&. 
It  was  urged  that  in  the  post  Eagfauid 
had  adopted  a  ;»<otecttve  policy  against 
Ireland,  and  that  England  had  done  all 
she  could  to  destroy  Irish  indimtries. 
Well,  no  one  could  regret  that  more  than 
the  Unionist  Members  did  at  present. 
They  were  all  agreed  that  the  policy  of 
this  country  years  ago  was  wrong  iu 
every  sense,  awl  most  unjustifiable  ;  but 
the  fact  that  England  had  been  w^rong 
iu  the  past  in  no  way  excused  the  Com- 
mittee in  passing  a  measure  wbidh 
would  enable ,  the  Irish  to  do  the  same 
thing.  Ketaliatiou  could  not  be  justified. 
Many  useful  comparisons  might  be  made 
between  this  Bill  and  tbe  Bill  of  1886, 
which  would  tend  to  show  the  reckless- 
ness and  growing  callousness  of  the 
Government,  concerning  tbe  welfare  of 
the  United  Kingdom  as  opposed  to  Ire- 
land. The  Bill  of  1886  met  the  diffi- 
culty to  which  he  was  now  drawing 
attention.  It  proposed  that  the  Iri^ 
Legislature  should  in  no  way  interfere 
with  trade  in  the  broadest  and  widest 
sense.  The  laws  concerning  trade  in 
Ireland  were  to  be  Imperial  laws.  There- 
fore, iu  1886  the  Irish  Legislature  was 
to  be  prohibited  from  making  laws  eon- 
coming  bounties,  whereas  there  was  no 
such  limitation  iu  the  present  Bill,  the 
Irish  Legislature  being  entitled  to  grant 
bounties  if  it  thought  proper  to  do  so. 
They  might  fairly  ask  why  had  tfaia 
important  and  vital  change  been  mad^— 
why  had  the  Government  changed  front 
so  completely  since  1886  on  this  most 
important  point  ?  He  coold  not  for  a 
moment  think  that  it  was  accidental.  It 
was  dear  tliat  the  change  had  been  made 
as  a  sort  of  compromise,  judging  from 
the  remarks  made  by  the  Prime  Minister 

Digitized  by  GooqIc 


54S         Gaventmntt  of 

jeBtenbj.  -  Th«re  bad  evidently  been  a 
uat  cC  bacgain  entered  into— — 

Mr,  W.  E.  -GLAI>8X0NE  t  WUl  the 
hon.  Meiliber  give  the  r^erenee  to-  the 
BUI  of  18»6  ? 

•Mb.  BARTLEY  t  Yes ;  ClauM  3, 
Sid>-aaotion  9.  The  word  "  tnul«  was 
used  without  qualification  oomidg  before 

navigation'; "  bDt  in  the  preeent  Bill  the 
wonls  were  trade  with  any  place  oat  of 
Ireland."  The  w^rd  ^  trade,"  pure  and 
simpie,  of  ootoae,  inclnded  bouuttea  ;  but 
the  woids  "  trade  witli  any  place  ont  of 
Irriand  **  wonld  not  cover  bMintieB.  If 
the  T^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  aud  that  he  meant  those  words 
to  inchide  bounties  he  would  accept  the 
Amendm^t,  and  there  would  be  no 
occasion  ior  him  (Mr.  Hartley)  to  make 
any  further  obaervations.  But  it 
was  clear,  from  the  remarks  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  yester- 
day, that  he  considered  the  people  of 
Irdand  had,  in  accepting  the  present 
elaase,  given  up  a  great  deal.  The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  the  Irish 
people,  by  accepting  the  conditions  laid 
down  in  the  BUI,  had  given  up  what  they 
might  fairly  and  legitimately  have 
claimed — -namely,  the  right  to  legislate 
on  all  snfajects  in  connection  with  trade. 
The  right  hou.  Gentleman,  presumably, 
had  inserted  these  words,  "  trade  with 
ftny  place  oat  of  Ireland,"  as  a  sort  of 
onnpromiBe  to  satisfy  the  Irish  people. 
The  ailment  would  probably  be  nsed 
l>y  some  that,  however  willing  the  Irish 
people  might  be  to  give  bounties,  they 
would  have  no  funds  for  the  purpose. 
It  had,  in  fact,  been  said  more  than  once 
that  the  amount  of  funds  at  their  dis- 
posal would  not  enable  them  to  do  this. 
That  was  altogether  a  mistake.  They 
woidd  be  able  to  impose  taxes  to  any 
amooat,  except  as  regarded  Customs, 
Excise,  and  Postage.  They  might  have 
a  graduated  Income  Tax,  and  Id.  under 
Schedule  D  on  incomes  exceeding  £500 
I  year  would  bring  in  £11,000.  One 
iMUing  put  on  incomes  of  £1,000  a  year 
under  that  Schedule  alone  would  realise 
nearly  £100,000  a  year,  which  would  be  a 
considerable  sum  to  grant  io  the  shape  of 
bounties.  In  addition  to  this,  the  Irish 
L^islatnre  would  be  at  liberty  to  impose 
taxes  on  landlords,  <m*  in  any  other  way 
they  thought  proper  ;  therefore  it  could 
not  be  said  that  they  had  no  means  of 
paying  these  bounties.   They  could  bleed 
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the  rlefaer  parts  of'Uhtef,  and  tbisy  eould 
use  the  money  they  lirould  so  raiffe  to 
encourage  and  promote  the'  trades  <rf 
other  parts  of  Ir^and.  He  would  go 
furHier,  and  say  that  they  might  do  this, 
in  the  boni  jSde  opidion  vf  many  perwinw, 
with  a  fair  and  reasonable  amount  of 
equity  and  jtiBtlce.  Within  certain 
moderate  rules,  no  doubt,  the  ridher  parts 
of  a  country  were  bound  to  assist  in 
deTelopiug  and  Improving  the  richer 
part  t  but  the  danger  was  trat  It  mi^t  be 
done  to  an  excessive  extent,  and  this  BIH 
would  be  a  great  temptation  to  the  Irish 
people,  because  it  would  enable  them  to 
raise  taxes  in  the  loyal  parts  .of  Ireland 
to  encourage  and  assist  people  who  they 
(the  Unionists)  believed  to  be  the  reverse 
of  loyal.  But  that  was  not  all.  In 
addition  to  the  power  of  taxation  the 
Irish  people  would  receive  £500,000  a 
year  from  this  eenntry  — -  a  payment 
whieh,  8o  for  as  they  eoold  see,  was 
going  to  be  made  in  per^uity.  The 
working  classes  of  the  ITnited  Kingdom 
were  going  to  be  taxed,  therefore,  for  the 
benefit  of  Ireland,  and  the  money  when 
paid  over  would  be  granted  in  the  form 
of  bounties  to  Irish  manufacturers  to 
destroy  the  trades  of  the  working  people 
in  Great  Britain.  [^Lauffhter."]  There 
was  no  doTibt  the  money  would  be  used 
in  that  way.  It  was  all  very  well  for 
hou.  Gentlemen  to  laugh,  but  be  con- 
ceived the  logic  of  his  statement  was 
absolute.  If  we  were  going  to  pay 
£500,000  a  year  to  Ireland  (as  we  were) 
and  Ireland  was  going  to  grant  bounties 
to  promote  their  industries,  Ireland  was 
going  to  do  it  with  British  money. 
There  was  an  old  saying,  "  Thou  shalt 
not  seethe  a  kid  in  its  mother's  milk  ;  " 
but  here  the  Government  were  going  to 
seethe  a  mother  in  her  own  milk.  It 
seemed  to  him  strange  that  at  the  end 
of  the  19th  century  they  shouUL,  have 
come  to  this — that  Conservative  Members 
should  have  to  be  found  pressing  what 
was  once  called  the  Liberal  Party  to  do 
nothing  to  injure  Free  Trade.  In  the 
old  days  the  Liberal  Party  would  have 
repudiated  the  idea  of  doing  anything 
to  encourage  bounties  ;  but  here  they 
were  passing  a  Bill  which  would  not 
only  give  Ireland  power,  but  absolutely 
encourage  her,  to  foster  her  industries  by 
means  of  bounties.  This  was  a  matter 
which  concerned  Great  Britain  very 
keenly.    He  was  not  goin^^  dwell  on 
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the  effect  of  these  bonnties  in  Irelaud— 
Members  from  Irelaud  would  be  able  to 
forin  a  better  idea  of  that  matter  than  he 
possibly  could.  He  bdieved,  however, 
they  would  be  used  Iwgely  to  interfere 
with  the  prosperity  of  Ulster.  He 
could  conceive  them  beinj;  used  in  such 
a  way  aa  to  hamp«-  and  injure  the  pros- 
perous parts  of  Ulster  to  tho  advantage 
of  the  other  parts  of  Ireland.  It  mif^ht 
be  urged  on  the  other  side  that  that 
might  be  a  fair  and  legitimate  work  for 
the  Irish  L^tslature ;  but  the  main 
poiut  for  them  to  consider  was  the  effect 
of  these  bounties  on  British  trade. 
Without  doubt  they  would  be  used 
against  us.  There  would  be  an  eflfort 
made  in  every  possible  direction  to  foeter 
the  different  industries  of  Ireland.  In 
such  English  districts  as  that  he  repre- 
seoted — a  district  1  1-3  miles  square, 
with  a  population  of  100,000— where 
work  was  scarce  and  competition  was 
becoming  keener  aud  keener  every  year 
the  effect  of  these  bounties  was  oertatn 
to  be  felt.  They  were  told  that  this 
Home  Bule  Bill  merely  meant  that  they 
were  going  to  give  Ireland  the  power  to 
regulate  its  own  affairs,  but  it  now  turned 
out  that  it  would  enable  Ireland  to  foster 
industries  against  us,  and  to  minimise 
still  further  the  trade  which  our  people 
now  enjoyed.  If  hon.  Members  would 
read  the  recent  speeches  of  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin  and  others,  tfaey  would 
see  that  the  Irish  people  meant  to  foster 
all  sorts  of  Irish  indastries.  Agriculture 
in  this  country  was  bad  enough  at 
present ;  but  if  bounties  were  to  be  put 
on  Irish  butter,  baoon,  pork,  horses,  and 
80  on,  our  oondidon  would  be  iuHnitely 
worse,  and,  further,  if  we  in  Kngland 
were  to  find  the  money  to  pay  tiiese 
bounties  we  should  simply  be  paying  for 
the  rope  that  was  to  hang  ourselves.  In 
the  United  Kingdom  it  would  not  be 
tolerated  for  a  moment  that  one  part  of 
the  country  should  be  able  to  grant 
bounties  while  the  other  should  not. 
He  could  not  do  better,  he  thought,  than 
read  a  few  words  the  Prime  Minister  had 
made  use  of  yesterday  on  this  very  sub- 
ject.   He  said — 

"That  main  consideration  was  this  :  that  the 
United  Kingilom,  from  geographical  circum- 
stances as  well  as  from  circumstances  wbicb 
were  social  and  moral,  constituted  one  great 
and  vast  trade  circle.  If  they  departetl  from 
the  principle  of  uniformity  in  trade  matters, 
they  might,  perhaps,  satisfy  to  a  greater  extent 

Mr.  Hartley 
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the  abstract  idea  of  the  right  of  local  Initiation ; 
but  by  satisfying  that  abstract  idea  they  might 
inflict  an  immense  practical  injury.  It  was 
neceasary.in  the  interests  of  Ireland,  herself,  that 
tbts  anlfonnity  of  Commercial  Law  shouM  pre- 
vail tbroaghoat  these  Islands.  His  right  non. 
Friend  baa  not  noticed  this  all-important  ques* 
tiou — how  the  producers  of  this  country,  the 
men  wUo  regulated  and  carried  on  the  distribu- 
tion of  the  products  of  its  enormous,  its  im- 
measumble  industries,  woald  be  sfffected  by  the 
introdnction  of  diffiBient  Commercial  Laws 
within  the  limits  of  the  United  Kingdom." 

That  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Bartley)  as 
strong  an  argument  as  he  could  possibly 
use.  The  question  he  had  ventured  to 
raise  was  purely  and  simply  whether  tlie 
present  Governmeut  really  did  or  did  not 
intend  to  allow  Ireland  to, have  bounties? 
If  the  Groremment  did  not  intend  Ireland 
to  have  the  power  of  giving  bounties  to 
promote  its  industries  against  those  of 
England  let  them  say  so  distinctly,  aud 
let  them  adopt  some  such  words  as  those 
he  proposed.  But  if  tbey  did  iuteud  to 
give  the  power  to  Ireland  let  it  be  clearly 
stated,  so  that  the  public  would  know 
what  was  about  to  be  doue.  He  was 
sure  no  Irish  Member  would  gainsay 
anything  he  had  said  as  to  the  desire  of 
Ireland  for  bounties.  He  did  not  hear 
any  dissent.  As  au  luiglish  Member  he 
was  bound  to  see  that  the  industries  <rf 
his  owu  particular  branch  of  the  United 
Kingdom  were  not  interfered  with  by 
this  sytem  of  bounties  ;  and  he  thought 
tbey  had  a  right  to  demand  that  the 
Government  should  put  into  the  Bill 
such  words  as  would  make  it  absolutely 
certain  that  no  bounties  could  be  granted. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  7,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"  with  any  place  out  of  Ireland,"  In  order  to  in- 
sert the  words  "  bonnties  to  promote  Irish  in- 
dustries."—(iVr.  BaHley,^ 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  asks 
for  a  distinct  and  explicit  answer,  in  the 
shape  of  *'  yes  "  or  "  no,"  to  his  proposi- 
tion. Well,  I  have  been  for  some  time 
panting  for  the  opportunity  to  give  the 
hon.  Member  a  plain  answer,  but  have 
not  been  able  to  do  so  owing  to  the 
length  of  the  hon.  Member^s  speech. 
There  were  some  portions  of  the  hon. 
Member's  speech  which  I  need  not 
notice,  the  great  case  of  the  paving 
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stmes  in  Dublin  being  one  of  them,  be- 
euue  I  am  not  aware  that  the  Amend- 
ment can  hare  the  smallest  effect  upon 
paring  atones  ;  but  I  lufer  that  the  boo. 
Member  has  no  sympathy  with  the  move- 
meot  constantlj  made,  and  sometimes 
decided  in  this  House,  to  compel  Public 
Departmeots  always  to  accept  EuglisL 
tWers  .against  Irish  or  foreign  tenders. 
\  The  hoo.  Member  can  have  no  sympathy 
with  that,  and  yet  he  attacks  the  Dublin 
i  Corporation  for,  as  he  aays,  doing  that 
I  rery  thing. 

Ms.  HARTLEY:  1  did  not  attack 
the  Dublin  Cofporation.    I  said  there 
vas  a  great  deal  to  be  said  for  the  course 
'  they  had  taken. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  The 
hoD.  Member  did  not  say  a  great  deal  for 
tliat  course.  He  appeared  to  me  to  con- 
damn  the  Dublin  Corporation.  ["No  !"] 
.  However,  as  the  point  is  not  nuteriat  I 
iriil  not  waste  time  on  it.  Tiie  question 
of  external  trade  is  absolutely  excluded 
fron  the  purview  of  the  present  Bill.  I 
quite  agree  that  the  hon.  Member  did  not 
impote  anything  strange  or  monstrous  in 
supposing  that  Irish  Members  would 
pouibly  develop  protective  tendencies  if 
the  opening  were  afforded  ;  but  I  cannot 
&gree  with  him  when  he  goes  on  and 
jAjs  the  certain  effect  of  the  passing  of 
tiiis  Bill,  if  bonnties  are  allowed,  will  be 
j  (bat  the  system  of  bounties  will  be  used, 
not  merely  to  promote  Irish  industries, 
bnt  to  damage  English  industries.  In 
that  suggestion  the  hon.  Gentlemau 
imputes  to  the  Irish  Legislature  some* 
thing  which  is  in  its  nature  dishonest  and 
immoral.  If  the  Irish  Parliament  should 
contemplate  a  system  of  laws  with  the 
deliberate  intention  of  puttiug  down  the 
trade  and  industry  of  a  portion  of  the 
Uotted  Kingdom,  I  must  say  it  would  go 
far  to  prove  that  they  were  unworthy  of 
these  powers.  In  the  Bill  of  1886  we 
had  the  intention  of  reserving  trade, 
though  I  must  admit  that  that  intention 
I  was  itisofficiently  expressed.  But  that 
j  Bill  was  prepared  htirriedly— after  the 
accession  to  Office  of  the  new  Govern- 
;  ment — more  with  a  view  of  obtaining  the 
I  judgment  of  Parliament  on  the  principle 
,  ^  Local  Government  for  Ireland  than  of 
i  eecuriog  approval  of  details.  We  have 
now  had  time  to  re-consider  these  matters, 
and  we  have  dealt  with  greater  accuracy 
with  many  points  which  were  contained 
in  the  Bill  of  1886.    The  Government 
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cannot  adopt  tiie  Amendment^  because 
we  are  satisfied  that  in  this  Bill  we  have 
excluded  the  possibility  of  allowing 
l>ounties,  inasmuch  as  we  have  withdrawn 
from  the  cognisance  of  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment all  laws  affecting  trade  with  any 
place  out  of  Ireland.  Bonnties,  as  is 
well  known,  are  grants  made  upon  an 
exported  commodity.  Under  this  Bill 
Ireland  will  not  have  the  power  to 
legislate  in  regard  to  external  trade ;  and, 
not  liaving  the  power  to  •legislate,  she 
cannot,  by  any  possibility,  pay  a  bounty. 
Do  the  supporters  of  the  Amendment 
wish  to  go  ^rther,  and  say  that  Ireland 
should  not  have  the  power  to  give 
pecuniary  encouragement,  direct  or 
indirect,  to  this  or  that  particular  trade 
within  the  limits  of  Ireland  ?  That  is 
the  intention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Baron  H.  do  Worms),  who  has  had 
a  good  deal  of  experience  in  negotiatious 
which  are  pretty  fresh  in  our  recollection 
with  regard  to  International  trade. 
What,  then,  do  they  mean  to  do  with  the 
Land  Act  of  1891  ?  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  cognisant  of  its  provisions, 
because,  under  that  Act,  a  Body  was  con- 
stituted which  was  invested  by  direct 
authority  of  Parliament  with  the  power 
of  aiding  and  developing  agriculture, 
forestry,  the  breeding  of  live  stock 
and  poultry,  weaving,  spinning, 
fishing — and  a  number  of  details  are 
appended  to  the  word  giving  it  the 
largest  ^plication  ;  to  make  sure  that  it 
includes  fishing  gear  and  other  necessary 
matters — and  this  by  money  provided 
from  Irish  funds.  These  aro  premiums 
in  the  lai^est  sense  of  the  word,  and  they 
were  established  by  the  authority  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  not  under  the  mis- 
chievous and  revolutionary  legislation  of 
the  Liberal  Party,  but  by  the  safe,  pru- 
dent, wise,  and  firm  Conservative  Go- 
vernment under  which  Ireland  had  the 
happiness  to  live  until  the  month  of  July 
last.  I  have  no  great  fondness  for  such 
provisions  ;  but  if  I  were  asked  whether 
Ireland  had  to  be  entirely  free  to  do  for 
herself  what  tlie  Imperial  Pvliament 
had  thought  proper  to  do  for  her,  I  do 
not  hesitate  for  a  moment  to  accept  that 
proposition.  I  feel  that,  even  upon 
general  grounds,  we  could  not  withhold 
these  powers  from  the  Irish  Legislature, 
when  the  Imperial  Legislature  has  set 
the  example  in  a  clear,  unequivocal,  and 
undeniable  manner.  The  allocation  of 
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money  under  tHe  Act  to  vhlcli  I  have 
referred  is  going  on^,  and  in  ^ef^'iice  to 
the  spirit  aiid  intention  of  the  law  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  has  thought 
it  hiB  duty  to  concur  in  these  operations, 
and  is  working  as  honestly  and  as  well 
as  he  can  this  nystera  of  premiums.  As 
regards  the  question  of  external  trade, 
the  Bill  BS  it  stands,  beyond  all  doubt, 
prevents  any  tampering  with  the  subject 
bj  the  Irish  Legislature.  Consequently, 
while  the  Gdvemment  believe  that  as  to 
the  6ne  subject  the  Bill  is  absolutely 
effective  in  its  prohibition,  we  are  not 
aware,  as  to  the  other,  that  anyone  is  dis- 
posed to  maintain  that  the  conditions  and 
eircumstancea  of  Irish  iudustry  ought  to 
be  managed  from  Westminater  instead  of 
from  Dublin.  I  am  inclined  to  hope,  if 
that  be  so,  that  there  ie  up  difference  of 
opinion  between  the  two  sides  of  the 
House,  and  that,  therefore,  the  discussion 
may  eome,  if  not  to  an  immefliate,  to  an 
early  close. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  There  ar« 
some  poiuts  in  the  speech  of  the  hou. 
Member  for  North  Islington  to  which  I 
shall  not  refer.  He  has  wisely  called 
attention  to  the  fact  that  whereas  io 
1886  the  Prime  Minister  desired  to  ex- 
elude  bounties,  he  has  so  altered  the 
wording  of  the  present  Bill  as  not  to 
carry  out  that  object.  The  right  hon. 
Grentleman  who,  is,  after  all,  the  greatest 
authority  in  this  House' upon  the  Bill  of 
1886,  tells  us  that,  however,  the  words 
might  be  interpreted,  the  intention  of  the 
Grovemmeut  was,  as  now,  merely  to  deal 
with  the  external  trade  of  Ireland.  I 
will,  therefore,  not  accuse  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  of  any  change  of  front  or 
inconsistency  between  the  attitude  he 
now  adopts  and  the  attitude  he  theu 
adopted.  Wliat  is  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's attitude  now  ?  He  said  he  was 
determined  to  prevent  bounties ;  but 
then  it  -  appears  that  by  bounties  he 
means  simply  a  payment  when 
goods  are  exported  from  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  drew  a  distinction 
between  a  bounty  and  a  premium.  He 
said  we  have  at  this  moment  a  system  of 
premiums  upon  home  production  given 
under  the  Act  of  1891,  through  the 
operation  of  the  Congested  Districts 
Board,  who  have  the  right  to  spend 
certain  Irish  funds,  for  the  promotion, 
among  other  things,  of  fishing.  But  the 
fishermen  so  assisted  compete  with  the 

Mr,  JF.  E.  Gladstone 


English  lisherWen,'Btid  d9-100diB,  atBll 
events,  of  the  mackerel  and  other 'fish 
caught  by  them  are  nor  for  Irish  but  fw 
English  consumption,  '  Therefore,  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  definition 
of  the  words,  it  would  n6t  be  possible  for 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  sitting 
in  au  Irish  Legislature  to  toileh  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  of  1891.    We  have 

fone  further  by  that  Act,  and  out  of 
mperial  money  hate  constructed  light 
raifways  in  the  congested  districts  toi 
the  purpose  of  conveying  Irish  prodncts 
to  the.  English  ttarkets.    I  will  ask  this 
question.    Ui^er  the  Bill,  w-ithoutthis 
Amendment,  ^ould  liot  the  Trish  Legis- 
lature have  the   I'ight,  by  means  of  a 
premium  or  of  a  bounty  upon  some  pro- 
duct manufactured  in  Ireland,  to  increase 
the  amount  of  that  product,  and  thus  in- 
directly to  stimulate  forei^u  '  trade  and 
iudirectly  to  compete  with  the  British 
manufacturer,  and  yet  in  Buch  a  manner 
that  no  Court  would  day  the  act  was 
illegal  P     The  right  hou.  Gentleman 
thinks  he  retorts  upon  us  by  laying  that 
we  Were  the  authors  of  a  system  of  |av- 
mlums  and  bounties  in  Ireland,  and  ask- 
ing how  can  we  pretend  that  the  Irisb 
Parliament  should  not  be  permitted  to 
exercise  that  liberty  of  legislation  which 
the      Imperial     Parliament    has  ex- 
ercised   ou    behalf     of    Ireland.  He 
says    you     have   given     these  pre- 
miums,   and    how   can   you  prevent 
the  Irish  Legislature  dealing  with  pre- 
miums ?     It  is   quite  true  we  have 
given  them  bremiums,  and  there  is  no 
Act  of  legislation  with  which  t  have 
ever  been  connected  of  which  I  hope 
more  from,  and  am  more  proud  of  having 
dealt  with,  than  that  very  portion  of  the 
Laud  Act  of  1891.    But  there  is  the 
very  widest  possible  distinction  between 
the  Imperial  Parliament,  out  of  public 
fuuds,  at  the  will  of  the  Representatives 
of  the  English  working  man  and  the 
English  manufacturer,  doing  something 
to  benefit  the  poorer  districts  of  Ireland, 
and  an  Irish  Parliament,  not  with  tbe 
conseut  of  the  English  working  man  and 
not  in  harmony  with  the  English  mann- 
facturer,  giviug  premiums  w  bounties 
for  the   protection   of   some   trade  in 
Ireland   which   competes  in   a  neutral 
market  with  the  English  working  man. 
I     wish     the     Committee    and  the 
country    to    understand    that   if  the 
right  hon.  Geutlemiut^  under  jcover  of  tbe 

Digitized  by  VjrOOglC 


353         GooenuHWt  of  {8  J0KB  1893} 


Ireland  Bill.  SH 


fact  th&t  the  JLrUfa  L^isUture  miiy  uot 
d«al  with  matters  of  foreign  trade,  refuses 
10  accept  the  Amendmei^t,  he  gives  the 
L-iaii  JLegis^tore  power,  bj  spending 
Irish  money  in.  this  way,,  to  compete  in 
the  English,  market  with  the  English 
workman  and  the  English  farmer.  No 
tu  quoque  about  the  Act  of  1891 
snd  no  subtleties  about  the  distiuction 
between  premiums  and  bounties  on  manu- 
&ctures  will  blind  the  e^es  of  those 
Those  interests  are  so  nearly  affected  by 
the  refusal  of  the  Government,  in  terror 
of  the  action  oi  their  hon^  Friends  below 
thoGrai^way.  • 

Hb.  W.  E*  GLADSTONE  ;  Permit 
me  to  say  t^iat  it  is  not  in  terror  of  our 
hon.  Friends  belo?  (he  Gangway,  but  it 
b  in  terror  of  public  justice  and  public 
policy. 

Mn.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Well,  Sir, 
the  refusal  of  the  Government,  for  what- 
erer  reasons,  to  accept  words  to  carry 
oat,  aud  which  are  required  to  carry  out, 
the  intention  which  they  themselves 
declare  they  accept.  i 

Ub.  WOLFF  (Belfast,  £.)  said,  that, 
representing  aa  he  did  one  of  the  largest 
manufactnnng  constituencies  in  Ireland, 
be  shooltl  like  to  express  his  full  concur- 
rence with  the  Amendment.  He  strongly 
objected  to  bounties  or  premiums  beitig 
given  for  trade  or  manufactures.  He 
objected  to  them  in  general,  because  be 
ilid  DOt  think  they  would  do  any  good  at 
all  in  the  way  of  permanently  increasing 
the  manufactures  in  Ireland ;  and  he 
further  objected  to  their  introduction 
because  he  did  not  believe  there  was  any 
money  with  which  to  pay  for  these 
bounties.  He  was  of  opinion  that  no 
bounties  were  required  to  encourage 
mannfactnrea  in  Ireland,  and  be  was  in- 
daced  to  that  belief  more  especially  by 
Uie  ex,perience  of  Ulster.  How  was  it 
that  they  in  the  Korth  of  Irelaud  bad 
beea  able  to  foster  a  large  trade  ?  How- 
was  it  they  were  the  largest  flax  manu- 
facturers in  the  world  ?  How  was  it  they 
had  become  a  Urge  shipbuilding  centre 
there ;  and  how  was  it  that  in  almost 
every  other  manufacture  they  had  ad- 
vaoced  by  leaps  and  bounds  without  any 
bounties  or  premiums  to  assist  them  ? 
They  had  no  advantage  over  the  rest  of 
Ireland  in  the  way  of  natural  conditions. 
There  was  no  coal  nor  iron  in  Ulster, 
and  the  greater  part  of  the  flax  they  span 
sod  wove  was  exported  from  abroad.  If 


they  had  got  on  in  .  this  way  under  the 
existing  laws,  he  saw  no  reason  why  the 
rest  of^rdand  should  uot  get  on  in  the 
same  way,  provided  the  inhabitants 
showed  the  same  determination  and 
application  which  had  been  shown 
by  the  people  of  Ulster.  But 
there  was  one  difference,  and  one  great 
difference,  between  the  rest  of  Ireland 
and  Ulster,  and  that  was  in  the  nation- 
alities wbich  inhabited  these  two  parts 
of  Ireland.  It  was  the  custom  in  that 
House  to  speak  of  the  whole  of  ^e  in- 
habitants  of  Ireland  as  the  people  of 
Irelaud.  They  were  as  separate  and 
different  in  Ulster  from  the  rest  of  Ireland 
as  they  were  from  almpst  any  other  part 
of  the  world.  Whatever  merits  the 
Celtic  nation  might  have — aud  whatever 
might  be  said  its  favour— he  did  not 
think  that  a  talent  for  mechanics  or  in- 
dustry or  trade  was  amongst  them ;  and 
he  did  not  think  they  could  foster  the 
industries  which  were  requisite  in  Ireland 
by  these  small  bounties,  and,  as  ha  had 
said  before,  they  had  no  money  for  any 
large  bounties.  The  Parliament  the 
Government  were  about  tp  create  would 
have  five-sixths  of  its  llembers  chosen  by 
agricultural  constituencies.  These  con- 
stituencies  would  know  nothing  about 
trade,   manufacture,  or    industries  in 

feneral  such  they  understood  in  Ulster, 
'here  was  a  belief  among  the  more  igno- 
rant portions  of  the  population  of  the 
South  and  West  of  Ireland  that  the  only 
reasoD  why  manufactures  did  not  flourish 
there  was  because  of  the  jealousy  of  the 
Euglish  Government.  He  had  heard  it 
said  that  everything  that  was  made  in 
England  could  be  made  in  Ireland  if  it  were 
not  for  the  English  Government,  and 
that  there  was  an  abundance  of  coal  in 
the  centre  and  West  of  Ireland,  only  the 
English  Government  would  not  allow 
them  to  dig  for  it.  A  Parliament  com- 
posed iu  that  way  would  think  all  they 
bad  to  do  would  be  to  start  a  few  small 
shops  aud  factories,  and  they  would  be 
almost  certain  to  grant  bounties  or  pre- 
miums to  anyone  who  started  an  industry 
in  the  South.  He  thought  a  grea^  deal 
of  money  would  he  thus  wasted,  which, 
instead  of  leading  to  any  good,  would 
cause  an  immense  deal  of  disappointment. 
The  hon.  Miranber  who  moved  the 
Amendment  said  that  a  great  deal  of 
money  would  be  spent  so  as  to  raise 
industries  with  a  view  to  hamper  them 
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in  Ulster.  He  was  not  in  the  least 
afrud  of  auy'such  tbiag.  The  iadustries 
and  manufactures  of  Ulster  were  estab- 
lished on  so  permanent  a  fooCing  that  it 
wonld  take  more  than  the  small  sum 
the  Irish  Parliament  could  give  to 
injure  tbem.  In  starting  on  their 
Dew  career  —  though  he  was 
of  opinion  they  would  never  start  on  that 
career — he  should  like  to  guard  the  Irish 
Parliament  or  the  Irish  nation  from 
wasting  their  money  iu  so  futiie  an  effort 
as  to  start  industries  in  the  Sonth  of 
Ireland.  He  did  uot  believe  there  was 
any  money  to  pay  for  them.  At  all 
events, as  ^e  Fiaanoial  Clauses  at  present 
stood,  they  would  probably  be  landed  in 
bankruptcy  in  two  or  three  years.  The 
Financial  Clauses  had  been  postponed, 
and  possibly  the  Fnrne  Minister  had 
Romo  surprise  in  store  for  them,  and 
perhaps  he  was  going  to  give  £2,000,(X)0 
or  £3,000,000  to  Irelaud.  If  that  was 
the  ease,  and  the  Irish  Legislature  chose 
to  waste  money  iu  nu  attempt  to  start 
industries,  that  was  their  own  affiiir. 

•Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London 
University)  ohserved,  that  there  was 
another  aspect  of  the  question  which  had 
not  yet  been  dealt  with,  and  to  which  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment. We  were  very  careful  in  our 
'financial  system,  when  similar  articles 
were  produced  at  home  and  imported 
from  abroad,  that  the  duties  in  the  two 
oases — the  Excise  Duties  in  the  one  and 
Customs  in  the  other — should  be  kept  as 
nearly  even  as  possible.  Let  them  take 
the  case  of  spirits.  If  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment gave  a  bounty  on  the  production  of 
whisky  they  would  greatly  stimulate  the 
consumptiou  of  whisky  as  against  that  of 
imported  spirits.  But  the  Excise  Duty 
on  whisky  went  iuto  the  Irish  Exche- 
quer, while  the  Customs  Duties  on  other 
spirits  belonged  to  the  Imperial  Exche- 
quer. The  effect,  therefore,  would  be  to 
diminish  the  Imperial  aud  increase  the 
Irish  Revenue.  He  hoped  some  Member 
of  the  Govemmeut  would  explain  to  the 
Committee  how  they  proposed  to  meet 
snch*  a  case,  which  would  manifestly 
be  very  inijust  to  the  British  taxpayer. 

Mr.'SEXTON  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Belfast  is  courageous  in 
his  incousisteucy.  He  said  the  Irish 
people  would  waste  their  mouey  on 
bounties  and  premiums,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  declare  they  had  no  mouey  to  waste. 

Mr.  Wolff 


Mb.  WOLFF:  Z  said  they  would 
waste  the  money  if  the  right  hoD. 
Gentleman  was  kind  enough  to  give 
them  another  £2,000,000  or  £3,000,000. 

Mb.  sexton  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
having  first  prophesied  that  they  would 
waste  their  money,  then  said  that  not 
only  would  they  have  no  money  to 
waste,  but  that  they  would  be  bankrupt 
iu  two  Or  three  years.     My  view  is  that 
we  shall  have  no  money.    The  most 
favourable  scheme  that  we  have  heard  of 
the  fatnre  finances  of  Ireland  wonld  be 
a  stirplns  of  £500,000.     If  Ireland  has 
only  a  surplus  of  £500,000,  and  if  she 
will  have  to  pay  her  own  newpoHce,  as  she 
will  have  to  do,  and  to  apply  mone^  to 
remedial  measures  which  press  for  settle- 
ment, it  is  extremely  obvious  that  out  of 
her  Revenue,  upon  the  existing  basis,  sfae  ' 
will  have  no  mouey  to  apply  to  either 
premiums  or  bounties  ;  and  I  think  it 
would  be  a  courageous  speculfttion  to 
suppose  that    the  Irish  Government 
would  impose  a  new  tax  for  the  purpose  | 
of  providing  the  means.     The  hoo. 
Member  for  East  Belfast  is  e;rtremely 
courageous  in  denouncing  the  idea  of 
premiums  or  bounties,  because  he  ought 
to  remember  that  the  staple  trade  of 
Ulster — the  linen  trade — which  is  an  i 
export  trade,  did  not  reach  to  vigour,  and  I 
probably  never  would  have  reached  to  ! 
vigour,  except  by  a  liberal  system  of 
bounties  long  cootiuned.      For  many 
years,  and  I  think  for  more  than  one 
generation,  the  trade  of  which  Ulster  is 
most  proud,  which  is  the  stapie  and  the 
guarantee    of    her    prosperity,  was 
Qourished  and  fed  from  a  conditioD  of 
helpless  infancy  to  a  conditiou  of  vigmir 
and  security  by  the  very  system  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  the  courage  to 
condemn.      Under  the  present   Bill  it 
would  not  be  possible  to  have  any  such 
system  of  bounties  applied,  because  that 
system  was  applied  to  the  trade  for  the 
purpose  of  export,  and  such  a  system,  so 
directly  applied,  would  not  be  possible 
under  the  Bill.    I  will  only  add  that  I 
heard  the  speech  of  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  with  very  great  surprise.  He 
spoke  of  the  Imperial  Piu*liament  apply- 
ing Irish  money  for  the  purpose  of 
developing  certain  Irish  industries,  Md 
he  quoted  the  Land  Purchase  Aet  of 
1891.    The  discussion  upon  tluit  Act  up 
to  the  present  moment  has  been  limited 
to  the  Congested  Disbicts  part  (rf  it. 
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Wbftt  wu  the  msiu  funotioD  of  the  Land 
Furcbue  Act  of  1891  ?  Will  the 
Comnuttee  cooBider  it  for  a  moment  ? 
TJw  Tory  polioj  embodied  and  placed 
DpM  (be  Statute  Book  by  the  Land 
PoidiBBe  Act  of  1891  is  to  apply 
£30,000,000,  not  of  Irish  money,  but  of 
Imperial  eredit— for  what  purpose  ?  To 
enable  the  fanners  Id  Inland  to  pur- 
chase thar  fftnns,  and  by  the  pnr^aee 
of  their  forms  to  secure  a  material  redno- 
^om.  of  their  rents ;  and  thereby,  in  the 
most  direct  and  eubetautial  mauuer,  yon 
have  applied  the  Imperial  fioTenne  on  a 
Tut  si^e  to  the  prodaction  of  meat  and 
batter  in  Ireland,  not  for  any  local 
purpose,  but  for  the  purpose  of  the 
eiport  <A  these  two  staple  productions 
in  Ireland  to  the  Ei^lish  markets,  where 
they  wonld  compete  with  the  prodnetioas 
of  the  British  fanner.  That  precedent 
having  beeu  set  by  the  Tory  Party  two 
rears  ago,  I  will  await  with  interest  to  see 
what  hon.  Members  of  the  Torty  Party 
will  support  au  Amendment  by  which 
the  Irish  Legislature  would  be  debarred 
from  devoting,  uot  Imperial  money,  but 
their  own  mouoy,  for  the  purpose,  not  of 
export  trade,  which  wonld  be  in  com- 
petition  with  the  British  farmer,  but  for 
the  purpose  of  developing  those  local  io- 
dostriea  into  which  competition  with  the 
^itisb  furmer  does  not  enter. 

Ur.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  It  may 
be  my  fault,  but  I  confess  I  fail  to  see 
the  applicability  of  the  Act  of  1891  to 
the  poiut  we  are  discussing,  l>ecau8e  the 
Act  of  1891  was  an  Imperial  Act  ;  and 
there  is  no  doubt — it  is  even  admitted  by 
this  Bill — that  there  are  many  things 
which  the  Imperial  Parliament  might  do 
with  perfect  propriety,  but  which  we  do 
right  to  exdode  from  the  operations  of  an 
Irish  Parliament.  For  instance,  some 
years  tbwe  was  a  protective  tariff 
inatitoted  in  this  country  by  the  Imperial 
PAHiamcDt,  and  is  it  to  be  said  that  as 
die  Imperial  Parliament  in  past  times 
saactioned  a  Protective  tariff  it  would  be 
wnnig  to  prevent  the  Irish  Parliament 
imposing  a  similnr  tariff?  The  Goveru- 
neut,  for  rearans  which  they  have 
pven,  have  thought  proper  to  prevent 
the  Irteh  Parliament  from  imposing  Pro- 
te^ive  Duties ;  but  they  have  gone 
fttrtner  thau  that,  because,  as  I  under- 
•tud  my  right  hon.  Friend,  he  makes  a 
distinetioii  between  bounties  when  they 
■n  gtren  in  die  shape  of  grants  in  aid 
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of  export  goods  and  premiums  which 
would  in  some  way  or  other  be  designed 
purely  for  goods  of  internal  trade, 
and  says  that  the  Government  are  not 
willing  to  allow  the  Irish  Legislature  to 
tiet  up  a  Protective  tariff  in  the  shape  of 
bounties  on  export  goods.  But  let  me 
point  out  that  bounties  in  aid  of  intmial 
trade  may  also  affect  external  trade.  FVn* 
instance,  a  manafacturer  may  be  able  to 
reduce  his  profits  or  his  external  trade 
in  consequence  of  the  bounties  given  in 
aid  of  his  internal  trade.  But  I  will  come 
to  the  point  which  I  wish  to  bring  home 
to  the  Government.  Let  me,  tn  the  first 
place,  point  out  that  if  the  Bill  passes, 
the  majority  of  the  Irish  people  will 
desire  to  protect  and  stimulate  by  some 
means  their  own  industries.  Nobody 
denies  that.  My  right  hon.  Friend  does 
not  suggest  that  that  will  not  probably 
be  the  cose. 

Mr.  W.  £.  GLADSTONE :  I  passed 
that  by. 

'  Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Bat  we 
must  not  pass  it  by. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  As  I  am 
challenged,  I  will  say  that  I  do  not 
believe  in  the  universal  participation  of 
the  Irish  people  in  a  crusade  in  favour 
of  Protection. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Then  my 
right  hon.  Friend  stands  alone  in  his 
opinion.  He  is  in  direct  opposition  to 
:  any  of  bis  CoUcagiies  on  the  Front 
Bench.  Here  is  what  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  wrote  upon  the  subject 
in  The  Nineteenth  Century  : — 

"There  cnn  be  little  doubt  that,  (.iren  the 
chajice,  IreUntl  wouM  imitate  the  example  of 
the  United  States,  Caaada,  Victoria,  and  most 
other  countries  in  the  world,  erecting  a  Pn>- 
tcctire  tariff  against  woollen  cloth,  shoes,  and 
other  manufiictured  articlefi,*' 

He  goes  oo — 

"  Home  Kule,  therefore,  in  the  shape  that 
finds  favour  with  the  National  Partv  means  a 
ProtectlTe  tariff  and  the  introduction  of  boun- 
tieB  and  other  fiscal  measnres  which  to  English- 
men, I  My,  are  as  abomination," 

I  suppose  that  that  was  admitted  on  all 
sides.  At  all  events,  I  need  not  press 
the  question  whether  tlie  Irish  Legisla- 
ture would  or  would  not  do  these  things, 
Iwcause  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  told  us 
that,  so  far  as  the  Government  are  con- 
cerned, they  inten<l  to  prevent  them. 
But  I  do  not  think  he  perceives  that 
unless  be  carries  the  restrictions  a  little 
further,  it  will  be  possible  for  the  Irish 
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Legislature  to  do  those  things.  Take 
the  articled  referred  to  by  the  Chief 
Secretary— woollen  cloths  and  shoes.  I 
know  that  very  large  quantities  of  aho«B 
and  woollen  cloths  are  sent  from  !^gland 
to  Ireland,  but  I  do  not  know  wiuther 
there  are  any  considerable  manufactures 
in  Ireland  itself.  At  all  eventSf  ^uch  fs 
they  are,  they  are  insignificant  comparad 
with  the  manufactures  in  this  country. 
Suppose  the  Irish  Legislative  desires — 
and  it  would  be  a  very  natural  desire — 
to  foster  the  woollen  manufactures,  for 
which  the  climate  is  suitable  ;  or  foster 
the  manufacture  of  shoes  and  hoots. 
Suppose  the  Irish  Government  say — "  For 
every  yard  of  wooUea  cloth  made  m  Ireland, 
we  will  give  so  mnch,  and  for  every  pair 
of  boots  or  shoes  we  will  give  so  much." 
Well,  though  the  Irish  Government  may 
say  t^t  they  are  not  giving  bounties  to 
export  manufacturers,  the  effiaet  on  the 
manufactures  of  this  country  would  be 
precisely  the  same.  The  Irish  industries 
would  be  fostered  by  these  bounties  anil 
premiums,  and  the  consequence  would 
be  that  the  boots  and  shoes  and  wooUen 
goods  se,nt  from  England  to  Ireland 
would  be  no  longer  sent,  and  we  would  be 
enabling  the  Irish  Parliament  to  legislate 
to  the  detriment  of  our  own  people  and 
OUT  own  trade.  ITodwibtedlr,  the  prac- 
tical effect  of  leaving  it  in  the  power  of 
the  Irish  Legislature  to  grant  pr^oiums 
upon  internal  manufactures  will  be  ex- 
ftctly  the  same  as  tbat  of  giving  it  the 
power  of  creating  a  Protective  tarifT.  In 
either  case  it  will  be  able  to  foster  Irish 
trade  to  the  detriment  of  English  trade. 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER  (Kent, 
Xhanet)  said,  he  found  himself  in  the 
vwj  unusual  position,  for  faira,  of  being 
compelled  to  support  the  Government  in 
opposition  to  the  views  of  his  own  political 
friends.  He  ventured  to  say  that  any- 
one who  gave  even  the  most  cursory 
attention  to  Irish  history  should  feel  con- 
vinced, as  he  felt,  tbat  at  the  root  of 
the  Irish  difficulty  was  the  fact  that  by 
the  action  of  England  two  centuries  ago 
trade  was  practically  stamped  out  in 
Ireland.  That  was  not  merely  an  his- 
torical Irish  grievance,  but  it  was  a 
practical,  pressing  matter  of  the  present 
time,  which  those  who  were  responsible 
for  the  government  of  Ireland,  whether 
it  was  an  Irish  Government  or  an  English 
Government,  would  be  compelled  to  face 
and  deal  with.   The  hon.  Member  for 

Mr,  J,  Chamberlfun 


Northlslingtonand  tharight  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  London  University,  -very 
naturally,  being  Free  Trader^  were  op- 
posed to  bounties,  or  [H^minma,  <or  Protec- 
tive Duties  for  theenoouragement  of  looal 
trade.  As  a  Protectioust  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  prononnce  in  favour  of  these 
remedies,  and  he  ikoaght  tfaat,  as  tke 
British  Gorenunent  of  the  past  had 
stamped  out  the  manufaotures  of  Ireland, 
some  assistance  was  due  from  the  State 
in  support  of  the  existing  manafaotures 
of  the  country.  Some  boo.  GeuUemen 
might  think  tbat  Ireland  ought  to  realise 
that  she  was  a  pastoral  and  agricaltaral 
country,,  and  tbat  she  oi^ht  not  to  go 
further  afield  for  the  means  <rf  aab- 
sistence  for  her  people.  He  challei^ed 
any  Irish  Member  to  rise  in  his  f^ace 
and  say  that  the  Irish  Le^shUure  wooM 
venture  to  adopt  a  policy  of  that  kind. 
He  believed  that  no  Irish  Government 
would  stand  a  chance  <^  obtaining  a  re- 
newal of  the  confidence  of  the  Irish 
electors  that  would  boldly  proclaim  that 
no  encouragement  whatever  oi^ht  to  be 
given  to  Irish  trade.  If  the  House  pre- 
vented the  future  Legislature  of  Ireland 
from  taking  steps  to  remedy  the  grave 
injustice  inflicted  on  Ireland  two  centuries 
ago  by  the  Eoglirii  Grovomment,  they 
would  .tie  behind  its  back  tiie  hands  of 
the  Irish  Legislature  they  were  asked  to 
create,  and  inflict  on  Ireknd  a  great  and 
irreparable  wrong.  The  first  act  of  the 
Irish  Legislature  should  be  to  devote  funds 
fortbedevelopmentof  Irish  manufactures, 
which  everyone,  with  any  pretensions  to 
statesmanship,  who  had  studied  the  Irish 
question  considered  was  necessary  for 
the  restoration  of  Irish  prosperity.  He 
thought  it  was  their  duty  to  empower 
the  Irish  L^islature  to  impose  boontiee 
and  premiums.  He  had  no  dnire  to 
assist  in  the  creation  d  an  Lish  Legisla- 
ture ;  but  if  they  were  to  have  such  a 
Legislature,  they  should  not  debar  it  from 
discharging  what  should  be  its  primary 
duty  to  the  people  of  Ireland.  On  these 
grounds,  if  Uie  Amendment  were  passed 
to  u  Division,  he  would  feel  bound  with 
regret — a  regret  which  he  was  sure  the 
Prime  Minister  would  feel  wae  unfeigned 
— to  vote  against  the  Amendment. 

Mk.  HORACE  PLUNKETT  (Dub- 
lin County,  S.)  said,  that  as  he  had  a 
very  peculiar  inttt«st  in  the  industrial 
and  economic  prosperity  of  Ireland,  he 
desired  to  address  the  Committee  briefly 
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I  on  the  subject  of  the  AmeBdment.  He 
«ns.Bot  m- ».  position  to  absolntefy  and 
fotiralj  eendeuBbontitiet,  beeause  bewaa 
»  member  of  the  Congested  Dlstrietfi 
Board,  whieli  had  been  partly  instra- 
mental  ia  putting  the  Bjstem  of  preuornms 
into  openUaon,  and  h«  heartily  approved 
of  premiums  with  proper  limits.  But  he 
beliered  that  these  bonntieft,  which,  so 
£u  at  thej^  were  justifiable,  could  be 
allowed  in  Ireland  through  the  medium 
of  the  Imperial  Parliament,  as  at  present, 
vould,  under  the  proposed  Irish  Con- 
stitotion,  and  if  left  to  the  uneontrolled 
nmagement  of  the  Irish  people,  be 
disastnms  measures.  He  came  to  that 
eoDchHi<m  because  of  his  vety  thorongb 
knowledge  ct  the  feelings  of  the  great 

I      ma^oritj  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  Take 

j  tiie  ease  of  the  Irish  woollen  industry. 
Every  Irishman's  blood  boiled — and  even 
the  blood  of  tiic  r^bt  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Tbanet  boiled — at  the 
thought  of  the  ioiquitooe  destrnction  by 
Eoglaod  of  the  Irish  woollen  industry. 
The  history  of  that  ladustry  was  very 
peculiar.    It  arose  chiefly  from  the  fact 

[  that  the  English  Parliament  pat  restric- 
tions on  the  importation  into  England  of 
Irish  cattle,  and  so  drove  the  Irish  people 
to  take  up  the  woollen  Indnstry.  The 
industry  was  carried  on  with  great 
BQccees  until,  at  the  request  of  the 
English  Parliament,  which  had  tfaeo 
come  to  be  controlled  by  the  middle 
dsMes,  induced  William  III.  to  declare, 
io  a  Message  from  the  Throne,  that  he 
would  do  anything  he  could  do  to 
discourage  the  woollen  trade  of  Ireland 
uid  promote  the  trade  of  England.  He, 
as  a  South  of  Ireland  Membn-,  therefore 
made  some  reduction  in  the  glory,  piety, 
and  immortality  of  that  otherwise  great 
Sovereign  on  account  of  the  injury  he 
had  thna  done  to  Ireland.  That  industry 
was  quite  natural  to  Ireland,  and  ought 
to  be  its  chief  iitdustry  at  the  present 
tune.  When  the  restrictions  on  the  trade 
were  withdrawn,  however,  the  trade  did 
not  rest4>re  itself.  That  was  because  it 
had  been  carried  on  in  Ireland  as  a  home 
industry  ;  and  the  industrial  revolution 
which  took  plaee  about  the  time  that  the 
restrictions  were  withdrawn  made  it 
neoessary  to  conduct  the  manufticture  on 
a  lai^e  scale  in  great  CMitres.  Fw  this 
the  tempOTament  of  the  Irish  people  was 
unsoited.  So  long  as  an  industry  could 
be  «»ndncted  in  their  own  homes,  the 
Irish  could  compete  successfully  in  the 
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industrial  race  ;  but  it  was  different  when 
they  were  asked  to  submit  themselves  to 
the'  discipline  ttnd  restrictiobs  of  the 
flictory,  which  was  altogether  unsuitable 
to  the  temperament  of  the  people. 
Besides,  the  Irish  had  acquired  evil 
indnfltrial  habits;  as  was  shown  by  the 
Preamble  of  an  Act  of  Charles  11.  That 
Preamble  ran — 

"  Whovas  there  is  a  c-ota^ilaint  in  EngUad, 
France,  ami  other  ]mrts  beyond  the  seas  whither 
the  woollen  dothti  and  other  conlmodities  made 
ol  wool  in  this  (Uia  Majesty's)  Kin^om  of  Ire- 
land are  traosported,  of  the  falac,  uneven,  de- 
ceitful, and  uncertain  making  thereof,  which 
Cometh  to  pass  by  reatwn  that  the  clothiers  ami 
makers  thereof  do  not  observe  any  certain 
axuze  for  length,  brtodth,  and  weight  for 
making  their  clothes  ami  other  commodities 
aforesaid  in  this  Kingdom  as  thoy  do  in  the 
realm  of  Englanfl,  ant  as  they  also  ought  to  do 
here,  by  which  means  the  merchants,  buyers, 
and  other  users  of  the  said  cloth  and  other  oran- 
modities  are  much  abused  and  deceived ;  and 
the  credit,  esteem,  and  sale  of  the  said  cloth  and 
other  commodities  is  thereby  much  impaired  and 
undervalued  to  the  great  and  general  hurt  and 
hindrance  of  the  trade  of  alotmn;  in  this  whole 
realm." 

One  of  the  greatest  dangers  of  fostering 
^is  illusion  as  «o  the  powers  of  legislation 
with  respect  to  industry  was  that  those 
powws  would  be  used  instead  of  sound 
industrial  methods.  For  that  reason  he 
should  support  the  Amendment ;  and  also 
because  he  believed  that  these  bounties 
would  be  the  constant  source  of  friction 
between  England  and  Ireland.  Past 
bounties  in  Ireland  had  almost  invariably 
given  rise  to  fraud  and  dishonesty  in 
trade. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  no 
desire  of  prolonging  this  Debate,  bnt  I 
must  point  out  to  ^e  ComiAittee  that  we 
have  respectfully  urged  upon  the  Prime 
Minister  that  by  his  own  showing  uuder 
the  Bill  there  would  be— under  whatever 
name  you  please— subventions  by  the 
Irish  Parliament  which  would  undoubtedly 
have  the  effect  of  enabling  Irish  manu- 
factures to  compete  injuriously  with  Eng- 
lish manufactures  in  the  English  markets. 
To  tbat  couteutiou  of  ours  no  reply  of  any 
sort,  kind,  or  description  has  been  made 
by  the  Government.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  uses  as  an  illustration  the 
Congested  Districts  Act  of  1891,  and 
asks  ns  would  we  refuse  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment power  to  deal  with  it?  We 
have  pointed  out  that  if  tiie  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  construction  of  his  Bill 
is  correct,  the  Irish  Paiiiament  can- 
not ^deal  with^^Jt^^^^lgf^gl^o 
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bouDties  granted  trniler  that  Act  ap- 
plies to  articles  for  export  purposes. 
There  was  a  further  point  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Uuiversity  of  Dubliu,  and  to  that 
also  the  GoTonment  neither  made  nor 
attempted  to  make  the  slightest  answer. 
If  tbey  believe  it  to  be  to  their  interest 
to  leave  these  important  arguments 
wholly  uiidealt  with,  it  is  not  for  us  to 
complain,  and  we  are  ready  to  go  to  a 
Dirisiou. 

Mh.  W,  E.  GLADSTONE :  In  my 
opinion  the  assertions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  are  totally  unwarranted  and 
unsustained  by  the  facts.  I  am  of 
opinion  that  the  Irish  Parliament  will 
have  the  power  of  dealing  with  these 
premiums.  If  not,  and  if  it  can  be  proved 
that  they  are  of  the  nature  of  bounties, 
there  will  be  an  opportunity  for  dealing 
with  them  on  the  ground  that  the  Irish  Par- 
liament is  precluded  from  tonehiug  what 
belongs  to  foreign  trade.  My  conviction 
is,  that  they  do  not  belong  to  foreign 
trade,  and  that  they  wilt  be  legitimately 
within  the  cognisance  of  the  Irish  Par- 
liament, and,  in  my  opinion,  they  ought 
to  be  within  that  cognisance. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  rose  

Mr.  John  Morley  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  *'  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Question  be 
now  pnt;" 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  288  ; 
Noes  256.— (Division  List,  No.  126.) 

Question  put  accordiugly,  *'  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

-of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  288  ; 
Noes  252.— (Division  List,  No.  127.) 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  next  three 
Amendments,  as  follows,  are  out  of  Order, 
the  matters  having  already  been  decided 
by  the  Committee  : — 

Clause  A,  page  2,  line  7,  after  Ireland,"  in- 
sert "or  the  imposing  or  levying  of  any  duty 
whether  in  the  nature  of  octroi  or  otfaem'ise 
u|)on  gowlH  of  any  kind  imported  into  Ireland 
or  received  at  any  harbonr  or  port  in  Ireland." 

Clanse  3,  page  2,  line  7,  after  *'  Ireland,"  in- 
Bert  "  or  the  giving  of  any  preference  or  advan- 
tage directly  or  indirectly,  and  whether  by 
bounties  or  diflferential  duties  to  any  goods  pro- 
<luce-l  or  manufactured  in  Ireland  over  similar 
goodaor  manafactures  produced  or  manofactored 
elsewhere."— (J/r.  TvmimonJ) 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


Clanse  3,  page  2,  line  7,  after  Ireland,"  in- 
sert "  bounties  in  favour  of  Irish  products." — 
(.y/r  EllU  A*hmrud-Bartlett.') 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  (Haclcney,  N.) 
moved  the  following  Amendment : — ^In 
Clause  3,  page  2,  line  7,  after  "  Ireland/' 
insert  "or  merchant  shipping."    He  said 
the  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
make  it  clear  that  matters  regulating  the 
navigation   aud   control    of  merchant 
shipping  and  seamen  were  matters  re- 
served  exclusively   for    the  Imperial 
Legislature.   If  oue  could  rely  implicitly 
on  the  expressions  which  bad  fallen  from 
the  supporters  of  the   Government  in 
making  tliis  Amendment  he  was  only 
endeavouriiig  to  effect  that  which  was 
already  the  intention  of  the  Government, 
He  ventured  to  think  that  what  the 
Prime  MioiBter  said  the  previous  day  in 
reference  to  the  great  trade  circle  of 
which  this  United  Kingdom  was  the 
centre,  and  other  expressions  which  had 
fallen  from  him,  tended  to  show  it  was 
the  object  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  to 
reserre  this  question  of  the  coutrol  aud 
regulation   of    merchant    shipping  as 
a     matter    exclusively     within  the 
cognisance  of  the  Imperial  Legislature. 
It  would  save  the  time  of  the  House  to 
a  large  extent,  aud  would  save  him  from 
saying  a  good  deal  if  at  that  early  stage 
one  might  know  whether  such  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government,  and  also 
whether  they  contended  that  the  clauses 
which  were  to  be  found  in  the  Bill  suffi- 
ciently  dealt  with  this  subject  ?  Did 
they  i^y  that  it  was  their  intention  aud 
desire  to  exclude  the  question  of  the 
regulation  of  merchant  shipping  from  the 
Irish  Parliament,  and  reserve  it  exclu- 
sively for  the  Imperial  Parliament ;  and 
did  they  contend  that  that  intention  was 
sufficiently  carried  out  by  the  words  of 
the  Bill  as  they  stood  ?    One  would 
have   thought  there   would  have  been 
some  response  to  an  appeal  of  that  kind,' 
but  the  result  showed  that  even  in  a 
matter  of  this  importance  the  Govern- 
ment were  playing  a  waiting  game,  and 
that  according  to  the  exigencies  of  the 
situation  they  would  be  prepared  to  con- 
tend or  not,  as  suited  them  best,  that 
certain   vague    and  ambiguous  words 
which  were  to  be  found  in  this  Bill  did 
sufficiently  deal  with   the  subject.  It 
might  be  suggested,  for  instance,  that 
"  trade  with  any  place  out  of  Ireland  " 
sufficiently  covered  the  question  of  mer- 
chant  shippin^g,,,H^^ilQYW)gte^°ded 
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that  these  words  did  safficiently  deal 
with  this  subject  of  merchant  skippiug, 
he   had   to  that  uufortuoately 

right  hoD.  GeDttemeQ  who  were  sitting 
OD  the  Govemment  Bench  were  not  in 
the  position  of  judges  in  this  matter,  hut 
only  in  the  part  of  those  who  expressed 
an  opinion  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  Bill, 
which  not  0017  would  bind  no  Court, 
but  coald  not  even  be  brought  before 
a  Court  in  any  mode  or  form.  They 
had  the  words  trado  ...  or  navigation  " 
is  the  Bill  with  the  contention  possibly 
that  they  dealt  vith  the  subject. 
Thoagh  a  ship  was  an  instrument  of 
trade,  the  exclusion  of  "  trade  with  any 
place  out  of  Ireland*'  would  not  exclude 
ships,  the  registration  of  ships,  tonnage, 
\  inspection  and  control  of  ships  iu  harbour, 
and  all  other  matters  which  were  matters 
:  of  internal  government,  although  they 
\  related  to  ships  used  for  the  pur- 
{  poses  of  external  trade.  It  was  plain  that 
\  the  words  "  trade  with  any  place  out  of 
L^lftud,"  although  they  covered  the  use 
to  which  the  ships  might  be  put,  could  not 
i  eorer  the  ships  themselves,  and  the  way 
they  were  to  be  dealt  with  in  Ireland. 
The  harm  which  these  vague  words 
would  do  waa  not  at  present  sufficiently 
apprehended  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  because  they  bad  already  had  a 
renuirkable  interpretation  put  upon  them 
bj  the  Prime  Minister,  which,  if  valid, 
would  prevent  the  Irish  Legislature  from 
touching  those  matters  which  were 
referred  to  in  the  Laud  Act  of  1886. 
Surely,  if  this  Bill  was  intended  to  be 
passed  aud  practically  worked,  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  would  give  some  plainer 
indication  to  the  Judges  of  Ireland  as  to 
what  his  intentions  were.  They  must 
be  gathered  from  the  words,  and  he  ven- 
tured to  think  the  Government  ought  not 
to  object  to  the  addition  of  some  words 
to  the  Bill  which  would  make  it  clear  it 
was  Dot  intended  that  this  matter  of 
merchant  shipping  should  be  dealt  with 
bj  the  Irish  Legislature.  In  the  Index 
of  Statutes  under  the  head  of  the 
"  Merchant  Shipping,"  there  was  a 
liat  of  74  Acts.  The  Merchant 
Shipping  Act  of  1854  repealed  and 
amended  the  Acta  of  previous  legislation, 
and  under  that  Act  the  Board  of  Trade 
were  entrusted  with  very  important 
powers  with  reference  to  merchant 
"hipping.  The  Board  of  Trade  were  to 
have  power  in  the  United  Kingdom  to 
ezttreiae  a  general  superintendence  over 
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all  matters  relating  to  merchant  ships 
and  seamen.  Of  course,  as  far  as  these 
matters  were  included  iu  the  words 
"  trade  with  any  place  out  of  Ireland,** 
they  were  already  excepted  in  the  Bill. 
So  far  as  they  had  to  do  with  navigation, 
they  also  were  already  excepted  ;  but, 
so  far  as  these  matters  had  to  do  simply 
with  the  regulations  which  the  Irish 
Government  might  make  with  regard  to 
ships  in  Irish  harbours,  and  all  the 
various  matteov  appertaining  thereto, 
they  were  not  at  present  in  any  way 
provided  for  iu  tiie  Bill.  It  was  intended 
he  presumed,  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
should  still  be  the  Central 
Authority  for  dealing  with  matters 
relating  to  merchant  ships — such  as 
Returns  in  relation  to  ships,  the  powers 
of  Board  of  Trade  and  Customs  officers 
to  inspect  ships,  documents,  logs,  &e., 
for  the  United  Kingdom.  But  he  would 
point  out  that  these  were  things  to  be 
dealt  with  on  the. shores  of  Ireland,  and 
did  not  necesriarily  affect  trade  with  any 
place  out  of  Ireland,  or  navigation.  It 
was  a  remarkable  feature  of  this  Bill  that, 
while  they  did  hear,  some  time  ago,  that  it 
was  the  desire  of  the  Government  to  give 
Ireland  certain  local  powers  in  a  distinctly 
subordinute  Legislature,  which  should  be 
uuder  the  supremacy  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  yet,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  this 
Bill  gave  to  them  far  wider  powers  than 
had  been  given  to  any  self-governing 
Colony  in  relation  to  this  matter.  The 
second  part  of  the  Merchant  Shipping 
Act  was  prefaced  by  this  clause — 

"  The  second  part  this  Act  shall  apply  to 
the  whole  of  Her  Majesty's  domloioDs." 

There,  therefore,  was  an  illustration  of 
the  way  in  which  Parliament  still  was 
supreme  throughout  the  British  dominions. 
There  was  a  provision  which  applied  to 
the  whole  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions, 
which  no  single  Colony  had  the  power  to 
touch,  yet,  uuder  the  Bill  they  were  now 
discussing,  the  Irish  Legislature  would 
have  a  power  which  no  Colonial  Legis- 
lature would  have— namely,  the  power  of 
repealing  certain  provisions  of  that  Act. 
[Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  dissented.] 
Ships  were  to  be  used,  no  doubt,  iu  trad- 
ing with  places  out  of  Ireland  ;  but  the 
building,  the  registration,  and  the  putting 
a  ship  into  water  and  preparing  it  for 
use  abroad  was  not  a  matter  of  trade  with 
any  place  out  of  Ireland,  or  a  matter 
of  navigation,  but  it  was  a  matter  relating 
so  far  exclusively  to  J^y^Q^g^ 
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jHOTisions  in  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act, 
applying  to  every  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
dominions,  stating  that  British  ships 
mnst  belong  to  British  subjects,  who 
■who  must  be  British  subjects  by  birth  or 
naturalisation,  the  ships  must  be 
registered,  and  there  were  regnkitions  as 
to  tonnage,  certificates  of  registration, 
transfer  of  mortgages,  and  constituting 
certain  offences  for  breaches  of  the  Act. 
None  of  these  were  within  the  purview 
of  any  Colonial  Legislature,  and  what 
words  were  there  in  the  Bill  excluding 
them  from  the  purview  of  the  Iri^ 
Legislature  ?  He  contended  that  before 
they  weut  any  further  Uiey  were  entitled 
to  know  whether  the  matter  was  sup- 
posed to  be  dealt  with,  and  if  it  was,  he 
submitted  it  was  imperfectly  dealt  with 
indeed  ;  and  if  it  was  imperfectly  dealt 
with,  the  Government  could  surely  offer 
no  objection  whatever  to  the  introduction 
of  the  words  he  proposed.  He  begged 
to  move  the  Amendment. 

Ameudmeut  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
7,  after  the  word  ''Ireland,"  to  insert  the 
words  "or  merchant  shipping." — (Mr, 
Soutfield.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  proposed  this  Ameudmcnt 
says  we  have  only  vague  words  for 
daUing  with  this  matter.  Can  it  be 
doubted  that  under  the  word  naviga- 
tion" is  included  legislation  as  regards 
ships  ? 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD:  Perhaps  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  will  allow  me  to 
say  what  I  meant  to  have  said  upon 
that  point?  If  lie  will  look  in  the  Index 
relating  to  the  Statutes  dealing  with 
Merchant  Shipping,  he  will  find  one 
distinct  set  of  Acts — 74 — under  the  head 
of  *'  Merchant  Shipping,"  and  another 
relating  to  tidal  waters,  and  so  on,  under 
the  head  of  Navigation." 

*SiR  J.  RIGBV  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  T  think,  might 
liave  spared  me  that  iutemiption.  It 
does  not  follow,  because  "  navigation " 
would  include  ships,  that  therefore  it 
would  \ie  a  convenient  way  to  classify 
all  Shipping  Acts  under  the  word 
'*  navigation."  But  I  venture  to  say 
that  common  sense  is  enough  here.  If 
you  exclude  from  the  powers  of  the 
Legislature  the  right  to  deal  with  navt- 
gaUon,  it  would  Iw  the  idlest  Bnggestion 
Mr.  Bousjteld 


reaUj  to  say  that  they  are  not  excluded 
from  dealing  with  the  ships  which  are 
the  sole  instruments  of  navigation.  I  do 
not  know  how  navigation  can  be  carried 
on  without  ships.  At  any  rate,  the 
ships  are  the  raaiu  instruments  of  navi- 
gation. I  should  almost  say  they  are 
the  sole  instruments.  Now,  what  is  the 
subject  of  merchant  shipping  ?  It  is  the 
subject  of  what  shall  be  a  British  ship. 
BegistTation  and  all  those  matters  whiui 
were  spoken  of  bj  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  and  matters  dealing  with 
shipping  in  Ireland,  are  really  the  condi- 
tions that  we  have  imposed  upon  a  ship 
being  entitled  to  carry  the  British  flag 
over  the  world,  the  conditions  which 
make  it  possible  that  the  privileges  given 
to  British  shipping  shall  be  claimed  by  a 
British  ship.  You  cannot  omit  any  of 
them  without  endangering  the  position  <tf 
a  ship  aB  a  British  ship.  We  Uiink  it  bo 
intimately  connected  with  navigation, 
and  it  forms  so  important  a  part  of  navi- 
gation, that  a  general  prohibition  againat 
making  lawts  in  respect  of  naviga- 
tion of  necessity  involves  a  prohi- 
bition against  making  laws  as  to 
shipping.  it  is  again  and  again 
asked  why  not  introduce  words  ?  Because 
where  you  have  a  general  description  and 
then  you  cut  that  and  put  in  a  particnlu' 
one  at  once  the  argument  arises  the  word 
"  navigation "  must  be  osed  in  the 
uarrower  sense  because,  we  are  told,  by 
your  own  eoufession,  it  did  not  inclnde 
merchant  shipping.  For  my  part,  1 
should  not  be  able  to  say  with  the 
slightest  degree  of  confidence  what  was 
included,  or  that  any  single  matter  was 
included,  under  what  is  called  the 
"vague"  term  navigation,  if  we  tried  to 
cut  that  down  by  inserting  definite 
matters  such  as  is  now  proposed. 

Mh.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  always 
listen  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  with  the  respect  which  is  due  to 
his  legal  reputation.  But  he  must  be 
aware  that  on  the  matter  on  which  he 
has  just  addressed  us,  as  on  a  good  many 
other  previous  matters,  he  is  at  variance 
with  other  legal  luminaries  ;  and  ac- 
cordingly we  are  left  to  the  light  of 
common  sense  in  which  I  suppose  a  non- 
legal  Member  of  the  House  may  indulge 
as  well  as  the  most  learned  Member  of 
the  profession.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says  that  navigation  includes 
all  merchant  shipping  legislation.  I  say 
that  is  absolniel^d  lo^M^^D^^mmoD 
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seDse,  and  I  will  say  why.  Does 
aavigattOD  ioclude  tbe  regiateriDg 
of  ships  ?  Is  a  part  of  navigatioii 
sbipa  ?  I  saj  my  commoD  sense 
differs  from  the  commou  sense  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend.  Again,  take  the 
toad  line.  A  load  line  is  fixed  in  Uie 
harbour.  Is  that  connected  with,  or  an 
essential  part  of,  a  navigation  scheme  ? 
The  fittings  which  it  is  necessary  a  ship 
should  carry  may  be  usefnl  in  navigation ; 
hnt  they  are  not  covered  by  the  word 
narigation.  They  are  all  matters,  it 
seems  to  me,  which  are  distinguished 
from  that  part  of  the  life  of  a  ship  which 
is  included  in  the  term  navigation.  I  can 
quite  understand  the  action  of  a  ship 
Then  it  is  navigating  is  one  thing  ;  the 
action  of  a  ship  before  is  qnite  difierent. 
I  wilt  say,  in  making  these  observations, 
that  I  have  looked  Into  the  matter  before, 
because  this  is  a  subject  in  which  I  take 
a  special  and  particalar  interest.  When 
I  was  at  the  Board  of  Trade  I  had  to  do 
with  administering  existing  tegishition, 
and  I,  therefore,  made  special  inquiries 
on  this  poiut ;  and  I  find,  at  all  events, 
there  are  legal  gentlemen  of  authority 
who  differ  entirely  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  and  who  say  that  if 
Tou  want  to  exclude  from  the  com- 
petence of  the  Irish  Parliament  all 
questions  of  marine  shipping  legisla- 
tion you  must  specially  exclude  them. 
If  you  want  to  include  merchant  shipping 
in  the  term  navigation,*'  do  yon  intend 
to  exclude  tbe  Irish  Legislature  from 
dealing  with  that  portion  of  merchant 
shipping  which  requires  great  care — 
qoestions  of  food,  sanitation,  prevention 
of  scurvy,  and  other  snch  questions  ? 
Does  the  Solicitor  General  say  those 
questions  are  included  in  the  term  ? 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  No,  no ! 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Very 
veil.  I  was  going  to  say,  when  I  was 
toterrnpted — and  since  then  I  have  had 
the  benefit  of  the  opinion  of  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  behind 
me  (Sir  H.  James) — that  you  eaonot 
include  snch  questions  under  the  head  of 
"navigation."  I  mnst  protest  against 
the  way  in  which  this  Debate  has  been 
carried  on  by  the  Government.  When 
the  question  was  brought  forward  my 
bon.  Friend  opposite  asked  the  Govern- 
ment whether  they  intended  that  these 
qnestions  should  be  excluded  from  the 
oveisight  of  the  Irish  Legislature  ?  The 
GoTemment  afaeolntely  refused  to  say. 
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I  do  not  believe  they  knew.  If  they  had 
said  what  their  intention  was,  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  aud  learned  Gentleman  might 
hare  been  spared.  Bnt  the  Government 
had  not  made  up  their  minds.  We  saw 
the  consultation  that  took  plaoe,  and  the 
result  was  that  the  Soiioitor  General  was 
put  up  to  tell  us  that "  navigation"  covers 
aud  iudodes  ordinary  questions  in  relation 
to  shipping.  Well,  in  my  o^iou,  tbe 
Goremment  would  do  well  to  accept  tbe 
words  of  the  Amendment,  in  order  to 
make  their  meaning  clear  and  beyond 
doubt.  If  tbey  do  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment they  will  have  done  a  pretty  night's 
work.  By  their  conduct  on  the  last 
Amendment  they  went  fiu-  enough  ;  but 
I  think  they  ought,  in  a  matter  <^  this 
kind,  to  make  it  clear  that  this  Parlia- 
ment has  reserved  to  itaelf  the  control 
of  merchant  shipping  and  seamen. 

•Sir  M.  HIGKS-BEACU  (Bristol, 
W.)  said,  both  sides  of  the  House  were 
absolutely  agreed  in  principle  on  this 
matter.  He  believed  that  uie  Govern- 
ment intended,  as  tbey  on  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  desired,  that  the  whole 
code  of  merchant  shipping  should  remain, 
as  now,  in  the  hands  of  the  Imperial 
Fariiament.  He  would  refer  the  Grovern- 
raent  to  Stephen's  Commentaries,  ohap. 
viii.,  in  order  to  show  that  the  classifica- 
tion adoptetf  in  that  authority  used  the 
term  navigation  "  as  meaning  only  one 
out  of  ai  variety  of  subjects,  including 
ander  other  headings  matters  relating 
to  the  mercantile  marine,  to  merchant 
seamen,  to  pilotage,  to  lighthouses,  aud 
other  questions.  He  was  at  a  loss, 
therefore,  to  understand  how  the  word 
'*  navigation  "  iu  the  Bill  could  be  made 
to  cover  all  the  branches  given  in  this 
work.  It  was  clear  from  the  Schedule 
of  the  Bill  that  it  was  intended 
that  these  laws  should  be  administered 
throughout  the  United  Kingdom  in  the 
future,  as  they  now,  by  officials  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  are  responsible  to  the 
Imperial  Parliament ;  but  if  they  allowed 
the  Irish  Legislature  to  deal  witli  any 
part  of  the  code  of  legislation  relating  to 
these  subjects,  they  would  practically 
allow  the  control  of  these  important  ques- 
tions to  pass  out  of  their  hands.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  agree  to 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  If  we 
were  to  agree  to  the  insertion  of  the 
words  it  wonld  not  be  in  copieqnence  of 
the  classification  npier  byfiieQQ^lQ>f 
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naTigatiou  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  read.  When  the  Government 
resist  the  introduction  of  words  which  I 
have  not  the  slightest  donbt  are  pro- 
posed in  good  faith,  I  desire  to  tell 
hon.  Gentlemen  that  they  do  bo  also  in 
good  faith  and  through  fear  of  their 
limiting  effects.  There  might  be  reasons, 
as  hou.  Gentlemen  will  see,  whj,  by 
those  effects,  serious  mischief  might  be 
done.  The  right  hou.  Gentleman  the 
Merabtr  for  West  Birmingham  has 
threatened  us  with  a  night's  discussion, 
or  a  penalty  for  not  at  once  accepting 
this  Amendment. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No,  no  ! 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  He  said 
it  was  iu  conBequence  

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No,  no ! 

SiK  W.  HART-DYKE  (Kent,  Dart- 
ford)  :  He  did  not  say  tliat. 

Mr,  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Will  you 
allow  me  liberty  of  speech  ? 

Sir  W.  HART-DYKE  :  What  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  was,  that  if 
you  did  not  accept  the  Amendment  yoii 
would  have  done  a  pretty  night's  work. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am 
sorry,  then  ;  I  must  have  misunderstood 
him.  Even  had  he  threatened  us,  however, 
I  should  not  have  the  least  hesitation  in 
accepting  the  doctrine  of  the  Solicitor 
General.  But  the  question  is  : — **  Can 
we  meet  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man in  doing  anything  to  regulate  the 
language  of  this  clause  ?  "  I  may  say 
at  once  that  if,  without  serious  detriment 
to  the  Bill,  the  Government  can  meet 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  they  are 
anxious  to  do  so.  Though  the  Govern- 
ment do  not  like  the  form  of  the  Amend- 
ment, they  think  it  would  bo  likely  to 
evert  danger  and  to  remove  doubts  if 
they  agree  to  the  words  "  navigation,  in- 
cluding merchant  shipping." 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  meaning  of 
"  navigation  "  was  the  art  of  conducting  a 
ship  from  one  part  of  the  earth  to  an- 
other by  nautical  astronomy.  Navigation 
could  not  include  crimping,  the  measure- 
ment of  tonnage,  and  a  variety  of  other 
questions  ;  and  they  would  only  make 
the  Act  ridiculous  if  they  included  the 
words  suggested. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  remarketi 
that  if  an  Act  of  Parliament  said  that 
''merchant  shipping"  was  included  in 
the  term  "  Davigation  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  cariy  the  argument  farther. 

Mr,  W.  E,  Gladstone 


Sir  H.  JAMES  said,  of  course,  he 
agreed  with  the  Prime  Mimister.  He 
was  anxious  to  inform  the  hon.  Member 
for  King's  Lynn  that  an  Act  of  Pwlia- 
meut  could  do  anytliiug.  On  one  occa- 
sion Lord  Palmerston  said  that  an  Act  of 
Parliament  could  do  anything  except 
change  the  sexes,  and  that  was  impossible. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) : 
Does  it  include  "merchant  seameu  ?  *' 

Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  said,  the 
words  "merchant  seamen"  ought  to  be 
added. 

Mu.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  Or  canal 
boats. 

Sm  R.  TEMPLE  moved  the  addition 
of  the  words  "  merchant  seamen." 

Questiou  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  added." 

Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  said,  these 
words  were  necessary  in  accordance  with 
the  classification  in  existing  Statutes. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  said,  there  was 
another  Amendment  on ,  the  Paper  re- 
lating to  the  questiou  of  uarigation. 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  fob 
THK  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  said,  there  could  not 
bo  a  shadow  of  a  doubt  that  seamen  were 
included  in  "  merchant  shipping." 

Sir  R.  temple  asked  leave  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  asked  liberty  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  witlidrawn. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  moved  that  the  wonts 
"including  merchant  shipping"  be  in- 
serted after  the  word  *'  Ireland." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  Amendment 
standing  next  on  the  Paper  in  the  nune 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
W  h  1 1 el  ey )  relating  to  factories,  workshops, 
and  regulation  of  hours  of  labour,  is  not 
in  Order  here.  I  will  tell  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber the  place  at  which  it  would  be  proper 
to  move  it.  The  next  Amendment  in 
Order  is  in  the  name  of  Sir  Thomas  Lea. 

Sir  T.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  moved, 
in  page  2,  line  8,  after  "navigation,"  to 
insert  "or  harbour  regulations,"  He 
said  his  object  was  to  put  the  Bill  on 
this  point  in  the  same  position  as  that  of 
1886.  The  present  Bill  exempted  trade, 
navigation,  aud  quarantine  from  the 
powers  of  the  Irish  Legislature,  but  did 
not,  like  the  BUm^^vi^&^Q^&^t  har- 
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hour  regulations.  The  AueDdment 
doselj  iDteraated  such  ports  as  Belf&at, 
Londonderry,  and  Kingstown. 

Kotice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present  ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Uembers  being  found  present, 

Sir  T.  lea  went  on  to  say  that  those 
who  were  interested  in  ports  like  Lon- 
donderry and  Belfast  were  afraid  that 
Qoless  some  sach  Amendment  were  in- 
serted the  Irish  legislature  would  be 
able  to  deal  with  Harbour  Boards,  to 
oontrol  harbour  dues,  and  to  interfere 
mth  mercantile  business.  Why  should 
not  the  Board  of  Trade  continue  to  ex- 
ercise the  same  powers  as  at  present 
with  regard  to  harbour  regulations  ? 
Shipping  and  navigation  were  very 
closely  akin  to  barboar  regulations.  It 
was  certainly  impossible  to  draw  a  very 
distinct  line  showing  where  the  difference 
between  them  began  and  where  it  ended. 
Unless  the  Amendment  were  adopted,  the 
Board  of  Trade  Regulations  to  which 
ships  would  be  sul^eot  outside  a  harbour 
might  clash  wkh  those  which  were  made 
W  the  Irish  Legislature  for  the  inside  of 
the  harbour.  The  hon.  Member  for 
North  Belfast  (Sir  E.  Harland),  who  had 
undertaken  to  represent  the  case  of  the 
Belfast  Harbour  Board  to  the  House, 
was, unfortunately, notable  to  bepresent; 
bat  be  had  told  him  that  the  Board  had 
borrowed  between  £ 1 ,000,000  and 
£2,000,000.  The  rate  of  interest  on 
that  money  controlled  the  dues  which 
•hips  had  to  pay.  If  that  rate  were  in- 
creased through  the  action  of  an  Irish 
Fwrliament,  undoubtedly  the  dnes  would 
have  to  be  increased  and  the  trade  of  the 
port  would  suffer.  If  through  the  estab- 
lishment of  an  Irish  Legislature  the  credit 
of  Belfast  and  Derry  were  lessened  people 
would  not  lend  so  readily  to  the  Harbour 
Boards  as  if  they  remained  under  the 
Board  of  Trade.  It  might  be  asked 
what  the  Irish  Legislature  would  do. 
That  was  one  of  the  general  questions 
often  debated  in  the  House.  It  would 
certainly  be  within  the  power  of  the  Irish 
Legislature  to  tax  harbour  dues.  If 
they  did  they  would  certainly  damage 
the  interests  of  Irish  ports.  In 
order  to  show  what  were  the 
interests  at  stake  he  would  quote  the 
case  of  Belfast.  Belfast  imported  all 
the  iron  and  material  for  its  great  shlp- 
bnilding  industry,  all  the  coal  for  its 
BianafBcturing  industries,  and  two-thirds 
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of  the  raw  material  for  its  spinning  mUls. 
It  was  necessary  that  all  these  things 
should  be  imported  at  the  lowest  possible 
rate,  and  that  for  this  purpose  the  har- 
bour dues  should  be  kept  low.  Belfusf 
alone  had  55  per  cent,  of  the  total  Irish 
registered  shipping  tonnage,  which 
amounted  in  the  aggregate  to  256,4ti9 
tons.  Surely,  under  these  cireumstauceH, 
Parliament  ought  to  be  very  careful  how 
it  touched  such  a  very  important  indus- 
try. What  he  desired  was  that  the 
harbour  regulations  should  remain 
under  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  should 
not  be  liable  to  be  interfered  with  by  the 
Irish  Legislature.  It  might  be  said  that 
the  Irish  Legislature  would  not  interfere 
with  them.  Why  not,  then,  state  in  the 
Bill  that  it  should  not  interfere  with 
them  ? 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
8,  after  the  word  "  navigation,"  to  in- 
sert the  words  "  or  harbour  regulations.'* 
— (Sir  Thomas  Lea.) 

Question  proposed,  That  those  word» 
be  there  inserted," 

Mr.  RENTOUL  (Down,  E.)  said, 
that  was  a  subject  of  far  more  import- 
ance than  appeared  at  first  sight,  and  it 
was  very  intimately  connected  with  the 
whole  question  of  shipping  navigation, 
which  had  been  taken  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  Irish  Legislature.  The  Harbour 
Boards  bad  the  power  of  levying  rates 
and  harbour  dues  and  of  borrowing  money 
to  any  extent,  and  they  bad  to  keep  up 
tide  and  weather  gauges  as  well  as  har- 
bours. Bearing  in  mind  the  amount  of 
public  money  spent  upon  some  of  the 
harbours  in  Ireland,  especially  the  Kings- 
town Harbour,  it  would  seem  very  strange 
if  it  were  left  in  the  power  of  the  Irish 
Legislature  to  neglect  such  harbours. 
One  of  the  duties  of  the  Harbour  Boards 
was  to  provide  accommodation  for  Cus- 
tom House  officers.  As  the  Customs 
pertained  to  Imperial  legislation,  it  was 
very  important  that  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment should  have  power  of  dealing  with 
the  question  of  accommodation  for  these 
officers.  Unless  the  Amendment  were 
accepted,  it  was  possible  that  laws  might 
be  made  to  the  disadvantage  of  certain 
harbours  and  to  the  advantage  of  others. 
The  Government  professed  its  Willing- 
ness to  safeguard  the  interests  of  Ulster. 
Those  interests  were  very  lai|;ely  centi«d 
in  the  City  of  Bel%|(^d&«^(3@(?^^of 
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Belfast  was  largely  dependent  for  its 
existence  and  prosperity  on  its  shipping. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  hoped  the 
Amendment  would  be  accepted. 

•Sib  J.  RIGBY  :  The  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  is  that,  whilst 
Belfast  and  Londonderry  are  now  very 
prosperous,  opportunity  will  be  given,  if 
the  Irish  Legislatnre  has  anything  to  do 
with  harbours,  for  crippling  Uieir  pros- 
perity.  That  is  one  of  the  arguments 
which  we  have  always  repudiated;  and  I 
Tenture  to  express  an  opinion  tiiat  this 
section  ban  been  drawn  on  the  right  lines. 
Under  the  Merchant  Shipping  and  other 
Acts  in  connection  with  general  naviga- 
tion, certain  powers  are  given  to  the 
Commissions  of  Irish  Lights  in  regard 
to  harbours,  and  the  Board  of  Trade  has 
a  general  supervision  with  regard  to 
those  powers.  As  we  have  excluded 
from  the  power  of  the  Irish  Pariiameut 
everythiug  relating  to  uavigatiou,  includ- 
ing shipping,  we  do  not  consider  that  the 
Irish  legislature  could  in  any  way  inter- 
fere with  the  authority  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Irish  Lights  or  the  Board  of 
Trade.  There  are,  of  course,  certain 
local  Harbour  Boards,  and  it  may  happen, 
as  time  goes  on,  that  it  will  be  desirable 
to  hare  legislation  in  regard  to  those 
Boards.  I  put  aside  entirely  the  idea 
that  legislation  would  be  introduced  for 
the  purpose  of  crippliog  industry.  The 
only  legislation  that  would  have  a  chance 
of  passing  the  Irish  Legislature  would  be 
directed  to  improving  industry,  and  I 
think  the  Irish  Legislature  would  have  a 
better  chance  of  knowing  what  would  be 
proper  regulations  to  apply  to  the  Har- 
bour Boards  than  anyone  in  England.  If 
we  are  to  pass  an  Act  of  this  kind,  surety 
it  would  be  idle  to  make  Harbour  Boards 
come  to  England  and  say — "We  want 
regnlations  respecting  those  portions  of 
our  harbours  which  are  not  under  the 
control  of  the  Commissioners  of  Lights 
or  the  Boud  of  Trade.*'  I  say  that  with 
regard  to  these  matters  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature ought  to  be  entitled  to  make  such 
alterations  in  the  law  as  may  from  time 
to  time  appear  expedient. 

Mb.  H.  PLUNKETT  (Dublin  Co., 
S.)  said,  it  was  important  to  consider 
the  position  of  those  harbours  which  had 
an  Imperial  value  and  importance  in  con- 
nection with  the  Naval,  Military,  and 
Postal  Services.  The  Harbour  of  Kings- 
town was  one  of  these.  Some  weeks  ago 
he  was  asked  by  his  constituents  to  put  a 

Mr,  Senioul 


question  to  the  Chief  Secretary  as  to 
whethw  Kingstown  Harbour,  in  the 
event  of  the  Bill  becoming  law,  would  be 

maintained  and  controlled  by  the  Irish 
or  the  Imperial  Government  ?  The 
answer  be  received  was  that  all  the  in- 
formation he  required  would  be  fonnd  in 
Section  25  of  the  BUI.  Well,  Section  25 
dealt  with  the  use  of  Crown  lands  by  the 
Irish  Government,  and  merely  provided 
that  Crown  lands  in  Ireland  might  be 
placed  under  the  control  of  the  Iiidi 
Government,  subject  to  such  resMcUons 
as  might  seem  expedieut.  This  did  not 
seem  to  deal  with  the  question  at  all.  It 
was  quite  certain  that  the  Irish  Govem- 
ment  would  refuse  to  be  at  the  large 
annual  expenditure  which  the  Impeiul 
Government  at  present  incurred  in  respect 
of  Kingstown  Harbour,  and  be  should 
like  to  ask  the  Government  how  the 
question  was  to  be  dealt  with  ? 

Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.) 
said,  the  point  raised  by  his  hon.  Friend 
was  an  important  one.  He  (Mr. 
Macartney)  had  been  glad  to  hear  the 
general  view  expressed  by  the  Solicitor 
General  that  the  supreme  control  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights  was 
not  to  be  in  the  slightest  degree 
interfered  with.  Those  Commissioners, 
however,  bad  nothing  to  do  with  the 
harbour  lights  in  Dublin,  Belfast,  or  other 
ports.  He  presumed  that  any  legislation 
of  the  Irish  Legislature  on  the  subject 
would  be  in  the  direction  of  improTlng 
the  regulations  for  the  harbours.  He 
presumed,  also,  that  if  the  Harbour  Lights 
Commissioners  had  reason  to  differ  from 
any  regulation  that  passed  the  Legislative 
Assembly  they  would  have  power,  as  now, 
to  disapprove  it.  The  Solicitor  General, 
however,  had  not  made  any  dcfininte 
statement  on  the  point  raised  by  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Pluukett).  An  enormous 
amoimt  of  Imperial  money  had  been 
spent  on  Kingstown  Harbour,  which  was 
almost  exclusively  used  for  Imperial  pur- 
poses; and  he  wished  to  know  where  there 
were  any  words  in  the  Bill  which  would 
safeguard  Imperial  interests  in  that 
harbour  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber seems  to  anticipate  some  remarkable 
change  in  the  social  and  commercial 
relations  between  England  and  Ireland. 

Me.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  Sother«  wiU 
be. 

Mh.  J.  MORLEY  :  Does  the  hon. 
Member  think  tbi|t,^t^(l^i4)^a|:^  will 
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eeue  after  this  BUI  hM  been  passed  ?  The 
contents  of  the  ledgers  may  differ,  but  the 
coDuatuueatioos  between  people  in  Eng- 
land and  tbeir  friends  in  Ireland  will  remain 
as  now.  Commercial  correspondence  also 
will  go  on  just  as  it  does  now.  It  is 
not  [vaotieal  to  talk  of  the  cessation  of 
those  conditions  which  make  it  desirable 
that  there  should  be  a  mail  service 
between  England  and  Kingstown.  The 
hsrbonr  at  Kingstown  is,  no  doubt,  not  a 
commercial  harbour,  liJce  B^ast  or  Cork 
or  Watoford,  bnt  an  Imporial  hiu-bonr. 
It  is  under  die  control  of  the  Board  of 
Works,  and  so  it  will  remain. 

Mb.  macartney  pointed  out  that 
not  long  ago  an  effort  was  made  in  the 
House  of  Commons  to  transfer  the  Post 
ScrricefromKingstowntoDublin.  There- 
fore, it  waa  not  alti^tfaer  unpractieal 
to  sagg«8i  that  the  present  miul  service 
at  Kingstown  might  at  some  time  or  other 
cease  to  exist.  He  wished  to  ktiow  wiiat 
elMise  of  the  Bill  provided  that  the 
harbour  should  remain  under  Imperial 
eoDtrol  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  We  do  not  want 
zaj  reservation  in  the  Bill.  Whatever  the 
conditions  subsisting  now  will  continue 
to  exist  aa  far  as  they  are  not  affected  hj 
the  BUL 

Sir  J.  GORST  (Cambridge  Univer- 
sity) :  I  must  really  ask  for  a  little 
further  explanntiou.  I  understand  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  to  say  that,  inas- 
much as  Kiugstowu  Harbour  is  at  present 
under  the  Board  of  Works  of  Ireland,  it 
will  remain  under  that  Board.  The 
Board  of  Works  is  a  Department  of  the 
Irish  Government  which  is  specially 
under  the  Treasury ;  but  will  it  remain 
under  the  Treasury  ?  Will  the  Com- 
midaionera  of  the  Board  of  Works  and 
their  secretaries  and  staff  remain  under 
the  Imperial  Government  after  the  BiH 
ia  passed  ? 

Mit.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  answer  is,  yes. 
In  Kingstown  Harbour  certain  authority 
belongs  to  the  Local  Body.  That,  of 
coarse,  will  remain  ;  but  as  long  as  the 
harbour  remains  a  port  for  Imperial  pur- 
poses, 80  long  will  the  Board  of  Works 
have  the  same  authority  with  regard  to 
it  as  it  has  now. 

M*.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han. 
orer  Square)  :  Will  the  Board  of  Works 
be  an  Irish  or  an  Imperial  Authority,  or 
wiU  it  bein  the  same  position  as  the  Lord 
Z<ienteDaot— that  is  to  say,  for  certain 
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purpoios  an  Imperial  AuUiority,  and  for 
other  purposes  an  Irish  Authority  P 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  The  Board  of 
Works  is  a  D^iartment  of  the  Imperial 
Treasury.  Tbe  Local  Board  of  Kings- 
town will  maintain  its  rights  ;  and  as  far 
aa  Kingstown  continues  to  be  used  fbr 
Xmperial  purposes,  so  far  will  the  Boud 
of  Works,  ae  representing  the  Treastiry, 
retain  its  present  functions. 

Mft.  GOSCUEN :  Ti»en  do  I  under- 
stand that  tlte  Board  of  Works  will  om- 
timu  to  be  an  Imperial  Authority  ?  The 
Board  is  oonoemed  with  many  Imperial 
interests.  It  collects  for  the  Treasury. 
It  is  connected .  with  drainage,  and  it 
governs  the  harbours.  I  am,  therefore, 
glad  to  learn,  if  I  undOTStand  the  right 
boo.  Gentleman  rightly,  that  it  will  be 
an  Imperial  Authority  to  which  we  may 
look  for  Uie  defence  of  Imperial  iDtereate. 

Mr.  SEXTON  expressed  the  opinion 
that  the  discussion  about  the  position  of 
the  Board  of  Works  and  the  Govemmoit 
had  been  sprung  upon  the  Chief 
Secretary,  not  for  the  purpose  of  enlight- 
ening the  minds  of  those  who  had  ndsed 
the  discussion,  but  to  embarrass,  mystify, 
and  bewilder.  They  all  knew  what  the 
pr^ent  functions  of  the  Board  of  Works 
were,  and  by  the  Bill  those  functions 
would  pass  to  the  Irish  Legislature,  ex- 
cept, possibly,  such  as  related  to  certain 
limiteiil  Imperial  matters.  These  latter 
would  include  the  matters  administered 
by  the  Board  of  Works  in  harbours  like 
Kingstown  and  Howth  in  their  Imperial 
aspect.  In  so  far  as  Imperial  intereste 
required  Imperii  authority  to  be  main- 
taiued  in  regard  to  Kingstown  some  Im- 
perial Department  would  exercise  that 
authority.  There  would  be  no  practical 
difficulty  whatever  iu  regard  to  the  pro- 
tection of  Imperial  interests  or  the  con< 
trol  of  those  interests  by  Imperial 
authority. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  could  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  did  not  ask  this  ques- 
tion for  the  purpose  of  embarrassing  the 
Irish  Secretary — and  it  was  very  difficult 
to  embarrass  the  right  hon.  Gentleman- 
hut  he  asked  in  order  to  obtain  informa- 
tion, and  because  he  thought  a  mis- 
understanding might  easily  arise. 
They  were  told  the  Board  of  W^ks 
would  be  responsible  for  Kingstown  Har- 
boor  as  an  Imperial  harbour.  The 
Board  would  be  acting  in  a  double  capa- 
city, and  would  be  respot^hle  to  the 
Imperial  Parliamentigil(»  bynioCXd^&l 
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work,  and  to  the  Irish  Aath<»iUee  for  its 
Irish  works.  He  understood  the  same 
view  was  taken  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Kerry,  who  thought  that  the 
Board  of  Works  would  be  an  Irish 
Authority,  and  hare  charge  otw  most  of 
the  work. 

Mr.  sexton  :  If  it  continues  to 
exist. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  If  it  does  not,  then 
we  have  loat  authority  even  over  tlie 
Board  of  Works.  ["No,  no  !  "]  The 
Chief  Secretary  had  referred  them  to  the 
Board  of  Works.  The  position  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  that  Oxe  Board 
of  Works  was  to  be  responsible  as  re- 
garded Kingstown  Harbour.  If  so, 
would  the  Board  of  Works  be  responsible 
to  that  House  ?  Would  the  officials  of 
the  Board  oi  Works  be  in  any  way 
amenable  to  the  Imperial  Parliameut,  or 
under  the  Bill  would  it  be  practically 
amenable  to  the  Irish  Legislature  ?  He 
simply  wished  to  probe  this  matter  to 
the  bottom,  and  he  thought  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  agree  with  him  that  the 
Committee  were  entitled  to  the  infwina- 
tion  for  which  he  now  asked. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEV  perfectly  assented 
to  the  view  that  this  matter  should  be 
probed  to  the  bottom.  The  bottom, 
however,  was  very  near,  and  the  matter 
was  yety  simple.  It  was  true  that  he 
mentioned  the  Board  of  Works.  He  did 
not  mean  the  Board  of  Works  as  it  now 
existed,  but  he  meant  a  Department 
representing  the  Treasury.  Kingstown 
Harbour  would  remain,  as  it  was  now, 
nnder  the  Local  Authority  in  reference  to 
such  local  regulations  as  that  Local 
Authority  thought  6t  to  make.  It  would 
remain  (as  would  the  other  harbours 
which  were  practically  non-commercial) 
under  some  officer  or  some  Department 
of  the  Treasury  so  far  as  it  was  used  in 
respect  of  what  might  be  called  Imperial 
services.  He  thought  that  was  a  quite 
simple  answer. 

SiB  J.  GORST  admitted  that  the 
right  hon.  Grentieman  had  made  a 
perfectly  clear  explanation.  He  wanted, 
however,  to  put  this  further  question : 
Would  all  the  harbours  and  public  works 
in  Irdand  now  under  the  jurisdietiou  of 
the  Treasury  remain,  like  Kingstown 
Harbour,  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Treasury,  not  through  the  intermediary 
of  the  existing  Board  of  Works,  but 
through  the  iutormediary  of  any  local 
Treasury  officer  whom    the  Imperial 

Mr,  Gotehen 


Government  might  think  proper  to  ap- 
point. 

GIBSON  BOWLES  pointed  out 
that  the  harbour  regnlationB  were 
enforced  by  harbour  masters,  and  in- 
quired whether  these  officers  at  Kiogs- 
town  and  the  various  other  places  would 
be  under  the  control  of  the  Imperial 
Authority  or  of  the  Irish  Legislature  ? 

Dr.  KENNY  (Dublin,  College  Green) 
observed  that  one  of  the  Bubjects  of  har- 
bour regulations  would  be  the  subject  of 
quarantine.  He  should  like  to  hear  from 
the  Chief  Secretary  an  interpretatioo  of 
the  saving  words  at  the  end  of  the  clause 
with  reference  to  this  Amendment. 
Could  the  Irish  Parliament  deal  with  the 
subject  of  quarantine  so  far  as  it  related 
to  the  public  health  ?  This  was  a 
most  important  matter,  and  it  was  no 
auswer,  to  his  mind,  that  the  English 
people  did  not  desire  quarantine  if  they 
in  Ireland  desired  to  protect  themselves 
from  infectious  disease.  Cholera,  for  a 
long  time,  had  been  stoutly  denied  by 
scientists  in  the  interests  of  trade  to  be 
an  infections  disease  

Cai'Taix     NATLOR  ■  LEYLAND 
(Colchester)  :    Is    the    hon.   Member  , 
in  Order  in  discussing  the  question  of 
quarantuie  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  understand  be 
is  referring  to  harbour  regulations,  which 
is  pertinent  to  the  clause. 

Dr.  KENNY  said,  he  woiUd  simply 
ask  how  far  the  saving  words  at  tlie  end 
of  the  clause  would  affect  the  Irish 
Legislature  in  dealing  with  the  subject 
of  quarantine  when  it  uropped  up  ? 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  said,  tlie  right 
hou,  Geutlemau  told  them  there  was  no 
necessity  to  introducethese  wordsintothe 
section,  because  they  were  reserved  for 
some  future  Imperial  Authority  which 
was  not  affected  by  the  Bill.  If  that  were 
BO,  then  the  Goverument  had  not  pro- 
ceeded on  the  same  lines  in  Sub-sections 
7  and  8,  because  the  Solicitor  General 
had  just  told  the  Committee  that  the 
Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights  would  be 
regarded  as  an  Imperial  Authority,  and 
wotUd  not  be  interfered  with  by  this 
Bill.  If  that  were  the  case,  why  should 
they  in  Sub-section8,  immediately  except 
from  the  authority  of  the  Parliament  in 
Ireland  lighthouses  or  sea  marks,  be- 
cause the  jurisdiction  of  the  Conomis* 
sioners  of  Irish  Lights  was  entirely  con- 
fined to  lighthouses  and  sea  marks  ?  If 
their  authoriii^,i QiJ^e^J^  by  the 
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KIl  it  VM  not  neeessny  to  mention 
them.  It  seemed  to  him  from  the  line 
<tf  BT^ment  adopted  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  with  regard  to  the  reservation 
of  Imperial  harbours  to  be  unnecessary 
to  put  in  lighthouses  and  sea  marks. 

Mr.  Maefarlane  rose  in  his  place, 
and  claimed  to  move,  "That  the 
Question  be  now  put";  but  the  Chairman 
witliheld  his  asseut,  and  dectiued  then  to 
put  that  Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER  asked  for 
a  distinct  statement  as  to  who  was  to 
be  the  authority  responsible  in  future 
with  regard  to  harbour  regulations  iu 
Ireland  ?  Could  the  Local  Authorities  in 
Ireland  uuder  this  Bill  impose  whatever 
harbour  dues  they  thought  fit  ?  That 
was  to  say,  could  the  authorities 
amenable  to  the  Iiish  Legislature  and 
Executive  impose  such  dues  as  they 
thought  fit  in  the  various  harbonra  of 
Ireland  ?  He  was  not  mentioning 
Eingstowu,  which  stood  in  an  exceptional 
position.  Of  course,  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary would  see  that  if  the  Local 
Anthorities  had  power  to  settle  dues  as 
they  thought  tit,  without  reference  to 
this  somewhat  nebulous  authority  which 
tbe  right  hon.  Geutlemau's  own  imagina- 
tion bad  conjured  up — namely,  the  Board 
of  Works,  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Kerry  said  was  to  be  abolished. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  A  Treasury 
officer. 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER  said,  thehou. 
Member  for  North  Kerry  had  told  tbem 
that,  for  all  practical  purposes,  the  control 
of  the  Treasury  oflSeer  was  to  cease. 
That  was  to  say  that  hereafter  authori- 
ties which  were  to  be  subject  to  the 
Irish  Legislature  and  Executive  were  to 
supersede  this  Imperial  Authority,  and 
in  regard  to  the  future  dues  were  to  do  as 
they  pleased.  That  was  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Kerry's  opinion,  which,  for  the 
moment,  he  was  bduud  to  rely  upon. 


Ma.  SEXTON  :  I  prefer  to  state  my 
▼lews  myself,  although  I  am  obliged  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  acting  as 
my  interpreter  on  this  occasion. 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER  said,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  stated  his  opinion  very 
clearly  iu  a  manner  that  was  in  direct 
conflict  with  the  statement  of  tbe  Chief 
Secretary.  The  Chief  Secretary  distinctly 
left  upon  the  mind  of  the  Committee  the 
impression  that  in  future  there  would  be 


an  Imperial  official  who  would  be 

sponsible  to  the  Imperial  Parliament  for 
the  purposes  connected  with  harbour 
administration  in  Ireland  —  and  who 
would  not,  of  course,  be  responsible  to 
the  Irish  Legislature — so  far  as  these 
purposes  were  Imperial.  What  purposes 
were  Imperial,  and  what  were  not  ?  That 
was  a  questiou  they  were  eutitled  to  ask, 
and  he  put  it  in  no  controversial  spirit. 
Was  it  the  opinion  ni  the  Government 
that  the  Irish  Legislature  ought  to  have 
control  over  harbours  so  far  as  does  were 
concerned  ?  If  the  levying  of  dues  was 
to  remain  in  the  hands  of  the  Irish 
Executive  and  Legislature  it  would  re- 
open a  good  many  questions  which  tbe 
Government  thought  were  decided  an 
hour  or  two  ago.  If  dues  could  be 
settled  by  an  Authority  which  was  not 
subject  to  the  Imperial  Parliament,  but 
subject  only  to  the  Irish  Executive  and 
Legislature,  a  good  many  of  those  some- 
what delicate  fiscal  matters  which  had 
occnpied  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
that  afternoon  would  have  to  be  re-con- 
sidered before  long.  Would  it  be  in  the 
power  of  the  Irish  Authority,  inde- 
pendent of  the  Imperial  Legislature,  to 
settle  the  dues  at  the  Irish  ports  iu  the 
future,  aud,  if  not,  who  would  be  the 
Authority  ? 

Mtt.  J.  MORLEY  quite  accepted  the 
assumuce  of  the  right  hon.  Grentieman, 
that  be  did  not  make  these  remarks  in 
any  controversial  spirit.  Iu  reply  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  had  to  say  that 
if  the  Harbour  Authority  imposed  duM 
for  the  purpose  of  interfering  with  the 
access  of  British  ships  or  making  the 
access  of  these  ships  a  matter  of  heavier 
charge — if,  in  short,  they  imposed  dues, 
in  the  slightest  degree  with  a  Protective 
object,  then,  of  course,  these  regulations 
would  be  contravening  the  exceptions  of 
this  clause  they  were  now  discussing, 
which  took  trade  and  navigatiou  out  of 
their  power.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
Hariwnr  Authority  inerea«ed  its  dues  to 
meet  expenses  in  connection  with  harbour 
administratiou,  it  would,  of  course,  have 
full  power  to  regulate  the  whole  of  the 
dnes  for  this  purpose. 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER  said,  he 
understood  the  right hon.Geotlemau  to  say 
that  provided  tbedues  were  not  difierential, 
the  Local  Authority  had  complete  power. 
But  take  this  case.  Suppose  the  Irish 
Legislature  and  Executive  desired  to.pre- 
veut  any  commodit^^dhtioj^tbe^p^l^ed 
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themselves  from  ooming  in.  He  under- 
stood the  Chief  Seoretarjr  to  ny  they 
could  not  place  English  goods  at  a  disad- 
vantage, but  what  about  goods  coming 
from  coastwise  or  any  other  oountry  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  They  can  impose 
no  dues  -with  a  fiscal  object. 

Mb.  JAMES  LOWTHER  asked  who 
was  to  be  the  judge  of  whether  the  dues 
were  framed  with  a  Protective  object  ? 
He  took  it  It  would  be  in  the  competence 
of  the  Irish  Habour  Authorities  to  impose 
dues  all  round  upon  all  ships  that  entered 
the  port,  and  if  they  wanted  to  keep  out 
foreign  produce  iJiey  would  have  the 
power  to  do  so, 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  had  already 
explained  that  the  Harbour  Authorities 
could  not  impose  any  dues  for  fiscal  pur- 
poses. 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER  :  For  Pro- 
tective purposes  ? 

Mtt.  J.  MORLEY  :  Of  course  they 
may  not.  I  have  said  that  several  times. 
They  may  impose  dues  for  harbour  adminis- 
tration, but  they  nmy  not  for  any  pur- 
pose which  woiud  bring  them  within  the 
prohibition  affecting  trade  uid  navigation. 

Mr.  Sexton  rose  iu  bis  place,  and 
claimed  to  move, "  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

Qiieetion  pnl^  "  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

Tlie  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  232  ; 
Noes  187. — (Division  List,  No.  128.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 


The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  214. ; 
Noes  259.— (Division  List,  No.  129.) 

Mit.  MACARTNEY  said,  he  rose  for 
the  purpose  of  asking  the  Solicitor 
General  what  the  expression  "  inland 
waters  "  meant.  Did  the  words  only  in- 
clude waters  entirely  surrounded  by  land, 
or  did  they  include  territorial  waters, 
whether  tidal  or  non-tidal  ?  If  the  words 
had  the  larger  meaning  he  would  move 
their  omission  frmn  the  clsuBe. 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  By  « inland  waters" 
I  nnderstaud  waters  that  are  outside  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Admiralty.  Tidal 
waters  below  bridge  over  which  ships 
come  and  go  are  not  inland  waters  as  I 
understand  them.  Inland  waters  are 
waters  above  bridge,  though  they  may 
be  tidal. 

Mr.  James  Lowther 
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Mb.  UACABTNEY  then  moved  to 
leave  out  the  words  inland  waters." 
He  toot  it  that  the  words  applied  to 
waters  to  which  there  was  access  from 
the  sea,  and,  therefore,  having  regard  to 
the  position  they  occupied  in  the  section, 
they  became  of  great  importance.  This 
very  question  had  been  raised  in  the 
Unit^  States.  One  of  the  State  Legis- 
latures attempted  to  give  the  exclusive 
rights  of  uavigatioD  of  waters  to  which 
the  words  would  apply  to  certain  persons, 
and  he  wished  to  ask  the  Solicitor 
Geueral  whether  it  would  be  competent 
for  the  Irish  Legislature  to  give  to  certain 
persons  the  exclusive  right  of  navigation 
in  inland  waters,  and  whether  it  would 
also  have  the  power  to  give  exclusive 
rights  to  persona  whose  vessels  or  boats 
were  registered  in  connection  with  these 
waters  ?  Having  regard  to  what  bad 
taken  place  iu  America,  it  was  desirable 
to  have  this  question  distinctly  cleared 
up.  So  far  as  he  understood  the  Solicitor 
General,  the  definition  was  extremely 
vague  as  to  whether  it  iucluded  bays, 
estuaries,  and  every  type  of  river.  The 
Committee  would  wee  this  would  affect 
very  seriously  the  commercial  navigation 
rights  in  couuectlon  with  many  inland 
waters  in  Ireland.  He  had  no  objection 
to  the  words  standing  as  they  were  if 
limited  to  water*  surrounded  by  land  in 
Ireland  ;  but  if  it  was  not  to  be  admitted 
iu  this  specially  direct  manner,  he  thought 
the  Committee  could  not  rest  satisfied 
with  leaving  the  very  large  powers  that 
must  be  handed  over  under  this  exception 
to  tho  Irish  Legislature,  when  those 
powers  might  be  administered  and 
directed  towards  large  stretches  of  water 
as  to  which  thev  had  no  kind  of  idea. 


Amendment  proposeil,  in  tine  9,  after 
the  last  Amendment,  to  leave  out 
the    words    "  inland    waters,"  —  {Mr. 

Question  proposed,  "  Tliat  those  words 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

•SiE  J.  BIGBY  :  I  am  sorry  I  did  not 
make  my  meaning  clear,  because  there 
should  be  no  vagueness  at  all.  All  bays, 
creeks,  and  navigable  rivers  are  included. 
Everything  above  bridges,  though  the 
river  be  connected  with  the  sea,  is  inland 
water.  If  great  ships,  by  reason  of  the 
shallowness  of  the  water  or  any  other 
reason,  or  because  tberejs  a  bridge,  can- 
not gat  up  the  sj^^g  |^#@^l&iirahy 
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jorisdiction  stops,  and  where  that  ntops , 
ialuid  waters  begin.  With  respect  to  I 
the  cases  that  bare  takeu  {dace  in 

America,  they  have  been  with  regard  to 
great  rivers,  immense  creeki*,  or  inland 
seas,  and  I  am  not  aware  there  is  any- 
thing of  the  kind  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  macartney  said,  he  was 
obliged  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man for  his  explanation,  wbieh  he 
thought  satisfactory.  Uo  apologised  for 
having  troubled  him  again,  hut  he  had 
not  uuderstood  that  his  definition  went 
so  far.  He  begged  leave  to  withdraw 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  chairman  :  The  next  two 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  are  out  of 
Order.  That  of  the  bou.  Meml>er  for 
St.  Pancras  (Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton)  and  that , 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wigan  (Sir  F.  S. 
Powell)  ongbt  to  1>e  brought  on  upon 
Clause  20. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Not  in  the 
view  of  disputing  your  ruling,  but  for 
tbe  satisfaction  of  the  Committee,  may  I 
ask  the  grounds  on  whicli  you  have  rtiled 
out  of  Order  these  Amendments  ? 

The  chairman  :  The  grounds  are 
that  they  are  not  relevant  to  (he  clause 
under  discussion. 

Mr.  sexton  :  As  a  question  of 
Order,  Sir,  I  wish  to  ask  yon  whether  it  is 
in  accordance  with  the  Rules  of  the  House, 
or  whether  it  is  usual  for  the  Chair  to 
be  called  on  to  give  reasons  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  To  that  extent 
I  believe  it  is.  For  a  similar  reason  the 
two  next  Amendments  are  out  of  Order  ; 
they  come  properly  under  Clause  35. 
The  first  Amendment  in  Order  is  in  tbe 
name  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  I 
the  Holderness  Division  of  York  (Com- ! 
mander  Bethell).  ' 

Mr.  AMBROSE  (Middlesex,  Harrow): 
On  a  point  of  Order,  may  I  venture  to  \ 
say  that  I  consulted  you  when  my  I 
Amendment  stood  in  another  place,  and  ' 
that  you  yourself,  with  the  assistance  of  | 
Mr.  Milnuui,  the  Clerk   | 

The  CHAIRMAN  rose  to  reply, ; 
when   1 

Mr.  AMBROSE  said  :  Sir,  I  cannot  i 
hear  vou  for  these  men  talking   i 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  time  for  the 
Chair  to  rule  whether  Amendments  are  : 
in  Order  or  not  is  when  the  Amendment  | 
maee  on,  and,  having  considered  a  some-  i 
what  difficult  matter,  I  have  come  to  the  I 


conelusioB  that  the  Amendment  standing 
npon  the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  is  out  ol  Onler. 
The  next  Amendment  in  Order  is  that 
standing  iu  the  name  of  Commander 
Bethell. 

Mr.  AMBROSE  :  Mr.  Mellor  

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  onler  I  I 

call  npon  Commander  Bethell  

Mr.  AMBROSE  :  Mr.  Mellor  

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  rise  to 
Order.  I  hold  that  when  you  have  dis- 
tinctly called  upon  a  particular  hon. 
Member  to  move  an  Amendment  and 
another  hon.  Member  persistently  inter- 
rupts and  presents  himself  to  the  Com- 
mittee after  he  has  been  ruled  out  of 
Order,  if  he  persists  in  that  line  of 
conduct  I  think  you  should  be  called 
upon  to  name  that  Member. 

Mb.  AMBROSE  :  Mr.  Mellor  

The  CHAIRMAN:  Onler,  order  I 
I  can  only  say  I  think  the  conduct  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  is  most  dis- 
orderly. 

Mr.  AMBROSE :  Sir,  I  cUim  the 
right  to  be  heard  upon  a  question  of 
Order. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  oider  I 
If  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  persists 
in  his  conduct  I  shall  have  to  exercise 
the  powers  provided  by  the  Standing 
Order.  * 

Mr.- AMBROSE:  You  may,  Mr. 
Mellor. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  It  is  greatly 
to  be  regretted,  I  am  sure,  that 
this  heat  should  take  place.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  I  am  snre,  intended 
no  disrespect  to  the  Chair.  I  understood 
him  to  say  that  he  roue  to  a  point  of 
Order,  which  I  suppose  is  not  an  im- 
proper position  to  take  up. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  did  not  under- 
stand the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
rose  to  a  point  of  Order.  If  he  did  so 
that  is  different. 

Mr.  AMBROSE  :  That  is  exacUy 
what  I  did,  Mr.  Mellor. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  wish  to  ex- 
plain. I  think  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  does  not  understand  what  the 
position  is.  He  rose  to  a  point  of  Order, 
and  I  gave  my  answer  to  it,  and  I  ex- 
plained to  him  the  grounds  upon  which  I 
gave  it,  and  be  now  persists  in  rising 
because,  I  think,  he  cannot  have  under- 
stood the  position  in  which  he  is.  Let 
me  say  this  :  that  the  persis^ng  in  rising 
to  Order  in  the«(tjg?j5^ij^itofl»@g4(3iiB- 
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tinetlj  disorderly,  aad  if  he  persists  in 
.doing  so  I  shall  be  obliged  to  exercise 
the  powers  given  me  hj  the  Standing 
Orders  and  to  name  him. 

Mb.  AMBROSE,  again  rising,  was 
received  with  cries  of  "  Name,  name  ! 

The  CHAIBMAN  t  I  thmk  it  pos- 
sible the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is 
going  to  apologise  to  the  Committee. 

Mr.  AMBROSE  :  I  desire  to  explain 
that  I  rose  to  Order,  and  I  had  not  the 
opportunity  of  putting  what  my  point  of 
Onier  was. 

The  chairman  :  Commander 
Bethell. 

Mb.  AMBROSE  :  I  ask  this  queation : 
 r/nferrtfp<tott,1 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  I  tmst  hon. 
Members  of  the  Committee  will  listen  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  a  moment. 

Mb.  AMBROSE  :  I  desire  to  say  that 
I  have  only  claimed,  and  am  only  claiming, 
the  right  to  put  my  point  on  the  question 
of  Order. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Member 
is  out  of  Order.    Commander  BethelL 

COMMANUER  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holdemess)  said,  be  imagined  the 
Government  would  hardly  reject  his 
Amendment,  as  it  had  found  a  place  in 
the  Bill  of  1886.  The  Amendment,  he 
owned,  was  of  a  very  complex  character, 
and  one  more  fit  to  be  argued  by  learned 
Gentlemen  than  by  himself  ;  but  he  had 
placed  it  before  the  Committee  in  order 
that  he  might  get  an  explanation  from  the 
Grovernment  in  regard  to  it.  The  matter, 
as  he  imderstood  it,  tended  in  this  way  : 
The  question  of  "prize  or  booty  of  war" 
■was  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Admi- 
ralty Court,  and  he  wished  the  Solicitor 
General  and  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
understand  that  his  Amendment  did  not 
propose  to  interfere  with  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Admiralty  Court,  but  to  interfere 
■with  the  power  of  the  Irish  X/egislature 
to  vary  the  law  under  which  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Admiralty  Court  was 
exercised.  He  might,  perhaps,  be  ex- 
posed to  the  criticism  that  the  present 
Bill  did  not  contemplate  giving  the  Irish 
Legislature  power  to  vary  the  laws  under 
which  that  jurisdiction  was  exercised ; 
and  it  might  be  said,  as  it  had  been 
before,  that  this  was  exclusively  an  Irish 
matter.  He  did  not  know  whether  that 
would  be  the  line  taken  by  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  if  it  was,  he  thought  the 
learned  Solicitor  General  would  be  pre- 
pated  to  agree  with  him  that  after  sitting 
The  Chairman 


for  14  days  listening  to  hon.  and  legal 
Grentlemen  disputing  whether  a  subject 
was  or  was  not  exclusively  an  Irish 
affair,  that  a  layman  might  be  excused 
for  asking  that  any  doubt  as  to  the  exer- 
cise of  that  jurisdiction  might  be  piade 
quite  clear.  Moreover,  it  seemed  to  him 
a  difficulty  arose  from  the  fact  that  an 
Amendment  on  this  particular  subject  had 
already  been  rejected.  He  would  invite 
the  Solicitor  General  in  his  reply  testate 
as  clearly  as  might  be  whether  be  relied 
OD  the  words  in  the  Bill,  which  declared 
that  the  Bill  was  only  intended  to  apply 
exclusively  to  Irish  affairs.  He  begged 
to  move  the  Amendment  standing  in  nis 
name. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  3,  line  9,  after  the  word  or,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  prise  or  booty  of  war,  or  offences 
committed  on  the  high  saas  :  OT"-~(CommanieT 
Bet/uU.) 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 

be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  SEXTON :  I  wish  to  ask  you, 
Sir,  a  question  with  regard  to  the  second 
paragraph  of  this  Amendment.  As  to 
the  first  part,  "  prize  or  booty  of  war," 
I  ask  whether  that  is  not  already 
covered  by  the  words  *'  the  making  of 
peace  or  war,  or  matters  arising  from  a 
state  of  war."  That  is  one  point ;  but 
there  is  another  point  with  regard  to  the 
words  "  offences  committed  on  the  high 
seas." 

Commander  BETHELL :  I  do  not 
propose  to  move  that. 

The  CHAIBMAN :  So  much  of  the 
Amendment  as  is  comprised  in  the  words 
"  prize  or  booty  of  war"  is  in  Order. 
•Sir  J.  BIGBY:  The  Coiu-t  of 
Admiralty  discharge  double  functions ; 
in  time  of  peace  they  administer  our 
Municipal  Law,  and  in  time  of  war  they 
sit  to  administer  the  Law  of  Nations.  It 
is  only  in  time  of  war  questions  can  arise 
as  to  prizes,  and  that  is  a  matter  that 
does  not  depend  on  Irish  or  English  law, 
except  in  the  sense  that  we  have  adopted 
the  rule  of  law  amongst  nations  as  that 
which  ought  to  govern  our  course.  There 
cannot  be  a  case  in  which  a  question  of 
«  prize  or  booty  of  war,"  would  be  inter- 
f^ed  with  by  any  Irish  law,  or,  speaking 
properly,  by  any  British  law  ;  we  leavo 
that  to  the  accepted  Code  amongst 
nations.  If  one  thing  is  clearer  than 
another  it  is  that  this  is  a  matter  that 
does  notexclui^v^^^^^l^^t^^^^^g^^ 


5«9 


Chvenment  of 


{H  June  1898} 


Ireland  BUI. 


590 


This  is  an  Amendinent  that  would 
positlrelj  exclude  the  subsequeut  clause. 
As  to  **  prize  or  booty  of  war,"  that  is 
altogether  excluded  from  the  Municipal 
LtMt  and  the  words  would  be  mU- 
leading. 

CoMHUTDSB  BETHELL  asked  if  the 
Irish  li^islature  would  have  power  to 
nry  the  procedare  of  the  Court  or  bad 
we  the  power  to  vary  the  procedure  of 
oar  law  iu  the  matter  ? 

*UsL  GIBSON  BOWLES  asked  If  it 
was  not  the  fact  that  prizes  of  war  came 
to  the  SoTereign,  who  was  in  possession 
of  the  prize  when  brought  into  port,  and 
that  it  was  by  virtue  of  some  Act  of  Par- 
liament that  the  distribution  of  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  prize  was  made  ?  He  would 
farther  ask  how  the  matter  would  be 
i&cted  by  learing  Uie  matter  open  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Irish  Legislature  ? 

Mb.  VICARY  GIBBS  (Herts,  St. 
Albaas)  :  Are  we  not  going  to  hear  from 
the  Solicitor  General? 

Sib  J.  BIGBY:  I  thought  I  had 
showu  tliatf  whatever  else  it  was,  it  was 
not  exclusively  Irish,  and  that  "  prize 
and  booty  of  war  "  could  not  be.  I  do 
not  believe  there  are  any  such  Acts  of 
Parliament  as  those  to  which  the  hou. 
Member  refers.  The  Crown  is  entitled 
to  the  prize  and  booty  of  war  ;  and  as  re- 
gards the  distribution,  I  do  not  know 
there  are  any  Acts,  but,  if  so,  we  could 
not  make  this  a  matter  appertaining 
exclusively  to  Ireland. 

Amendment  negatived. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  next  Amend- 
meot  in  Order  is  that  in  the  name  of  the 
hoc.  Member  for  North  Isliugtou  (Mr. 
Bartley). 

Mb.  bartley  (Isliogton,  N.)  said, 
he  would  not  say  much  about  the 
Amendment  he  now  moved.  He  agreed 
tiiat  beacons  and  lighthouses,  which 
were  a  very  great  advantage,  should 
remain  under  the  Imperial  control  as  at 
present  intended ;  but  the  next  portion, 
"sea  marks  (except  so  far  as  they  can 
consistently  with  any  general  Act  of 
I^irliament  be  constructed  or  maintained 
by  a  local  Harbour  Authority),"  it  ap- 
peared to  him  would  lead  to  an  immense 
amount  of  litigation  and  friction  between 
the  Irish  Legislature  and  the  Imperial 
Parliament ;  therefore  it  was  hardly 
desirable  to  leave  it  in  its  present  form. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
«ob^tion  «  (8)*'.--(ifr.  Bartley,) 


Question  proposed,  "  Tlut  the  words 
propMed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  the  object 
of  the  sub-section  is  one  with  which  the 
hon.  Member  will  have  no  cause  to 
quarrel  when  I  tell  him  what  it  is.  I 
must  admit  tbere  is  a  verbal  Amendment 
to  make,  which  I  shall  move  at  the 
proper  time,  in  order  to  bring  this  sub- 
section into  conformity  with  the  Mer- 
chant Shipping  Aot  of  1854.  The  state 
of  things  iu  respeot  of  lights  in  Ireland 
is  this.  The  authority  in  Ireland  is  the 
Commissioner  of  Lights  ;  that  is  the 
general  Irish  authority,  but  the  general 
supervision  of  the  work  of  these  Com- 
missioners of  Lights  is  in  the  Board  of 
Trade.  The  Local  Antliorities  have 
their  own  local  lights  ;  they  have  the 
arrangement  of  business  and  ao  forth,  and 
in  that  part  of  their  work  they  are  under 
the  supervision  of  the  general  Irish 
Authority  under  the  Commissioner  of 
Lights,  who,  again,  is  under  the  Board 
of  Trade.  Undoubtedly,  so  far  as  the 
lights  affect  the  general  navigation,  they 
will  remain,  as  they  are  now,  under  the 
Board  of  Trade.  The  object  of  this  sub- 
section is  to  leave  power  to  the  Irish 
Legislature  to  entrust  local  harbour 
authorities  with  the  power  of  putting 
lighthouses  subject  to  the  supervision 
and  sanction  of  the  principal  authority. 
I  think,  with  that  explanation,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  may  be  8atis6ed. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  matter 
now  under  the  discussion  of  the  House 
deals  with  a  subject  of  some  importauce 
to  us — namely,  the  composition  of  the 
Irish  Lights  Board.  Under  the  Bill  of 
1886,  we  had  control  over  the  Irish 
Lights  Board ;  and,  in  my  judgment,  the 
proper  course  to  pursue  would  be  to  ex- 
tinguish the  Irish  Lights  Board,  and  to 
put  the  matter  over  which  they  have 
charge  under  a  body  constituted  in  a 
different  manner.  At  present  the  Irish 
Lights  Board  spend  thousands  of  pounds 
every  year  upon  a  series  of  yachting  ex- 
peditions, in  the  course  of  which  an 
enormous  amount  of  whisky  and  cham- 
pagne is  coneumod,  and  by  which  the 
public  money  is  simply  thrown  away. 
Originally,  this  Irish  Lights  Board  was 
under  some  sort  of  popular  control ;  but 
in  the  early  fifties  wis  House  proposed 
-Hud  this  is  an  inBtance  of  the  way  these 
things  have  been  done — about>4  0*0 

Digitized  by 


591 


Goventment  cf 


{COMMONS} 


Ireland  Bill. 


592 


in  the  morning,  this  House  passed  an  Act 
capturing  about  £50,000  that  belonged 
to  us,  and  handed  it  over  to  the  Trinity 
Board,  for  which  we  have  never  got  a 
single  penny  In  the  way  of  a  return  since 
there  has  been  constituted  a  body  of 
local  gentlemen,  some  of  them  generally 
connected  with  the  illuminating  interest 
with  whom  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmiogham  at  one  time  had  con- 
siderable friction,  but  of  whom  he  now 
takes  a  more  friendly  view,  as  they  are 
of  the  Unionist  persuasion.  These 
gentlemen  co-opt  one  another,  and  a 
more  corrupt  body — [Cn«*  cf  "Ques- 
tion I "] — I  use  the  word  in  the  useless 
sense — a  more  corrupt  body  than  the 
Irish  Lights  Board  it  would  be  impossible 
to  ooDceive.  And  my  suggestion  to  the 
Govennneut  is  this  :  that  the  entire  of 
the  Irish  Lights  Board  should  be  dis- 
iMiided  and  got  rid  of,  and  that  the 
Board  should  then  be  put  under  the 
control  of  the  Board  of  Trade  Depart- 
ment, and  that  we  should  have  a  proper 
and  Imperial  Department  to  look  to  iu 
regard  to  those  lights.  The  present 
constitution  of  the  Irish  Lights  Board 
in  Dublin  is  one  of  the  subjects  upon 
which  the  people  are  extremely  bitter  ; 
and  although}  of  course,  they  are 
Orangemen  to  a  man,  the  hon.  Member 
for  l^lfast  has  had  to  complain  of  the 
manner  in  which  they  performed  their 
functions  in  regard  to  the  ligfathonses 
and  the  providing  for  the  persous  in 
those  lighthouses  of  the  means  of  getting 
education,  the  consolations  of  religion, 
and  other  matters  of  that  kind.  Their 
contracts  are  given  and  jobbed  away  in 
a  most  unsatisfactory  manner.  ["  Ques- 
tion 1  "]  I  am  arguing  iu  favour  of  the 
extinction  of  the  Irish  Lights  Board, 
and  the  putting  of  it  under  a  proper 
Imperial  Authority,  which  I  say  it  will 
be  impossible  to  do  under  this  present 
section  as  it  is  drawn.  As  to  the  latest 
performance  of  these  gentlemen,  it  was 
admitted  by  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  that  the  contracts  they  have 
recently  made,  so  far  from  being  an  im- 
provement upon  previous  contracts  in 
the  matter  of  expense,  have  led  enor- 
mously to  the  expense  of  lighthouses, 
because  the  contracts  have  been  jobbed 
and  given  away  among  their  cronies  and 
friends.  The  control  of  these  lights  is, 
in  my  opinion,  one  rather  for  Imperial 
snpervision  ;  and  I  mnst  say  that  if  a 
reform  of  that  Board  is  to  be  allowed  to 
Mr,  T.  M,  ffealy 


wait  until  it  cau  be  dealt  with  by  this 
House,  I  am  afraid  that,  unless  some 
Government  is  stimulated  more  than  at 
present,  this  scandal — and  it  is  a  scandal 
in  every  sense  of  the  word  to  have  this 
waste  of  money — is  likely  to  continue. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  We  have, 
indeed,  Mr.  Mellor,  listened  to  a  charac- 
teristic speech  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Louth.  I 
think  the  Committee  will  bear  me  out  in 
saying  that  no  hon.  Member  has  taken 
BO  much  part  in  interrupting  and  calling 
them  to  Order  as  the  hon.  and  learnt 
Member  for  North  Louth,  and  no 
Member  has  been  stronger  iu  his  denun- 
ciation of  w^hat  he  has  been  pleased  to 
call  the  obstruction  of  the  Opposition. 
I  will,  however,  submit  that  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  has  been  the 
most  obstructive  and  disorderly  that  we 
have  yet  listened  to.  We  are  consider- 
ing in  the  Irish  Home  Rule  Bill  whether 
the  Irish  Lights  Board  should  not  be 
entrusted  to  the  control  of  the  Irish 
Legislature,  and  the  hou.  and  learned 
Gentleman  thought  he  saw  au  oppor- 
tuuity  of  lugging  into  that  discusstOD, 
withot  rhyme  or  reason,  an  attack  upon 
the  Irish  Lights  Board,  which  has  abso- 
lutely nothing  to  do  with  the  present 
Debate,  and  he  accompanied  that  attack 
with  a  statement  about  me  which  was 
unjustifiable.  When  I  was  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  I  had  no  contact  of 
any  kind  with  the  Irish  Board  of  Lights. 
I  had  only  to  review  their  financial  pro- 
posals, and  I  did  not  interfere  at  all  with 
the  details  of  their  work.  There  was  a 
certain  difference  of  opinion  between  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  au  Irish  inventor  as 
to  the  best  form  of  light.  I  do  not  say 
whether  I  was  right  or  wrong  ;  but,  so 
far  from  this  being  a  political  matter,  to 
this  day  I  have  no  idea  of  the  political 
opinions  of  the  inventor.  But  as  there 
has  been  a  reference  to  champagne  and 
whisky,  I  feel  bound  to  say,  having  had 
control  over  the  Irish,  Scotch,  and  Eog- 
lish  Boards  of  Lights,  that  I  have  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  Irish  Board 
and  the  other  Boards  discharge  an  ex- 
tremely useful  and  valuable  work,  and 
that  they  could  not  be  absorbed  by  any 
Public  Department  without  great  disad- 
vantage to  the  Public  Service.  I  feel 
compelled  to  take  notice  of  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
which  appeu-  to  me  to  be  absolntelf 
irrelevant  to  our  diton6sioiu.md  iotro- 
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duceil  simply  to  serve  the  perBoaal 
feeliogs  of  the  hou.  aud  learned  Member. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  do  not  think  that, 
in  tlie  opinion  of  aoyone  whose  opinion 
is  a  matter  of  concern  to  tnj  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  be  will  suffer  in  conse- 
quence of  the  attack  made  upon  him  bj 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  Sir, 
notwithstanding  the  deservedly  high 
position  which  is  held  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  especially  as  a  censor  on  the 
(juestion  of  taste,  I  cannot  admit  that  the 
speech  of  my  hoa.  aud  learned  Friend 
was  either  disorderly  or  obstructive.  My 
respect  for  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  lead  me  so  far  as  to 
admit  that,  at  any  rate  upon  questions 
of  Order,  he  is  as  good  a  judge  as  the 
Cbairmau  of  Committees.  If  the  speech 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  been 
^Rorderly  he  need  not  have  waited  to  be 
informed  of  it  by  the  light  hon,  Member 
for  West  Birmingham.  Neither  was  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  obstructive, 
but  it  was  perfectly  relevant  to  the  case. 
What  is  the  case  before  us  ?  ,  The  pro- 
position that  beacons,  lighthouses,  and 
sea  marks  should  continue  to  be  matters 
«f  Imperial  jurisdiction,  and  should  be 
«xcluded  from  the  purview  of  the  Irish 
Parliament.  My  hon.  Friend  assents  to 
that ;  but  he  thinks  that  this  is  the  time 
for  raising  the  question  as  to  whether 
erentnally  these  matters  should  be  left 
to  be  administered  under  the  direct  autho- 
rity of  the  Imperial  Parliament,  or  whether 
this  secondary  jurisdiction  of  the  Irish 
Lights  Board  should  continue.  I  have 
had  the  honour  to  be  a  member  of  the 
Irish  Lights  Board  for  two  years,  so  that 
I  have  some  experience  of  its  constitution. 
I  may  say  I  was  there  against  tfae  will 
«f  the  Board,  and  ex  officio  as  the  I«rd 
Mayor  of  Dublin.  The  constitution  of 
the  Board  is  anomalous,  it  is  discredit- 
able, and  it  ought  to  be  discontinued. 
Although  this  Board  levies  and  adminis- 
ters a  huge  amount  of  public  money, 
and  discharges  functions  of  great  public 
importance,  its  constitution  is  in  this 
wise  :  it  is  partly  elected  upon  an  ex- 
tremely narrow  franchise  which  is  abso- 
lately  prohibitive ;  it  allows  no  public 
opinion  to  penetrate  it ;  it  is  partly 
nominated  by  the  Lord*  Lieutenant  and 
pertly  co-opted ;  and  oat  of  its  25 
members  only  four  are  appointed 
by  any  elective  Influence.  The  proceed- 
ings of  the  Board  are  conducted  in 
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private  ;  they  allow  no  representatives 
of  the  Press  to  attend  ;  they  publish  no 
satisfactory  statement  of  their  affairs,  so 
that  the  public  have  no  means  whatever 
of  judging  how  their  functions  are  dis- 
charged. That  is  au  extremely  unsatis- 
factory state  of  affairs,  and  when  ques- 
tions are  put  in  this  House  we  are  told 
that  tha  Board  of  Trade  are  not  respon- 
sible. I{  I  remember  aright,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bristol 
(Sir  M.  H.  Beach),  in  reply  to  a  question 
put  by  myself,  declared  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  no  power ;  that  the  discre- 
tion rested  in  the  Commissioners  of  Irish 
Lights  ;  and  that,  however  much  he  re- 
gretted the  exercise  of  that  discretion, 
he  bad  no  power  to  interfere.  I  say  that 
in  a  case  of  this  kind  of  a  Board  dis- 
charging public  functions,  it  is  not  de- 
sirable— it  is  extremely  undesirable — 
with  all  respect  to  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
mon  opposite  (Mr.  Chamberlain),  that 
such  a  Board  should  be  allowed  to  con- 
tinue, and  we  do  say  that  while  assent- 
ing to  the  reservation  of  this  matter  as 
an  Imperial  question,  we  do  not  think  it 
satisfactory  that  such  functions  should 
be  discharged  by  a  Body  which  would 
not  be  responsible  either  to  the  Irish 
Legislature  or  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
We  say  it  should  be  responsible  either  to 
one  Body  or  the  other ;  and  whilst  we  do 
not  claim  it  for  the  Irish  Legislature,  we 
say  that  the  functions  should  be  dis- 
charged by  some  authority  responsible 
to  the  Imperial  Parliament. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  By  some 
strange  lapse  of  memory,  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway  appear  to  think 
they  are  still  in  Opposition.  Let  me 
remind  them  that  they  are  supporters  of 
the  Government ;  let  me  remind  the 
Government  that  we  look  with  some 
astonishment  and  surprise,  not  only  at 
the  scene  which  is  going  on,  so  nir  as 
Members  below  the  Gangway  are  con- 
cemed,  but  at  the  action  or  inaction 
which  the  Government  have  maintained. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  claim  the 
right  upon  this  sub-section,  each  of 
which  said  that  certain  matters  should 
be  reserved  to  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
to  discuss  the  machinery  by  which  the 
Imperial  Parliament  carries  out  its  will. 
On  that  broad  and  general  principle,  it 
would  have  been  in  Order  for  us,  on  Sub- 
section 3,  to  diaousB  the  ccms^tati^d^  Uie 
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A'dmiraltf,  on  Sub-section  4  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  Foreign  Office,  on  Snb-seetion 
6  the  constitatioD  of  the  Courts  of 
Appeal,  on  Sub-section  7  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  on  Sub- 
section 9  the  constitution  of  the  Mint 
The  hon.  Members  have  not  only  dragged 
in  a  wholly  irrelevant  discussion,  but  the  : 
hon.  and  learned  Geotlemaa  who  opened  , 
the  discussion  has  made  offensive  attacks 
upon  individuals  who  are  nnt  here  to 
answer  for  themselves.  The  Govern- 
ment, who  would  not  allow  the  House  to 
discuss  for  an  hour  the  question  of  in- 
timidation yesterday,  and  who  would  not 
permit  us  to  discuss  for  an  hour  and  a 
quarter  the  question  of  bounties  to-day, 
witliout  on  both  occasions  moving  ttie 
Closure,  have  sat  silent  and  patient 
under  the  obstruction  of  their  Irish 
friends.  I  hope  the  Government  will  in 
future  deal  fairly  between  the  difierent 
sections  of  the  House  ;  and  if  they  allow 
balf-an-honr  for  a  discussion  utterly 
irregular  and  wholly  trivial  and  useless, 
they  will,  at  least,  give  the  Opposition  a 
reasonable  time  to  discuss  the  great 
questions  to  which  we'  desire  to  call 
Uie  attention  of  the  country. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  confess  that  I 
have  heard  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  with  surprise.  1  think  this 
topic,  which  was  started  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Louth,  has 
occupied  something  Hke  20  minutes.  I 
wonder  how  much  of  that  time  has  been 
taken  up  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham.  If 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  introduced 
an  irrelevant  topic,  why  was  it  continued  ? 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Because 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  made  an 
attack  upon  people  who  are  not  in  this 
House — au  offensive  and  an  inaccurate 
attack  which  it  was  necessary  to  answer. 

Mb.  J.  MOBLET :  Id  any  case,  it  was 
not  the  fault  of  the  CrOT^nmeDt  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  was  not  inter- 
mpted  if  he  introduced  an  irrelevant 
totnc.  I  am  not,  however,  going  to  pro- 
long this  part  of  the  discussion.  It  is 
certainly  clear  that  the  constitution  of 
the  Irish  Board  of  Lights  is  not  a  topic 
which  can  be  dealt  with  in  this  Bill. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  asked  leave  to  with- 
draw his  Amoidment  ofto*  the  explma- 
tioa  which  had  be«i  given. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  desira  to  say 
that  every  word  I  used  was  perfectly  in 
Mr.  A.  J,  Batfow 


Order,  and  I  am  absolutely  indi£%reiit  te 
the  sneers  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemn- 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham. 
*SiR  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
I  hoped  when  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Louth  rose  again  tli&t 
he  was  about  to  qualify  in  some  measore 
what  I  must  characterise  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  vulgar  and  inaccurate 
denunciation  of  a  body  of  gentlemen  in 
Ireland  of  whose  work  I  know  n  great 
deal  more  than  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.     I  paid   great   attention  to 
the  subject  during   the   four  years  I 
presided  at  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  I 
know  that  these  gentlemen  did  their 
work  admirably,  and  they  did  it  w^ithout 
paymfaut  or  reward.    I  have  risen,  not 
with  the  hope  of  extracting  anything 
that  was  fair  to  these  gentlemen  from 
the  hon.  and  learneil  Member,  but  to 
express  my  regret  that  we  have  not  had 
from  Members  of  the  Groverumeut,  whe 
ought  to  defend   absent   persons  from 
Bucb  an  attack,  a  statement  of  their 
opinion  as  to  the  services  of  these  gentle- 
men, and  H  reply  to  the  attacks  of  the 
hnn.  and  learned  Member. 
*SiR  JOHN  LUBBOCK  dosirad  to  say 
that  while  he  was  Chairman  of  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  the  question 
of  the  expenditnre  of  the  officials  alluded 
to  came  before  that  Committee,  and  they 
came  to  the  same  conclusion  as  that 
expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 
He  thought  it  only  fair  to  bear  testimony 
to  the  fact  that  he  did  not  think  them  in 
any  way  open  to  the  charges  brought 
against  them. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  desired  to  repeat 
that  be  adhered  to  every  word  he  bad 

said  with  regard  to  this  body  {_Crie$ 

o/*^ Order!**  in  which  Uie  remaindo-  ^ 
the  sentence  was  lost.] 

Mr.  MUNBELLA  :  There  was  no 
occasiou  for  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opp(Mite  to  impart  any  heat  into  the 
matter.  The  incident  has  arisen  within 
the  last  half-hour,  and  it  was  impossible 
for  me  to  interpose  before,  nor  do  I  think 
it  was  necessary  for  me  to  do  so.  Bnt  I 
am  bound  to  say  that,  so  far  as  I  have 
come  in  contact  with  the  Irish  Lights 
Commissioners  and  examined  their  woA, 
I  believe  them  to  be  a  body  of  gentlemen 
who  dischoi^  hononrably  and  cod- 
scientionsly  the  work  they  have  to  do» 
and  that  there  can  be  no  such  comiptioa 
as  that  to  which  the/^Bon.  -^bA  gleamed 
Member  has  alluded. '^"^'^ 
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AnModneiit,  hj  lc*v«,  vithdnmi. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  moved  to  leave  out 
the  words  ^  bcacous,  ligbthouses,  or  sea 
marks,"  for  the  purpose  trf  inserting 
"lighthouses,  buoys,  or  beacons  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Merobant  Shipping 
Act,  1854."  The  object  of  the  Amend- 
meaij  he  explained,  was  to  bring  the 
matter  into  agreement  with  the  difioition 
in  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act. 

Amendment  proposed. 

Id  page  2,  line  10,  to  leave  out  the  wonis 
"beacoQS,  lighthouses,  or  sea  marks,"  in  order 
to  insert  the  words  "  lighthouses,  buoys,  or 
beacons  within  the  meaning  of  the  McTchaiit 
Shipping  Act,  1854."— (.Vr.  J.  M,>rl/ij.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  MACARTNEY  said,  he  would 
like  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  to  explain 
wbeUier  "Hghthonses"  covered  "light- 
ships," or  were  they  to  understand  that 
a  distinction  was  to  be  drawn  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLET  said  "lighthouses" 
wontd  cover  "  lightships.** 
•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  the 
Hoose  must  be  very  much  disappointed 
&&t  the  Solicitor  General  had  not  ex- 
plained how  the  words  were  to  be  inter- 
[TOted.  He  could  not  conceive  any  con- 
struction of  an  Act  of  Parliament  by 
which  a  "  lighthouse  "  could  be  made  a 
lip,"  or  a  "  lightship  "  a  "  light- 
Acts  of  Parliament,  no  doubt, 
coold  be  eonstnied  in  many  mye  ;  but  he 
tid  not  think  they  sfaotdd  pass  this  olaose 
without  specifically  includiug  "  light- 
shipe"  within  its  ambit.  He  hoped  the 
GovernmcDt  would  consult  to  the  inclu- 
sion of  the  provision  in  the  words. 
•Sib  J.  RIGBY  said,  "lighthouse"  was 
defined  so  as,  in  addition  to  the  ordinary 
meaning  of  the  word,  to  include  all  other 
tights  for  the  guidance  of  ships,  and 
"buoys  and  beacons"  to  include  all  other 
iigm  and  marks  at  sea  for  the  same  poi^ 
pose. 

Adhikal  FI£LD  (SnsBCT,  Eaatboome) 
moved,  after  "hwbonr  authority,"  to 
itwert  "  Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights." 
He  said  he  moved  this  Amendment 
on  the  ground  that  those  who  controlled 
the  aathority  wonld  control  Hxe  lights. 
He  would  press  the  Amendment  nnless 
it  could  be  shown  that  provision  had 
made  m  A»  mattM*  in  some,  odier 

*ty. 


Atecndnwnt  proposed,  ia  page  2,  line 
12,  after  the  word^  "  harbour  authority," 
to  insert  the  words  "  or  Commissioners 
of  Irish  Lights."— (^d/mVa/  Field,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  Uiov  inserted." 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  would  just 
point  out  that  the  effect  of  the  hon.  and 
gatlaut  Admiral's  Amendment  would  be 
the  very  opposite  to  that  which  he  in- 
tended, for  it  would  place  the  Commis- 
siouers  of  Irish  Lights  under  the  Irish 
Legislature.    [  Laughter.'] 

Admiral  FIELD :  Just  see  my 
iiiiioeeuce !  [^Laughter.'] 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  be  under- 
stood from  the  observations  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  a  short  time  agothat  this  Amend- 
ment was  perfectly  disorderly,  for,  as  the 
right  bou.  Gentleman  had  told  them,  the 
Irish  Lights  Board  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  section,  and  he  hoped  he  wouid 
ask  his  hon.  Friends  uot  to  expend  their 
energy  in  obatnietion.  [Crtej  of 
«  Order !  "] 
The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order ! 
Admiral  FIELD  said,  he  would  ask 
permissiou  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr,  WHITELEY  (Stockport)  said, 
he  rose  to  propose  the  Amendment  stand- 
ing in  his  name — 

In  page  2,  line  12,  after  the  word  "or,"  to 
insert  as  a  new  sub-aection  the  words  : — "  Fac* 
tones,  workshops,  and  mine«,  or  the  reflation 
of  the  hoars  of  lalwur  of  men,  women,  and  chil- 
dren in  factories,  workshops,  and  mines." 

The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
prohibit  the  Irish  Legislature  from 
abrogating  a  law  for  the  protection  of 
men,  women,  and  children  working  in 
factories,  workshojK,  and  mines.  His 
desire  was  to  extend  and  maintain  as  a 
whole,  and  to  apply  to  Ireland,  all  that 
factory  legislation  which  was  at  present 
in  foree  in  the  United  Kingdom.  He 
WM  of  opinion  that  there  should  be 
unifmnity  of  legislation  througiioat  the 
United  Kingdom  on  factory  and  work- 
shop matters.  The  Amendment  wae  not 
inferior  in  importance  to  any  that  had 
preceded  it,  for  it  concerned  the  health 
and  welfare  of  every  man,  woman,  and 
child  engaged  in  the  factories  and  work- 
shops of  Ireland.  It  was  impossible  to 
r^ard  this  matter  as  of  a  purely  Irish 
<diaracter.    They  might  be  told  that  the 
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matter  was  covered  by  that  Will-o'-the- 
Wisp  provision  in  the  Bill  as  to  peace, 
order,  and  good  goveromeut ;  but  that 
could  not  be  maintained  at  tbe  present 
time,  for  trade  and  factory  legislation  was 
a  subject  of  importance  to  tbe  whole 
United  Kingdom.    He  believed  that  the 
time  was  coming  when  this  class  of 
l^ishition  would  become  of  International 
importance,  and  when  the  working  day 
would  be  fixed  internationally  between 
all  tbe  manufacturing   nations  of  the 
world.    He  appealed,  first  of  all,  to  hon. 
Members  from  Lancashire,  and  then  to 
the  Party  which  was   known  in  that 
House  as  the  Labour  Party,  to  support 
tbe  Amendment.     His  first  object  in 
moving  it  was  to  insure  to  the  Irish 
people  the  great  advantages  which  this 
country  had  derived  from  fitctory  and 
.trade  legislation,  so  that  the  British  and 
Irish  workpeople  might  in  the  future 
compete  with  one  another  on  fair  and 
equal  terms.    The  Government  seemed 
to    whittle    down    English  interests 
wherever  they   came   into  antagonism 
with  Irish  interests.     At  the  present 
time  there  w^ere  five  Inspectors,  with 
assistants — two  in  Belfast,  one  in  Dublin, 
one  in  Cork,  and  one  in  Limerick — carry- 
ing out  the  provisions  of  the  Factory 
Acts  in  Ireland.    There  were  263  textile 
factories  in  Ireland,  employing  71,700 
workpeople ;  there  were  1,500  people 
employed  in  the  mines  ;  and  there  were 
a  number  of  other  industries  which  came 
within  the  scope  of  the  Factory  Acts. 
His  contention  was,  that  these  people 
should  be  safeguarded  in  the  enjoyment 
«f  the  benefits  of  existing  legislation,  and 
in  the  continued  enjoyment  of  the  benefits 
that  they  enjoyed  at  the  present  time. 
Si uch  h&d  been  done  towards  the  diminu- 
tion of  the  hours  of  labour  of  women  and 
jaang  pwsons,  and  he  wag  glad  that 
a  Consemtive   Home  Secretary  was 
associated  with  reforms  of  that  character. 
The  House  should  bear  in  mind  that  the 
Irish  Members  had  frankly  declared  their 
intention  of  fostering  as  much  as  possible 
industrial  life  in  Ireland  ;  but  ihat  object, 
laudable  in  itself,  ought  not  to  be  attained 
At  the  expense  of  the  workers  in  factories. 
There  was  no  law  in  the  Statute  Book 
more  valuable  and  necessary  than  that 
which  limited  the  labour  in  factories. 
He  thought  the  House  would  see  that 
there  were  very  valuable  provisions  in 
the  law  as  it  stood,  and  that  th&ee  was 

Mr,  fVhiteley 


ample  ground  for  asking  the  House,  as 
he  ventured  to  ask  it,  to  adopt  this 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  Une  12,  after  the  word  "or,"  to  in- 
sert 08  s  new  sabHBection  the  words : — "  Factories, 
workshops,  and  minee,  or  the  regulation  of  the 
hoars  of  labour  of  men,  women,  and  children  in 
factories,  workshops,  and  mines."  —  (Jfr. 
Whiteley.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.** 

Mb.  FIELD  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down  had  taken  upon  himself  to  inter- 
pret the  action  the  Irish  Members  would 
take  in  the  Irish  Legislature  on  these 
questions  of  factory  employment.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  be  unaware 
that  the  Irish  Members  had  in  the  past 
supported  all  useful  measnres  afl^ting 
labour.  What  the  Irish  people  wanted 
was  to  be  treated  in  laboar  mattm  on 
equal  terms  with  the  people  of  England. 
He  might  tell  the  Committee  that  the 
Fair  Wages  Resolution  which  had  been 
passed  by  that  Assembly  was  ignored  by 
the  Irish  Board  of  Works.  If  they  pro- 
ceeded with  legislation  on  the  lines  now 
suggested  the  ^orae  Bule  Bill  would  be 
restrictive,  and  the  Irish  Parliament 
would  be  unable  to  help  Irish  labour. 
He  did  not  know  what  the  Bill  would  be 
like,  and  whether  it  would  be  worth  ac- 
cepting it,  if  the  Govermnent  yielded  on 
these  questions  to  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  Opposition  Benches.  Those  hon. 
Gentlemen,  who  were  so  anxious  in  re- 
gard to  the  proceedings  of  the  Irish 
Parliament,  should  remember  what  bad 
been  the  action  of  English  legislation,  as 
entrusted  to  Bodies  like  the  Irish  Board 
of  Works,  in  the  past.  He  could  infonn 
the  Committee  that,  at  the  present  time, 
he  was  in  communioation  with  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  ["Order I"] 

He  thought  be  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
|»oceed.  He  understood  that  hon.  Mon- 
bers  usually  extended  a  little  indulgence 
to  a  Member  addressing  them  for  the  first 
time.  He  always  undet^tood  that  there 
was  a  spirit  of  fair  play  in  that  House ; 
at  any  rate,  he  could  tell  the  House 
that  he  had  something  to  say  that  would 
be  worth  listening  to,  and  that  he  would 
not  sit  down  under  clamour.  He  did  not 
want  to  obstruct  the  Business  of  the 
Hoose.   Tbe  House  would,  he  thought, 
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MemboB  from  Ireland,  he  had  a  right  to- 
be  heard.  He  sav,  however,  that  it  was 
12  o'clock,  and  be  did  not  desire  to  de- 
tain the  House  further  than  was  abso- 
lutely neceesaTj.  He  would  reserve 
what  he  had  to  say  further  upon  the 
subject  until  to-morrow. 

It  being  midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  mi^e  his  re|>ortto  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

PUBUC  WORKS  LOANS  BILL.— (No.  883.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

*SiK  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  would  ask 
the  House  to  give  this  BUI  a  Second 
Beading.  Its  object  is  to  authorise  the 
National  Debt  Commissioners  to  issue 
£l,dOO,000  for  the  purpose  of  local 
loans  \>j  the  Public  Works  Loan  Com- 
missioners, and  £800,000  for  the  purpose 
of  local  loans  by  the  Commissioners  of 
Public  Works  in  Ireland.  The  mouey 
they  have  at  their  disposiU  for  this  pur- 
pose has  run  oat.  This  Bill  will  supply 
them  with  funds,  and  unless  it  is  passed 
great  incoDvenience  to  Looal  Authorities 
will  result. 

UotioD  made,  and  Qnestion  propmed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  aeeond 
tfane.**— (i9ir  J.  T.  mhtrt.) 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  he 
did  not  want  the  Local  Authorities  of 
the  country  to  sirifer  inconvenience  ;  but 
they  bad  to  remember  that  the  desire  of 
the  Government  could  be  fulfilled  by 
putting  the  Bill  down  as  the  first  Order. 
The  House  had  now  a  new  set  of  cir- 
enmstances  to  deal  with.  The  Govern- 
ment had  taken  the  whole  of  the  time 
of  the  Honse ;  and  when  they  said  that 
they  had  Bills  to  pass  which  were 
OTgently  needed,  the  war  to  pass  them 
wonld  be  to  devote  to  them  some  of  the 
time  of  the  House  which  they  had  at 
their  disposal. 
•Mr.  BARTLET  said,  the  Bill  raised 
the  large  question  of  loans  for  public 
works,  which  was  a  subject  upon  which 
many  hon.  Members  held  strong  opinions. 
They  considered  that  the  subject  should 
be  carefully  gone  into,  with  a  view  of 
checking  this  large  increase  in  the  local 
debt  fw  expenditure  on  public  works  all 
over  the  Kingdom. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Monday 
next. 

VOL.  XIII.     [FOrBTH  8EHIEV.] 


PLUMBSBS'  BBOIBTRATION  BILU 
(No.  91.) 
COUHITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  LEES-KNOWLES  asked  the 

House  to  agree  to  the  Order  for  going 
into  Committee  being  discharged,  so  that 
the  measure  might  be  sent  to  the  Grand 
Committee  on  Trade. 

Mr.  S.  EVANS  objected. 

Mr.  LEES-KNOWLES  said,  he 
thought  the  Bill  could  be  more  fairly  and 
fully  discussed  before  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee. It  was  a  Bill  of  considerable 
importance,  which  was  referred  last  year 
to  a  Select  Committee,  the  Blue  Book  of 
Evidence  having  since  been  published. 
The  measure  had  on  the  back  of  it  the 
names  of  as  many  Members  on  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  side  of  the  Honse  as  on  the 
Opposition  side.  Its  object  was  to 
legalise  a  system  which  already  existed. 
A  large  amount  of  money,  time,  and 
trouble  had  been  spent  by  the  Plumbers' 
Company  of  the  City  in  dividing  the 
whole  of  the  Kingdom  into  districts 
for  the  purpose  of  examining  and 
educating  plumbers.  The  plumbers 
were  educated  and  then  examined  from 
headquarters,  and  when  they  had  passed 
examinations  they  received  oertifioates. 
Only  those  men  who  were  properly 
qualified  received  certificates;  and  it  was 
essential  that  the  public  should  know 
what  persons  were  so  qualified,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  plumbing  was 
intimately  connected  with  sanitation. 
The  health  of  almost  everybody  depend^ 
upon  the  care  with  which  plumbing  work 
was  carried  out.  The  health  of  every 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons  largely 
depended  on  it,  and  many  of  them,  he 
was  sure,  had  suffered  from  defective 
plumbing. 

Mr.  S.  EVANS  said,  he  had  not  yet 
heard  any  argument  to  show  why  the 
Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. Under  the  circumstances,  he 
thought  it  would  be  better  that  the  Bill 
should  be  dealt  with  in  a  way  which 
would  bring  its  provisions  more  directly 
under  the  notice  of  Members  of  the 
House  generally.  Hon.  Members  oppo- 
site expected  consideration  for  their  Bills, 
but  they  took  care  to  block  the  measures 
of  their  political  opponents.  He  referred 
in  particular  to  Bill  No.  20  on  the  Paper 
(Places  of  Worship  Enfranchisement 
Bill). 
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Mb.  LEES-KKOWLES  wid,  he  was 
80ITT  if  the  hoD.  Member's  Bill  was 
blocked;  but  he  (Mr.  Knowles)  hatl 
nothing  to  do  with  the  matter. 

Sir  E.  HABLAND  (Belfast,  N.)  :  I 
object. 

Committee  deferred  till  To-morrow,  at 
Two  of  the  clock. 

STATUTORY  RULES  PROCEDUBB  BILL. 
(No.  162.) 
COUUITTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (lalingtoD,  S.)  said, 
he  hoped  hoD.  Members  would  allow 
this  Bill  to  pass  dirough  Committee. 
Its  object  was  to  take  care  that  there 
should  be  a  publication  of  nodee  of  those 
rules  which  were  prepared  by  Public 
Departments  in  accordance  with  statu- 
tory powers,  80  that  the  House  and  the 
public  would  know  beforehand  what  was 
proposed. 

*Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  in  Order.  There  is  no  Question 
before  the  House. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mb.  STUABT  WOBTLEY  (Sheffield, 
Hallam)  :  I  should  like  to  ask  if  Clause  2 
has  been  examined  and  considered  by  the 

Government  ?  It  seems  to  me  to  require 
looking  into.  Has  it  the  sanction  of  the 
Government  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  KOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Leeds, 
W.)  replied  in  the  affirmative. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  :  Every  Department 
of  the  Govemment  has  given  its  assent 
to  it,  even  the  Local  Government 
Board. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  MARjORiBi.NK8,  Berwick- 
shire) :  So  far  as  the  Treasury  is 
coQcemed,  it  assents  to  the  Bill  as  it 
stands.  The  Bill  has  received  the  assent 
of  all  the  Departments. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  There  is 
no  Minister  present  to  give  assent  to  the 
Bill. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT :  I  have  letters 
from  all  the  Departments  approving  of 
it. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ; 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


LOCAL  OOVBBNUEKT  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  10)  BILL.— QTa  S40.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  U)  BILL.-(No.  360.) 
Bead  the  third  time,  and  passed, 

UESSAOB  FROM  THE  L0BD8. 
That  they  have  agreed  to, — Elec^c 
Lighting  ^^visional  Orders  (Na  3) 
Bill  without  Amendment ;  Electric 
Lighting  Provisional  Order  (No.  1 )  Bill 
with  an  Amendmeut. 

That  they  jiave  appointed  a  Com- 
mittee, consisting  of  Five  Lords,  to  join 
with  the  Committee  of  the  Cororaoos 
(pursuant  to  Message  of  this  House)  for 
the  consideration  of  the  following  Bills, 
namely  : — 

Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Pro- 
visional Order  (Leeds  and  Liverpo(4 
Canal  Bill, 
Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Pro- 
visional Order  (Navigation  of  the 
Rivers  Aire  andCalder)  Bill, 
Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (Birmingham  Canal  Naviga- 
tions) Bill, 
Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (Grand  Junction  Canal)  Bill, 
Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (Warwick  and  Birmingham 
Canal)  Bill, 
And  they  propose  that  the  said  Joint 
Committee  do  meet  in  Committee  Room 
A,  on  Monday  next,  at  Two  of  the 
clock. 

DUCHY  OF  CORNWALL  BILL.— (No.  SI2.) 

Considered  In  Committee  and  re- 
ported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

EMPLOYERS'  LIABILITY  [PAYMENTS]. 

Committee  to  consider  the  advisibility 
of  authorising  the  payment,  out  of 
moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parliament,  of 
compensation  for  injuries  to  workmen  in 
the  employment  of  the  Crown  which 
ma^  become  payable  under  the  |Ht>- 
visiona  of  any  Act  of  the  present 
Sessitm  relating  to  the  Liability  of  Em- 
ployers for  injuries  to  their  workmen 
(Queen's  Recommendation  signified)  To- 
morrow at  Two  of  the  ekwk.— -(Jfr. 
Marjoribanks.') 

HoQse  adjoamed  at  Twenty-five 
niinu*w  after  Twelve  o'clodc. 
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HOUSE    OF  LORDS, 
Friday^  9th  June  1893. 


COMMISSION. 

The  following  Bills  received  the  Royal 
Aesent : — 

1.  CoDSolidated  Ftuul  (No.  2). 

2.  Maoieipal  CorporatioDS  Act  (1882) 
Amendineut. 

3.  CbcJerft  Hospitals  (IrelaiKl). 

4.  Pnblic  Libraries  Act  (1892)  Amend* 
ment. 

5.  Police  Acts  Amendraeut. 

6.  Day  ludnstrial  Schools  (Scotland). 

7.  Reformatory  Schools  (Scotland). 

8.  Statute  Law  ReTision  (No.  1). 

9.  Electric  Lightiuff  Provisional  Orders 

(No.  2). 

10.  Pilotage  Provisional  Orders. 

11.  Military  Lands  (Provisional 
Orders). 

12.  Local  Govemmeut  (Ireland)  Pro- 
visional Order  (No.  2). 

13.  Metropolitan  Commons  Provisional 
Order  (Orpington). 

1 4.  Electric  Lighting  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  3). 

RED  SEA  LIGHTS. 
gCESTlOX.  OBSERVATIONS. 

*The  Earl  of  MEATH  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Government  whether  tbey 
were  aware  of  the  danger  to  uav^tiou 
existing  in  the  Red  Soa  owing  to  the 
absence  of  Ught«  on  the  rooks  known  a» 
Jebel  Teir  and  Abu-Ail  (Pile  Island),  as 
veil  as  on  the  Arabian  Coast  near  Mocha ; 
«k1  whether,  in  view  of  the  loss  of 
vessels  which  had  already  occurred  in 
eoDsequence  of  the  alxtence  of  lights  on 
tbose  spots,  they  would  use  tbeir  in- 
fluence to  induce  the  proper  Government 
or  Authorities  to  erect  and  maintain 
adequate  lights  at  or  near  the  points  men;- 
lioned?  Hesaid  that,haYinglate1ypAssed 
twice  through  the  Red  Sea  on  voyages 
to  and  from  India,  his  attention  had  been 
directed  by  naval  officers  to  the  dan- 
gerous conditioD  of  the  navigation  of 
that  pwtioa  of  the  .sea  between  the 
O^lalaa  lighthouse  and  the  Island  of 

VOL.  Xm.     [FOtmTH  SERIES.] 


Perim,  in  the  Straits  of  Bab-el-Mandeb, 
a  distance  of  862  miles,  which  bad  to  be 
traversed  by  vessels  without  the  assistance 
of  a  single  tight.  The  Red  Sea  had  a 
total  length  of  about  1,200  miles,  and 
was  well  lighted  by  the  Egyptian 
Government  from  the  Suez  Canal  for 
the  first  340  miles  by  seven  lights  until 
the  Daedalus  light  was  reached.  After 
that  no  other  light  was  visible  until  the 
Straits  of  Bab-el-Mandeb  were  reached  at 
tlie  extreme  southern  limit  of  the  Red 
Sea,  when  a  light  was  a^in  seen  on  the 
British  Island  of  Perim.  The  mariner, 
after  passing  about  two-thirds  of  that  un- 
iigbtedstretchof 862  miles,  found  an  island, 
Jebel  Teir,  exactly  in  his  course,  and  should 
that  be  avoided  and  safely  passed  another 
exactly  similar  danger  bad  to  be  encoun- 
tered further  on.  To  escape  the  second 
Island,  Zebel  Zukiir,  unfortunately,  it  was 
necessary  to  pass  through  an  exceedingly 
narrow  channel  not  more  than  a  quarter 
mile  wide,  between  Zebel  Zukur  and 
Abu-Ail— safe  enough  in  full  daylight 
and  clear  weather,  but  at  night  or  in 
hazy  weather  very  dangerous  on  account 
of  shoals  on  both  sides.  That  difficulty 
passed,  the  course  had  to  be  changed,  and 
a  point  off  the  City  of  Mocha  made  for 
on  the  Arabian  Coast.  There,  again, 
difficulties  were  found :  the  land  lay 
very  low,  and  could  not  be  seen,  except 
in  the  clearest  weather  and  broad  day- 
light, and  danger  arose  from  the 
shoals  extending  atwut  four  miles  off 
the  point.  Naval  officers  agreed  that 
a  20-mile  lighthouse  should  be  placed 
on  Jebel  Teir,  which  would  enable 
them  to  steer  safely  between  two  danger- 
ous banks,  Dalialak  and  Shah  Parisan, 
and  in  order  to  avoid  two  hidden  rocks, 
the  "  Avocet  "  and  "Teddington,"  called 
after  veasel»  which  had  been  wrecked  on 
them.  Two  or  three  months  ago  he  saw 
wrecks  on  Zebel  Zukur,  aud  other 
ve.sselK  had  only  got  off  again  by 
throwing  overboard  their  cargoes. 
Formerly,  of  course,  the  Red  Sea  was 
not  much  navigated  ;  but  since  the  open- 
ing of  the  Suez  Canal,  it  had  become  of 
the  greatest  importance  that  it  should  be 
properly  surveyed  and  Ughteil.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  but  a  very  small  portion 
of  it  had  been  properly  surveyed. 
Though  on  the  map  it  looked  broad 
enough,  the  part  surveyed  aud  open  to 
navigation  was  exceedingly  narrow ; 
dnring  the  south-west  monsoons  the  cross- 
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currents  were  very  strong,  and  haze  also 
was  frequent.  At  the  last  inoetiug  of 
the  Suez  Canal  Company  it  was  stated 
that  3,539  ressels,  with  a  total  of 
7,700,000  tons,  had  passed  through  the 
Canal  last  year.  He  had  not  brought  the 
matter'  before .  the  House  on  his  own 
authority,  but  bis  information  had  been 
supplied  by  three  captains  commanding 
some  of  the  largest  vessels  passing  through 
the  Canal  of  tbe  extreme  danger  to  navi- 
gation from  the  existing  state  of  things, 
and  he  had  been  requested  to  bring  tbe 
matter  to  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  difficulty  iu  tbe  way 
seemed  to  be  that  these  rocks  were  claimed 
by  Turkey,  and  that,  consequently,  the 
Egyptian  and  English  Goveniments 
had  not  yet  beeu  able  to  erect  tbe  neces- 
sary lights.  But  now  that  the  Red  Sea 
had  become  so  important  a  maritime 
highway  he  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, in  concert  with  others,  would 
bring  all  legitimate  influence  to  bear  upon 
the  Turkish  Government,  to  iuduce 
them  either  themselves  to  erect  light- 
houses at  the  points  mentioned,  or  else  to 
consent  to  stand  aside  and  pormit  some 
other  Power  to  do  so.  He  trusted  the 
Government  would  be  aUe  to  give  a 
satisfactory  reply  to  the  question. 
•Lord  SUDELEY  was  very  glad 
indeed  that  tbe  noble  Eari  had  called 
attention  to  tlie  dangerous  navigation 
of  the  Red  Sea,  owing  to  the  absence  of 
light  on  the  rocks  known  as  Jebel  Teir 
and  Abu-Ail.  This  question  had  for  a 
long  time  been  considered  of  immense 
importance  by  all  tbe  Steamship  Com- 
panies wbose  vessels  pass  through  the 
Red  Sea.  In  the  middle  of  last  year  a 
proposal  was  made  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  for  an  alternative  route  by  the 
Hanish  Islands  Channel.  This  proposal 
was  conaideretl  very  fully  by  the  various 
Steamship  Companies  ;  and,  after  taking 
evidence  of  the  best  experts  and  captains 
in  the  trade  using  that  route,  a  very  large 
consensus  of  opinion  was  given  that  tbe 
presettt  route,  even  without  lights,  would 
be  far  better  than  the  Hanish  Islands 
route.  It  was  of  enormous  importance 
that  in  the  southern  part  of  the  Red  Sea, 
vrhere  a  very  lai^e  number  of  ships  pass 
by  day  and  night,  often  in  very  foggy 
weather,  the  peril  which  had  existed  for 
so  long  should  be  done  away  with  by 
lights  being  placed  at  Jebel  Teir,  at  Abu- 
Ail,  a  lightship  on  iheMocbashoals.  It 
The  Earl  of  Meath 


WR3  Stated,  he  did  not  know  with  what 
authority,  that  the  reason  this,  so  far, 
could  not  be  done  was  that  Turkey  had 
involved  herself  iu  an  unfortunate  com- 
plication with  a  French  syndicate,  so 
that,  except  at  aq  enormously  h^h  coet, 
which  would  necessitate  a  prohibitive  toll 
upon  ships,  the  lights  could  not  be  put 
up.  He  understood  that  in  the  Turktsli 
proposal  for  the  erection  of  these  lights 
it  was  actually  suggested  that  a  sum  of 
no  less  than  £48,000  annually  should  be 
levied  ou  shipping,  in  addition  to  what 
was  now  being  paid  by  tbe  shipping 
trade  to  the  Egyptian  Government,  to 
defray  an  outlay  ox  at  the  outside  from 
£25,000  to  £30,000  to  build  and  complete 
these  lights.  In  connection  wi^  this 
matter  ^e  whole  question  of  tbe  lights 
in  the  Red  Sea  was  opened  up,  as  ^ere 
was  no  doubt  that  especially  at  the 
present  time  shipowners  could  ill-afford 
to  stand  the  heavy  charges  imposed  20 
years  ago  when  tbe  lights  were  erected. 
At  that  time  freights  from  London  to 
Bombay  were  £10  to  £5,  whereas  tbey 
had  now  gone  down  from  25s.  to  los. 
Goods  could  now  be  sent  from  Manchester 
to  London,  a  distance  of  only  200  miles, 
at  the  same  price  that  they  could  be  carried 
from  London  to  B(»nbay,  a  distance  of 
6,500  miles.  Ko  less  than  £60,000  a  year 
profit  was  derived  by  the  Egjyptiau  Go- 
vernment from  the  lighthouses.  The 
P.  and  0.  Company,  with  which  he  was 
cotiuected,  had  paid  during  the  lost  five 
yfiars  no  less  than  £30,000  to  the  light- 
houses, a  sum  utterly  and  entirely  in 
excess  of  what  ought  to  be  paid  and  of 
what  would  be  demanded  in  any  other 
part  of  the  world.  It  was  believed  that 
no  less  than  £22,000  of  that  amount  was 
clear  profit.  As  the  finances  of  Bgypt 
had  become  so  satisfactory,  he  trusted 
that  this  question  of  tbe  lighting  of  the 
Red  Sea  might  now  receive  attention,  and 
that  the  Government  would  enter  a 
formal  protest  against  the  continuance  of 
these  heavy  payments. 

•Lord  PLAYFAIR  said,  that  the 
Govemmeut  liad  long  known  the  dangers 
to  which  the  noble  Lord  hod  drawn 
attention.  A  correspondence  apou  the 
subject  with  the  Foreign  Office  had  been 
going  on  since  1881,  in  which  year  the 
Turkish  Government  gave  a  concession 
to  a  syndicate  or  company  to  erect  23 
lights,  principally  local,  only  three  or  four 
being  in  the  fairway  of  navigation  for 
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luge  veeeels  passing  through  the  Red 
Sm.   The  lights  which  were  essential 
to  making  the  navigatioa  safe  were  in 
the  lover  part  of  the  Red  Seai,  but  the 
oneroos  demands  of  the  p^wms  who  had 
reeeired  the  concession  made  it  impos- 
sible f or  UB  to  treat  with  the  Turkish 
GoTemment  as  to  the  amount  which 
should  be  paid  for  the  lights  if  erected. 
A  meeting  of  the  great  Shipping  Com- 
panies with  the  Board  of  Trade  was  held 
receDtly,  and  an  alteroativo  route  was 
suggested,  but  the  companies  did  not  care 
to  adopt  it.    They  wished  to  go  by  the 
present  ronte,  but  they  were  uot  at  all 
willing  to  pay  the  onerous  sums  which 
i    the   concessionaires    of    the  Turkish 
I    Goremmeut  demanded.    They  said  that 
they  would  rather  Incnr  the  present  risks, 
i    Widi  regard  to  the  light  dnm  paid  to 
Egypt,  there  were  at  present  no  funds 
kTsikble  for  dealing  with  them ;  but  when 
rhe  new  tariff  was  sanctioned,  a  sum 
might  be  liberated  for  the  purpose,  and 
that  fact  had  been  kept  in  view  by  the 
Foreign  Office.    Both  the  Foreign  Offico 
[    and  the  Board  of  Trade  were  alive  to 
\    the  importance  of  the  subject,  and  were 
i    anxious   to   come   to   terms  with  the 
Turkish  Governmeot,  but  they  were  not 
'    prepared  to  sanction  the  onerous  terms 
which  the  concessionaires  demanded. 

THE   BRITISH  BBSIDSNT  AT 
RAROTONQA. 

The  Eahl  op  ONSLOW  rose  to  call 
attention  to  the  position  of  the  British 
Resident  at  Rarotonga,  in  the  Cook 
Islands  :  and  to  more — 

"That  tbe  British  Resident  in  those  Islands 
DQg^t  to  be  sppoinied  solely  by  tbe  Imperial 
Oorermnent,  aod  be  reiponsible  directly  to  Her 
Xajesty  through  one  of  Her  Principal  Secretaries 

State ;  and  also  to  move  for  correapoDdence 
retpecting  the  administration  of  the  Cook 
Itlands  laid  before  Uie  General  Assembly  of 
Sew  Zealand,  1891." 

He  said  these  Islands  were  seveu  iu 
unmber  and  occupied  1 80  square  miles  of 
oceao.  They  formed  the  gateway  to  the 
Eastern  Pacific  south  of  the  Equator. 
All  the  other  Islands  iu  the  neighbour- 
hood either  belonged  to  France  or  were 
under  French  influence.  The  Islands 
were  ruled  over  by  three  Queens.  The 
population  in  1888  was  estimated  at 
7,800.  For  two  years  after  the  declara- 
tion of  Protectorate,  in  1888,  the  Islands 
were  left  without  the  appointment  of  a 
Besident.    The  foreigners  of  all  kinds 


inhabiting  the  Islands  numbered  about 
50.  The  Islands  had  been  well-known 
to  missionaries  for  the  last  70  years.  On 
October  27,  1890^  Mr.  Moss,  Member  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  for  Pamell, 
a  suburb  of  Auckland,  and  formerly 
Provincial  Treasurer  for  Otago,  author  of 
a  book  on  the  Pacific  Islands,  was 
nominated  British  Besident.  Disturb- 
ances having  arisen  at  Mangaia,  one  of 
the  Islands,  he  (Lord  Onslow)  being 
then  Governor  of  New  Zealand,  thought 
it  advisable  to  send  Mr.  Moss  at  once,  in 
an  UDoSicial  capacity,  pending  the  arrival 
of  the  formal  appointment,  to  report  on 
the  condition  of  the  Islands  and  to  receive 
instructions.  On  hts  return  he  reported 
that  the  pmple  were  a  most  interesting 
race,  that  the  missionaiy  influence  had 
existed  in  the  Islands  for  70  years,  and 
one  of  the  missionaries  had  been  25  years 
iu  the  group.  It  was  the  missionaries 
who  made  the  law  of  the  country. 
Church  membership  was  indispensable 
for  public  life,  from  the  King  to  the 
policemen.  Of  these  there  were  155,  or 
one  to  every  12  of  the  population. 
Punishment  was  inflicted  in  the  shape  of 
A  flue,  involving  the  suspension  of  Church 
membership,  the  fines  being  paid  to  the 
policemen.  Church  suspension  meant 
what  was  called  nearer  home  "  boy- 
cotting*' and  liability  to  imprisonment. 
Criminals  were  termed  "filth  from  the 
irons  '*  till  their  peace  was  made  with  the 
Church.  Fines  were  generally  paid  by 
the  natives ;  but  Europeans,  called 
"papaas"  in  the  vernacular,  might  sin 
and  the  fines  could  not  be  collected. 
They  led  the  islanders  to  believe  that 
they  each  had  a  man-of-war  more  or 
less  at  command  when  wanted.  One 
£mt>pean,  fined  15  dolliu^,paid  instead  a 
box  of  matches,  a  bar  of  soap,  and  some 
calico  eaten  by  rats,  which  the  Queen 
was  forced  to  accept ;  but  when  her  own 
cousin  was  fined  5  dollars  and  cotdd  not 
afford  to  pay,  the  Church  officials  took 
his  boat,  although  it  was  his  only  means 
of  livelihood.  The  offences  were  moral 
as  well  as  secular,  and  many  of  them 
such  as  would  be  regarded  as  offences  only 
in  foro  conscientieB.  For  sorcery  there 
was  a  fine  of  5  dollars  ;  visitiug  a  village 
other  than  one^s  own  on  Sunday  entailed 
a  fine  of  5  dollars  ;  if  a  man  cried  for  a 
dead  woman  who  was  uot  related  to  him 
the  fine  was  15  dollars.  If  a  man  put  his 
arm  round  a  woman's  waist  in  the  road 
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at  night  aud  hud  a  torch  iu  his  haud  he 
was  to  go  free  ;   if  lie  had  no  torch  he 
was  to  be  finetl  10  dollars.    These  fines 
were  divided  among  the  policemen,  and 
in  the  hunt  after  snbjects  for  them  the 
policemen  enterctl  houses  hy  night  and 
extorted  confe»ftion   from  women  hy 
torture.     Girls    were    shut     up  in 
dark      holes     with      little      or  no 
clothing,   exposed   to    the   attacks  of 
mosquitoes.      Mr.    Moss    found  three 
policemen  mounting  gimnl  over  !«lx  girls 
imprisoned  iu  one  of  tliese  holes.  Another 
practice  was  to  make  them  stand  on  a 
iin.  drumhead  for  long  hours,  with  their 
hands  raised  over  their  headu  iioidiug  a 
stick,  any  lowering  of  which  brought  a 
sharp  rap  on  the  elbow  from  the  police- 
man's cane.     In   all   the  Islands  the 
rulers  complain  bitterly  of  the  importa- 
tion of  strong  drink  of  foreign  manu- 
facture as  the  only  thing  that  gave  them 
great  trouble.    The  importation  of  drink 
was  totally  prohibited  by  a  law  of  1888, 
but  it  fell  stilllwrn  from  the  press  in 
which  it  was  printed.    When  Mr.  Moss 
firat  visiteil  the  Island  there  were  19 
houses  open  for  the  sale  of  drink  at  all 
hours  of  the  day  and  night.     In  the 
ordinary  course  of  business  14  casks  of 
rum  were  landed  on  the  same  day  that 
Mr.  Mobs  landed.    Mr.  Moss  called  a 
meeting  of  the  principal  Chiefs,  with  a 
representative  elected  by  the  European 
residents,  to  discuss  the  position  of  the 
liquor  traffic.    The  natives  were  unani- 
mously against  prohibition,  which  it  had 
been  found  impossible  to  enforce,  and  in 
favour  of  restrictive  permission  to  sell 
liquor,  but  more  especially  were  they 
loud  in  their  desire  that  the  "  papaas  " 
should  bo  undo-  the  same  laws  as  the 
natives.    After  an  adjournment  for  the 
European  representative  to  consult  his 
constituents,  it  was  decided  that,  with 
only  two  dissentients,  some  permissive 
law  should  be  brought  into  force.  On 
the  return  of  Mr.  Moss  to  New  Zealand 
he  received  his  formal  appointment  as 
British  Resident ;  and  he  (Lord  Onslow) 
wrote  a  Despatch  on  which  Mr.  Moss 
was  to  act  as  British  Rcsideut.    In  this 
Despatch  he  said — 

"  Ton  should  be  careful,  as  CarnH  iKxwiblc,  to 
aroid  interfering  with  the  natives  in  their 
l^Blation.  Their  present  laws  seem  to  be 
founded  on  Christian  principles  of  morality, 
and  their  infringement  involves  spiritual  as  well 
as  temporal  [wnalties ;  and  you  should 
endeavour  to  keep  the  two  classes  of  punish- 

The  Earl  of  Onitlow 


ment  ilistiuct,  by  insisting  yoiuwJi  on  the 
punctual  payment  of  all  fines,  ix>th  by  oatim 
and  foreigners,  and  leaving  the  inflJetiffli  of 
^i  ritual  punishment  to  the  members  of  tlie 
Church.  In  the  Arikis  (they  were  the  noMlity) 
you  already  have  the  germ  of  a  RepresentaliTe 
Legislative  Body,  which  you  should  enoonnge 
in  every  way,  and  of  which  you  should,  when- 
ever ]>ossiblc.  increase  the  representative 
character." 

Acting  upon  that  Despatch,  Mr.  Moss 
went  through  the  Islands  aud  assisted  in 
establishing  a  system  of  Home  Rule, 
each  with  a  Central  Federal  Parliament, 
of  which  the  three  Queens  were  to  be 
ex  officio  members.  The  Islands  were 
each  under  different  forms  of  government. 
In  one  the  Queen  aud  nobility  enjoy  a 
system  of  feudal  tenure  with  claims  to 
the  services  of  the  common  people.  In 
another  the  King  is  iu  the  position  occu- 
pied by  the  Mikado  of  Japan  before  the 
revolutiou,  and  although  acknowledged 
Sovereign  he  was  kept  in  honourable 
confinement  while  the  acts  of  govern- 
ment were  executed  in  his  name.  In « 
third  the  government  was  administered 
by  a  number  of  Oovernors  who  claimed 
to  be  of  the  Royal  Family,  but  in  whose 
power  the  selection  of  King  restetl. 
Mr.  Moss  weut  around  all  the  Islaudij 
assisting  them  to  establish  Local  Councils 
for  the  expenditure  of  the  Federal  grant 
and  for  making  such  regulatious  as  were 
found  possible  for  the  government  of 
each  Island.  At  one  he  found  the 
Municipal  Council  was  compotsed  only  of 
those  who  could  boast  Church-member^ 
ship,  and  that  the  Ungas,  or  hermit- 
crabs — so  called  because  they  occupied 
laud  not  their  own,  but  belonging  to  the 
nobility  under  a  feudal  system — were 
entirely  excluded.  Uuder  the  revised 
system  inaugurated  by  Mr.  Moss  two 
members  were  to  be  elected  by  the 
Chiefs,  two  by  the  landed  gentry,  aud 
two  by  the  hermit-crabs.  Mr.  Moss, 
besides  these  political  reforms,  had  taken 
measures  to  control  the  liquor  traffic 
and  had  done  other  good  work.  The 
result  had  been  most  satisfactory,  aud 
Mr.  Chaworth,  a  most  active  misBiouary 
out  there,  had  borne  testimony  to  it. 
Various  circumstances,  however,  and 
among  them  the  insnfRcieucy  of  hi;> 
salary  of  £300,  bail  tended  to  reduce  the 
power  aud  iufluence  of  the  Resident. 
Consequently,  as  the  authority  of  the 
Resident  could  oidy  be  enforced  by  the 
presence  of  a  British  man-of-war  iu  case 
of  any  dilTerence  arising  l)etween  him 
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Mild  tlte  native  authoritk-^,  he  hupe<l  their 
Lonlahips  wouhl  ni^ree  with  him  in 
ihtukitig  that  the  time  had  uomc  when 
tlie  Imperial  Govuniment  .-ilioultl  accept 
redpousiUlity  aud  make  the  British  Rc- 
sideDt  respouttible  direct  to  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  Secretaries  of  State.  The 
iTade  of  the  group  with  AuHtrnlia  also 
had  increased,  and  Mr.  Mobs  gave  hopes 
that  it  would  become  importaat.  The 
people  were  well  satisfied  with  him,  and 
did  not  wish  any  change.  Finding  his 
»lary  of  £300  iusufllicieut,  he  requested 
the  New  Zealand  Government,  who  ap- 
pointed him,  to  appoint  a  Committee  to 
iuquire  and  report  whether  they  would 
make  proper  provision  for  him  or  would 
withdraw  the  British  Resident  alto- 
gether ;  but  nothing  was  done  in  the 
matter  in  couaequence  of  the  death  or 
retirement  of  members  who  had  taken  an 
interest  in  the  matter.  None  remained 
who  did  so  sufficiently  for  it  to  be  dealt 
with  properly.  Their  Lordships  would 
no  doubt  think  that  an  Imperial  officer 
should  be  appoiiitetl  ■  in  the  Inlands  who 
would  l)e  able  to  protect  British  interests 
there.  He  hoped,  therefore,  he  should 
receive  a  favourable  reply  to  the  Motiou 
from  the  uoble  Marquess  who  represented 
the  Colonies. 

Moved — 

"That  the  British  Resident  at  Harotuiign,  in 
the  t'ook  lalaad',  ought  to  be  ap|>niiitcil  solely 
by  Ihe  Imperial  Gi>veniment,  and  Iw  resixtn- 
'iUe  directly  to  Her  Majesty  through  one  of 
Her  Principal  Secretaries  of  Stale."— (7%f  JSarl 

•The  secretary  of  STATE  k.k 
THE  COLONIES  (The  Marques.-*  of 
Ripox)  :  If  your  Lordships  were  not 
generally  well  acquainted  with  the  his- 
tory and  conditiou  of  the  Cook  Islands 
before  my  noble  Friend  addressed  you, 
I  am  quite  sure,  after  the  interesting  and 
graphic  speech  we  have  just  listened  to, 
fou  will  understand  the  position  of 
■fairs  in  that  part  of  the  world.  The 
noble  Earl,  with  foil  knowkilge  of  the 
case  which  he  has  acquired  in  the  official 
positiou  he  recently  held,  has  giveu 
a  very  clear  account  of  the  con- 
ilitioD  of  a  people  who  seem  to 
me  to  be  well  deserving  of  onr  sym- 
pathy ;  and  when  the  Papers  are  Uid 
on  the  Table,  I  would  advise  those  who 
feel  any  interest  in  the  Islands  to  read 
them,  and  see  the  statements  diere  made. 
I  igree  with  the  remarks  of  the  noble 


Eiirl  IIS  to  the  history  of  the  ease,  and 
especiully  in  regard  to  tlie  services  of 
Mr.  Moss,  who  has  certainly  discharged 
his  duties  in  the  Islands  extremely  well, 
and  is  doiug  a  good  work  among  the 
people.  I  caauot,however,agree  with  the 
noble  Earl  in  thinking  that  a  system  under 
which  such  an  excellent  work  is  lieing  done 
requires  alteration.    It  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  Mr.  Moss  was  practically  se- 
lected by  the  Government  of  New  Zealand, 
though,  of  course,  he  was  formally  ap- 
pointed by  the  Imperial  Government. 
The  noble  Earl  sayB  that  Mr.  Moss  if 
inadequately  paid,  but  that  is  the  atfttir 
of  New  Zealand.  The  Imperial  Govern- 
ment did  not  of  themselves  take  o\'er  the 
Protectorate  of  the  Islands.    In  1864  or 
1 866,  when  Lord  Card  well  was  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  the  islanders 
requested  that  the  Islands  should  be  an- 
nexed to  the  British  Empire.  Their 
request  was  refused,  and  it  was  again 
declined  when  mude  at  a  later  porioil, 
but  iu   188H  or  18S9  the  New  Zealand 
Government  came  forward  and  pressed 
the  Imperial  GoTornmeut  to  uudcrtake 
the  proteetion  of   the  Islands  oti  the 
ground  of  the  interest  which  they  had 
there  iu  tmde  and  commerce  ;  and  it  was 
then  only  that  the  British  Governmeut 
consented  to  it  on  the  distinct  nndcr- 
stamliug  that  New  Zealand  undertook  to 
pay  the  expenses  involved  and  bear  all 
the  iiecuuiury  burdens  of  the  Protectorate. 
The  noble  Earl  has  shown  no  sufficient 
reason  iu  the  statements  he  hart  made 
why   the   course    then  adopted  should 
now  be  departed  from,  wliy  the  armuge- 
ment  of  three  or  four  years  ago  should 
be  upset,  and  why  the  Islands  should  lie 
placed  under  the  control  of  a  Secretary 
of  State  at   the  cost  of  tlie  Imperial 
Tretwury.    This  might  have  been  done 
three  or  four  years  ago ;  but  to  now  with- 
draw thu  Islands  from  the  general  control 
of  the  New  Zealand  Government  would, 
1  believe,  Ik;  a  »tei>  that  would  be  re- 
garded as  disagreeable,  if  uot  offensive, 
by  that  Government.    If  Mr.  Moss  is 
iuodequately  paid  I  hope  his  case  will  be 
consider^  by  the  Goverumeiit  of  New 
Zealand,  and  that  they  will  do  whatever 
they  deem  right  in  the  matter  ;  but  I 
cannot  think  your  Lordships  would  upon 
that  ground  alone  upset  an  arrangement 
which  has  been  made  with  the  Colonial 
Government   upon    an  understanding 
which  has  been  distinctly  agreed^aijy 
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them.  My  noble  Friend  alluded  to  other 
matters  connected  with  New  Zealand 
politics,  but  I  do  not  think  it  convenieut 
that  I  should  enter  upon  them  at  the  present 
moment.  I  do  not  admit  altogether  the 
accuracy  of  the  mode  in  which  ray  noble 
Friend  described  them,  and  I  think  if  any 
discussion  comes  np  on  them  I  shall  find 
a  not  reluctant  ally  iu  my  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Knntsford)  opposite. 

•Lord  KNUTSFOED  :  Perhaps,  as  I 
had  the  honour  of  appointing  Mr.  Moas, 
I  may  be  allowed  to  express  my  entire 
concurrence  in  the  praise  which  has  been 
given  him  for  the  work  he  has  done. 
That  work  appears  especially  deserving 
of  approbation  in  the  two  following 
respects :  first,  for  introducing  a  sound 
system  of  simple  law  iTito  these 
Islands  where  formerly  there  prevailed 
those  somewhat  extraordinary  customs  to 
which  my  noble  Friend  has  referred  ; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  for  stopping 
the  frightful  amount  of  drinking  which 
went  on  among  the  islanders.  On 
those  two  grounds  alone  I  think  Mr. 
Moss  is  entitled  to  our  highest  praise. 
But  I  quite  concur  in  what  my  noble 
Friend  opposite  has  said  :  that  there  is 
no  reason  now  why  the  arraugement 
which  has  been  entered  into  should  be 
altered.  It  is,  in  the  first  place,  rather  a 
dangerous  thing  to  l>rcak  up  an  arrange- 
meu  t  which  was  undertaken  at  the  earnest 
request  of  the  New  Zealaud  Government, 
that  these  Islands  should  be  placed  under 
the  protection  of  Her  Majesty  upou  the 
distinct  understanding  that  tlie  New 
Zealand  Government  were  to  pay  for 
the  Resident.  To  that  they  agreed' ;  nud 
certainly  while  I  was  in  office  I  never 
heard  any  protest  on  their  part  against 
paying  this  gentleman,  or  of  any  desire 
on  their  part  to  alter  the  arrangement. 
On  the  contrary,  as  far  as  I  know,  they 
are  quite  satisfied  with  it,  and  with  the 
hold  which  they  have  over  the  Islands, 
for  of  course  the  New  Zealand  Govern- 
ment can  exercise  a  much  more  effective 
and  satisfactory  control  over  them  than 
we  could  at  this  great  distance.  \  concur 
entirely,  therefore,  in  what  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite  has  said,  {ind  also  in 
demurring  to  the  statement  that  my 
noble  Friend  made  about,  the  action  of 
Lord  Glasgow,  and  the  orders  that  were 
given  him  from  home  in  the  matter  of 
nominating  to  the  Legislative  Council ; 

The  Marquess  of  Ripon 


but  I  agree  this  is  not  a  fitting  time  for 
going  into  it. 

•The  Marquess  of  RIPON :  I  shall 
be  happy  to  give  the  noble  Earl  the 
Papers  for  which  he  asks ;  but  they 
are  voluminous,  and  the  interest  in  the 
subject  is  not,  I  am  afraid,  very  great.  I 
think,  therefore,  it  would  be  sufficient, 
without  incurring  expense  of  printing,  that 
tbey  should  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  and  placed  in  the  Library,  where 
they  will  be  available  to  Members  of  this 
and,  by  courtesy,  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  If  the  Press  or  any  other 
persons  interested  wish  to  see  them  they 
will  be  at  the  Colonial  Office,  where  firee 
access  will  be  given  to  them. 

The  Earl  of  ONSLOW  said,  that 
after  hearing  the  statement  trf  liie  noble 
Marquess  he  would  not  go  to  a  Division 
on  the  first  ;wrt  of  the  Motion,  bat 
would  confine  the  Motion  to  the  latter 
part,  refen  ing  to  the  production  of  Cor- 
respondence, which  he  understood  would 
be  agreed  to.  He  was  not  without 
hopes,  after  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Marquess,  that  bis  object  would 
be  attained,  sooner  or  later,  of  the 
New  Zealaud  Grovernment  putting  the 
'Kesideut  iu  a  different  position  and 
enabling  him  to  properly  represent  a  great 
Empire.  He  trusteid  the  noble  Marquess 
would  cxraxiise  his  influence  in  that 
direction,  and  that  the  existing  arrauge- 
ment would  continue  with  advantage  to 
this  country,  and  to  the  Islands  them- 
selves. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

Then  it  was  move<l — 

"That  an  humble  Adilress  be  i)re9eiited  to  Her 
Majesty  for  correspondence  respecting  the  ail- 
miniHtratiiju  of  the  Cook  IaIan«U  laid  before 
the  Ocnenil  Assembly  of  New  Zealand  In  1891." 
— (77if  Jifirl  of  Oii4lou\) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

BUROH  POLICE  (SCOTLAND)  ACT  (18»2) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  OS.) 
KEPORT  OF  AMENDMENTS. 

Ameudinents  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

•LoKB  PLAYFAIR  said,  be  had  one 
or  two  small  Amendments  to  make  on 
the  Report.  They  were  intended  to 
carry  out  a  suggestion  which  had  been 
made  in  St»Bdin|  ^(^itj^^y  noble 
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Lords  opposite,  ia  reference  to  the  views 
of  neighbouring  burghs  being  considered 
Wwo  action  was  takeu  in  oourerting 
places  into  Police  Burghs. 

Verbal  Amendments  agreed  to ;  and 
Bill  to  be  read  3"  on  Mon^y  next. 

PUCES    OF  WORSHIP   (SITES)  BILL. 
(Mo.  96.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

'Lord  BELPEB  said,  there  were 
already  two  Acts,  referred  to  in  the 
Prmmble  of  tho  Bill,  which  gave  power 
to  the  owners  of  limited  estates  to 
sell  parts  of  entailed  estates  under  cer- 
taiu  mtricttons  for  the  purposes  which 
were  included  in  the  present  Bill.  This 
Bill,  however,  went  further,  and  provided 
that  where  the  consent  of  the  landlords 
to  sell  sites  could  not  be  obtained,  aud 
dkere  were  no  other  sites  available  in  the 
neighbourhood,  then,  under  oertain  con- 
ditions, sites  could  be  taken  otherwise 
Uun  by  consent.  As  to  the  machinery 
of  the  Bill,  it  was  provided  that  a  raqai- 
Bitioo  in  writing  must  be  served  ou  the 
owner  and  occupier  of  the  site  required. 
The  requisition  must  be  accompanied  by 
a  plan  of  the  site  and  bearing  a  reference 
to  the  Ordnance  Survey,  and  must  state 
the  religious  denomination  for  whose  use 
the  site  was  required,  aud  also  the  names 
of  the  trustees  to  whom  the  sito  was  to 
be  conveyed,  and  must  be  signed  by  at 
least  20  inhabitant  householders  resident 
m  the  parish  in  which  the  site  was 
situated  or  within  a  radius  of  two  miles 
bom  such  site.  After  the  expiration  of 
six  months  a  Memorial  might  be  sent  to 
the  Local  Government  Board  praying 
that  an  Order  might  be  made  for  the 
acquisition  of  the  site.  The  Memorial 
was  to  be  signed  by  two  or  more  of  the 
persons  who  signed  the  requisition,  and 
was  to  be  accompanied  by  such  requisi- 
tion. The  Board  were  then  to  take  the 
Memorial  into  consideration,  and  might 
eithn*  dismiss  the  same  or  direct  a  local 
inquiry  to  Jije  held.  If  they  were  satis- 
fied that  a  case  had  been  made  ont  they 
might  make  an  Order  for  the  acquisition 
of  the  site  or  any  part  of  it,  with  or 
withoQt  conditions.  In  determining  the 
matter  of  the  Memorial  the  Board  were 
to  have  regard  to  all  the  circumstances 


of  the  case,  including  the  ability  or  other- 
wise of  the  Memorialists  to  obtain  some 
other  suitable  site  by  agreement,  aud 
they  were  also  to  consider  whether  any 
undue  injury  would  be  caused  to  other 
property  belonging  to  the  owner  or  occu- 
pier of  the  site.  The  amount  of  the 
purchase-money,  if  not  agreed  upon,  was 
to  be  determiueil  by  arbitration  under 
the  Arbiti:atiou  Act,  1889.  It  was  also 
laid  down  in  the  Bill  that  in  case  the 
land  couvcyed  uuder  it  should  cease  to 
be  used  for  the  purposes  for  which  it 
was  conveyed,  the  original  owner  might 
obtain  such  land  upon  payment  to  the 
trustees  of  a  sum  to  be  determined  by 
agreement  or  arbitration.  As  to  the 
necessity  of  this  measure,  a  good  many 
cases  had  been  quoted  where  sites  could 
not  Ih;  procured  by  private  agreement. 
He  did  not  say  that  there  would  be  a 
very  large  number  of  places  to  which 
this  Bill  would  refer  ;  but  he  had  a  list 
of  places,  for  instance,  in  Wales,  which  he 
believed  was  authentic,  showing  the 
necessity  for  such  a  measure  as  this,  in 
which  t^ere  had  been  a  difficulty  in  ob- 
taining sites,  and  in  many  of  which  sites 
had  been  absolutely  refused.  Evidence 
on  the  subject  had  been  given  in  1880 
before  the  Town  Holdings  Committee 
by  gentlemen  retiidcut  in  Wale!»,  and  that 
Committee  slated  in  their  Report  that  it 
was  most  desirable  on  public  grounds 
thatall  Religious  Bodies  should  be  euabletl 
to  obtain  a  secure  tenure  for  their  places 
of  worship.  Ou  one  estate  application 
had  been  made  for  a  piece  of 
land,  and  a  deputation  ha4  waited 
upon  the  owner  more  than  once  ;  but  tho 
application  was  refused,  although  the 
parish  church  was  two  miles  away.  On 
another  estate  the  owner  had  warned  his 
tenants  not  to  give  any  board  or  lodging 
to  a  minister  of  a  certain  Nonconformist 
body.  On  another  estate,  also  in  Wales, 
a  site  for  a  minister's  house  had  been 
refused.  Their  Lordships  would  agree 
it  was  not  desirable  that  any  Religious 
Body,  who  bon&  fide  required  a  place  of 
public  worship  in  their  own  neighbour- 
hood,  should  be  debarred  from  getting  it, 
merely  from  the  fact  that  they  were 
unable  to  procure  the  necessary  site.  On 
public  grounds,  and  in  the  interests  of 
landowners  themselvers,  it  was  desirable 
that  such  a  state  of  things  should  be  put 
a  stop  to  by  the  Legislature.  Noble 
liorda  opposite,  in  their  opposition  to  the 
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Bill,  were,  no  doubt,  proceeding  on  tlie 
principle  that  power  should  not  \^e  given 
to  take  land  without  the  consent  of  the 
owners.  Some  of  their  Lordships 
appareotlj  believed  that  the  Bill  was 
based  on  a  new  principle  in  reference  to 
Buch  piirpoaee ;  btit  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  was  not  a  new  one,  for  there  had 
existed  ou  the  Statute  Book  an  Act 
which  gave  precisely  the  same  jwwers  to 
the  Church  of  £ughiud  a»  were'  now 
asked  for  on  behalf  of  other  ReligiouH 
Bodies.  That  Act  had  the  sanction  of 
the  present  Members  of  this  House,  for 
in  1887  a  Bill  was  introduce<l  to  repeal 
it ;  but  that  Bill,  although  formally  read 
a  aeoond  time,  was  never  allowed  to  go 
further,  and  was  rejected  with  very 
scant  courtesy.  He  believed  it  to  be  the 
case,  however,  that  that  Act  had  only 
been  enforced  once ;  but  the  circumstance 
that  it  hwl  been  so  seldom  lued  was, 
perhaps,  partly  due  to  the  fact  that  most 
of  the  laud  in  the  country  was  in  the 
hands  of  members  of  the  Church  of 
England,  who  were  only  too  happy,  if 
the  necessity  arose,  to  give  land  without 
any  compulsion  ;  it  was  also  in  a  great 
measure,  no  doubt,  due  to  the  existence 
of  the  compulsory  powers  which  might 
be  called  into  force,  so  that  the  landlords 
had  strong  reasons  for  complylug  with 
the  declaration  of  the  Legislature,  and 
giving  the  laud  required,  without 
rendering  it  necessary  to  call  the  com- 
pulsory powers  into  force.  That,  he 
believed,  would  he  the  effect  of  this  Bill, 
and  he  consideretl  that  in  very  few  cases 
would  it  be  found  necessary  to  put  it 
compnisorily  into  force.  This  Bill  had 
been  before  the  House  of  Commons  for  a 
great  many  years.  Last  year,  when  the 
late  Government  was  in  power,  it  had 
been  read  in  that  House  a  second  time 
without  a  Division,  and  the  principle 
affirmed.  Thiayear,again,itwasaccepted 
as  an  unopposed  Bill.  It  was  necessary 
to  refer  to  that,  because  he  thought  the 
present  form  of  the  Bill,  giving  power 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  to  hold 
the  inquiry,  was  a  matter  of  arrangement 
between  both  sides  of  the  House  ;  for 
while  in  the  original  Bill  the  power  was 
given  to  the  County  Councils,  the  Bill  was 
allowed  to  pass  unopposed,  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  Local  Government 
Board  should  be  called  in  as  the  Body  to 
whom  the  matter  should  be  referred.  He 
thought  their  Lordships  would  find  that 

Lord  Beiper 
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the  provision8  of  the  Bill  had  been  care- 
fully consideretl.  An  attempt  had  lieen 
made  to  safeguard  the  powers  from  hut 
abuisc,  and  to  guard  as  far  as  pos^tllile  llic 
iutcrc»ts  of  the  landlords  wiieu  the  power 
of  compulsion  was  used  in  taking  the 
land.  He  believed  that  there  was  a 
necessity  for  the  measure,  and  that  itH 
provisions  would  be  found  to  give  due 
security  to  all  concerned.  The  principle 
of  the  Bill  having  already  been  sanctioned 
by  Parliament,  he  ventured,  with  some 
confideuue,  to  ask  their  Lordships  to  give 
it  a  Second  Reading. 

Moved,  "That  theBill  benow  read  2"." 

—{The  Lord  Beiper.) 

•Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY, 
ill  moving  **That  theBill  be  read  a  second 
time  that  day  three  mouths,"  said,  this  Bill 
provided  that  20  householders  residing 
tn  a  circle  of  four  miles  diameter  could 
claim  any  site  they  pleased.  This  was  a 
very  large  area,  exceeding  that  of  most 
parishes,  and  one  which  might  extend 
into  several  parishes.  In  so  large  an 
area  20  signatureK  couhl  easily  be  col- 
lected from  persons  not  really  interested 
in  the  place  of  worsliip  proposed.  Two 
miles  was  a  long  distance  to  go,  and,  in 
many  cases,  it  was  the  cause  of  people 
going  to  chapeU  rather  than  to  the 
parish  church.  The  payment  for  these 
sites  was  to  be  fixed  by  arbitration — a 
very  expensive  method — instead  of  by 
valuers  appointed  by  the  Govemmeut. 
If  the  site  were  abandoned,  the  value  of 
the  buildings  put  up  was  also  to  be  the 
subject  of  arbitration.  This  provision 
would  open  the  door  to  speculative  builders 
obtaining  sites  and  putting  up  jerry 
buildings  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
compensation.  There  was  no  definition 
of  public  worship  ;  so  that  persons  who 
entirely  repudiated  the  necessity  of  public 
worship,  such  as  Positivists  ami  Secu- 
larists, might  claim  sites  under  this  Bill, 
for  they  appeared  in  a  list  of  registered 
places  of  public  worship.  There  wait  no 
reason  why  the  ministers  of  alt  the 
Dissenting  sects  should  be  privilegeil  to 
have  sites  for  houses  provided  for  them 
under  market  value  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
for  the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England 
had  not  got,  and  had  never  asked  for, 
this  power  to  purchase  sites  for  houses 
without  consent ;  and,  if  this  Bill  passed, 
neither  they  nor  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  would  wish  to  u-atjjtbnnpelves  of 
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it.  He  asked  their  Lordships  to  reject 
Uiis  BUI,  as  it  was  a  measure  of  confisca- 
tion, nndisguisediy  au  electioneering 
ni»9nre,  and  a  thiuly-veiled  attempt  at 
endowment  of  Dissent  oiit  of  the  pockets 
(rf  private  tndiriduals ;  and  because  there 
¥u  no  necessity  for  it.  It  was  admitted 
that  all  compulsory  sales  vere  sales 
under  the  market  value  ;  and,  to  justify 
sacfa  eompuIsioQ,  it  would  be  necessary 
to  show  that  it  was  ret[uired  for  some 
great  public  benefit  or  exigency.  Such 
a  raeasnre  had  never  been  asketl  for  by 
the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church, 
although  there  were  a  large  number  of 
them  who  even  now  had  uo  reKidences. 
Among  the  benefices  of  under  £200  a 
year  net,  id  the  four  Dioceses  of  Norwich, 
Ely,  PeterhoTOUgh,  and  St.  Albaus,  and 
iothe  gift  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  there 
were  284  clergy  still  unprovided  with 
houses.  It  was  tnte  that  there  was  an 
Act  for  the  compulsory  acquisition  of 
sites  for  churches ;  but  this  Act  had 
only  once  been  put  in  force  at 
Binniogham,  and  it  was  to  the  credit 
of  the  Church  of  England  that  it 
hid  been  more  scrupulous  than  the  law. 
Xor  was  this  all.  Of  late  years  Church- 
men had  brought  in  Bills  to  repeal  this 
Act,  as  l>ein^  contrary  to  the  freedom  of 
the  age  in  which  we  live  ;  but  the  Dis- 
senters hairl  constantly  iiloeked  those 
Bills  in  the  House  of  Commons  for  their 
own  purposes,  either  to  keep  a  grievnnce, 
or  as  a  basis  for  the  Bill  now  before  the 

i  Hoase.  The  times  were  altered,  and 
UQficnipiilons  men  would  jmt  claims  into 
a  Bill,  which  individuals  would  not 
Tenture  to  entertain  or  to  formn  late 
amongst  one  anothet- ;  and,  because  such 
immoral  pretensions  were  framed  in  Par- 
liamentary Bills,  ignorant  people  were 
demoralised  and  led  to  1>elieye  chat 
things  wrong  in  themselves  could  be 
made  right  by  Act  of  I'arliament.  The 
Preamble  of  this  Bill  could  not  be 
proved — there  was  no  expediency,  still 
less  necessity,  to  endow  and  foster 
Dissent.  Dissent  implied  and  involved 
dissension,  and  it  was  no  part  of  the 
duty  of  that  House  to  do  anything  which 
wooM  contribute  to  increase  or  make 
permanent  the  divisions  amongst  our 
conntrymen.  There  was  no  necessity 
for  this  Bill,  for  there  was  hardly  a 
parish  in  England  which  had  not  got 
more  than  one  chapel  and  a  residence  for 

j    the  minister ;  most  fA  them  heavily  in 


debt.  In  Anglesey,  chapels  were  much 
more  numerous,  and  there  was  one 
in  every  hamlet.  This  Bill  would 
have  the  effect  of  multiplying  chapels 
and  sects,  and  of  increasing  the 
grounds  for  the  sarcasm  against  this 
conntry  of  its  possessing  "  one  sauce  and 
50  religions.^'  Since  Voltaire  said  that, 
the  number  of  sects,  if  not  religions,  had 
grown  to  260.  There  were  no  less  than 
14  divisions  of  Baptists  alone  ;  Baptists 
pure  and  simple,  General,  New  Con- 
gregation, Particular,  Seventh-Day, 
Open,  Strict,  Unitarian,  Calvinistic 
Baptists,  and  others.  He  should  like  to 
know  on  behalf  of  which  of  these  sects 
the  noble  Lord  was  pleading  for  sites  for 
their  Dissenting  ctwpels  ?  The  more 
absunl  and  extravagant  of  these  sects — 
such  as  Irvingites  and  Muggletonians — 
had  died  out ;  and  now  that  the  religious 
spirit  was  ilying  out  of  Dissent  there 
was  no  reason  for  playing  into  the 
hands  of  political  Dissenters,  Many  of 
the  more  conscientious  and  religious 
members  of  the  Nonconformist  Body 
ha<l  publicly  bewaileil  the  decay  of  re- 
ligion amongst  them  ;  and  that  fact  was 
proved  independently  by  tiie  way  the 
jl^oucouformists  had  abandoned  the  cause 
of  religious  education  in  the  elementary' 
schools.  This  Bill  was  not  so  had  iu  its 
drafting  us  that  for  the  Enfranchisement 
of  Sites  ;  but  the  method  of  valuing  land 
by  arbitration  was  fully  as  bad  as  by 
submitting  valuation  to  a  County  Court 
Judge.  Arbitration  was  not  only  un- 
satisfactory, but  also  excessively  ex- 
pensive— the  expense  iu  a  case  he  knew 
of  was  four  times  the  amount  of  the 
award.  Government  valuers  would 
be  far  preferable  to  arbitration.  There 
were  some  persons  who  objected  strongly 
to  the  Enfranchisement  Bill,  yet  who 
looked  with  more  tolerance  on  this  Bill, 
which  was  as  bad  in  tiie  way  of  con- 
fiscation. If,  however,  tliis  Bill  were 
passed,  nil  the  effects  of  the  Enfran- 
chisement Bill  would  be  obtained  ;  for 
an  existing  chsi)el  would  only  have  to 
ask  for  a  little  more  land  under  this 
Bili  in  order  to  become  enfran- 
chised. The  Enfranchisement  Bill 
violated  contract,  and  would  give  to  those 
who  were  dishonest  enough  to  avail  them- 
selves of  it,  land  leased  to  them  at 
nominal  rents,  at  a  value  far  below  that 
of  the  market.    The  Bill  now  before  the 
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as  coDcerned  violation  of  contract,  and 
would  also  have  the  bad  effect  of  increas- 
ing the  Qumbor  of  cbapels  and  encour- 
aging Dissent.  He  had  said  this  was  an 
Electioneering  Bill,  and  It  was  only  part 
of  the  attack  made  hj  a  few  Radical 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
•who  did  not  really  represent  the  Welsh 
counties  they  eat  for,  upon  the  Church 
and  other  institutions.  It  was  well  known 
how  much  Mr.  Gladstone  guided  himself 
by  what  was  called  the  Koncouformist 
coDscience  ;  but  it  had  not  been  yet  con- 
clusively proved  whether  that  conscience 
had  beeu  seared  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  or 
whether  he  had  beeu  perverted  by  follow- 
ing its  dictates.  It  was  certain  that  this 
couRcience  was  of  a  very  elastic  luture, 
and  would  swallow  a  great  deal,  as  was 
shown  by  tlieso  two  Bills  respecting 
chapel  sites.  He  would  conclude  with  a 
Btory  which  bore  upon  the  subject  of  the 
Bill.  A  chapel  had  been  buitt,  he  did 
not  know  whore,  but  it  was  said  to  be  in 
Cheshire  ;  and  the  people  of  the  chapel 
told  a  stonemason  to  engrave  upon  the 
date  stone  the  text  "  My  house  shall  be 
called  the  house  of  prayer."  The  stone- 
mason, beiug  doubtful  of  his  spelling, 
consulted  his  Bible,  and  engraved  the 
whole  verse,  which  euds  :  "  But  ye  have 
made  it  a  den  of  thieves."  He  did  not 
believe  this  was  at  all  applicable  to  that 
chapel,  but  it  might  be  engraved  upon 
the  chapels  habitually  frequented  by 
the  promoters  of  these  Bills,  mcluding 
his  noble  Frieud  who  had  moved  the 
Second  Reading.  He  moved  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  three 
months. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
("  now ")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  ("  this  day  three  months ")'~ 
(The  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley.) 

•The  CHAIRMAN  ov  COM- 
MITTEES (The  Earl  of  Morley) 
would  uot  oppose  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill,  but  pointed  out  that  in  the  first 
place,  in  spite  of  what  had  been  said  by 
bis  noble  Friend,  it  did  contravene  the 
principles  on  which  land  was  given 
compulsorily  for  public  purposes.  With 
one  small  exception  with  regard  to 
draining  land,  uo  power  was  given  to 
take  land  compulsorily  for  any  pur- 
pose whatever  except  by  Parliament. 
That  power  was  given  either  by  Bill  or 
Provisional  Order  introduced  by  a  Public 
Department.  It  was  possible  the  Church 
of  England  had  powen  already  under 
Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley 


the  Church  Building  Sites  Act ;  he  had 
only  had  time  to  refer  to  the  Acta, 
but  apparently  these  powers  leferred 
to    building    churches     in  populous 
places,  and  it  was  admitted  that  they 
were  not  enforced,  which  was,  after  all, 
the  important  point.    He  fully  admitted, 
with  the  noble  Lord,  that  it  was  extremely 
inconvenient  that  the  bigotry  or  narrow- 
mindedness   of   any   iodividuftl  should 
render  it  impossible  for  any  religious 
denomination  to  obtain  sites  for  buildings 
for  their  public  worship  ;  but  their  Lord- 
ships must   be  careful  not  to  create 
injustice.       He      protested  strougly 
against  the  way  in  which  ^e  Bill  was 
drawn,  containiug,  as  it  did,  references  to 
past  Acts  extending  over  many  years.  It 
was  impossible  for  any  Member  of  that 
House,  and  difficult  for  any  Court  of 
Law,  to  iuterpret  an  Act  drawn  in  that 
way  by  reference  to  a  number  of  other 
Acts,  aud  the  purposes  for  which  powers 
were    sought    should    be    defined  in 
the   Bill.      Again,   there   was  no  re- 
striction as  to  the  definition  of  a  reli- 
gious denomination  ;  and  unless  a  clear 
definition  was  arrived  at  they  might  find 
that  sects  would  take  such  advantage 
of  the  measure  as  to  make  the  building  a 
nuisance  to  the  persons  from  whom  the 
land  was  taken  and  the  neighbourhood. 
Another  point  to  which  he  would  direct 
attention  was  the   introduction  of  the 
words  "undue  injury  "  in  the  7th  clause.. 
He  thought  the  word  "undue"  was  supers 
fluous  and  should  be  omitted.    He  was 
unwilling  to  oppose  the  Second  Reading, 
but  thought  the  Bill  would  require  very 
careful  consideration  before  it  was  allow^ 
to  become  the  law  of  the  land. 

•The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY : 
My  Lords,  I  very  much  agree  with  the 
noble  Lord  who  has  just  sat  down  that 
the  Bill  has  not  been  by  any  means 
carefully  drawn,  but  that  it  ought  not  on 
that  account  to  bo  resisted  on  the  Second 
Reading.  The  precedent  that  was  quoted 
of  the  Church  of  England  was  un- 
doubt«dly  a  strong  one,  though  the 
Church  of  England  has  never  taken 
advantage  of  the  powers  conferred  upon 
her  ;  and  on  more  general  grounds  I  am 
inclined  lo  think  that  if  you  give  com- 
pulsory powers  to  enable  people  to  have 
more  rapid  locomotion,  or  to  obtain  cot- 
tage gardens  that  they  wish,  it  is  not 
very  easy  to  say  that  religious  worship 
is  not  a  neoessity  as  imperious  as  tbe  other 
two  requirementB.    Thoefor^'  I  am  not 
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opposed  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill ;  but, 
hikviDg  gone  that  length,  I  am  bound  to 
Bsj  that  it  is  the  worst  drafteil  Bill  I 
have  ever  seen,  aod  I  hope*  therefore, 
ire  shall  deal  very  carefully  with  it 
in  Committee.  In  the  first  place,  there 
is  a  Preamble — and  we  know  in  these 
dajs  that  a  Preamble  is  of  great  import- 
ance—which refers  to  Actu  passed  for 
nutkiDg  provision  for  the  grant  of  sites 
for  places  of  religious  worship  "  and 
other  similar  purposes.*'  Will  the  noble 
Lord  tell  me  what  is  a  similar  purpose  to 
religious  worship  ? 

The  Earl  op  KIMBERLEY  ;  A 
burying  ground,  perhaps. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
I  beltBTO  what  it  really  means  is  a  house 
for  die  clei^Tman ;  but  it  is  straining 
the  English  language  rather  to  say  that 
providing  a  drawing  room,  dining  room, 
aod  kitchen  for  the  clergyman's  residence 
are  purposes  similar  to  religious  worship. 
When  we  come  to  the  3rd  clause,  we 
lind  it  says  that — 

"  The  provimons  of  this  Act  shall  extend  to 
a»f  of  the  purposes  of  the  principal  Acts,  ex- 
cept tbe  acquisition  of  a  tiite  for  s  burial  place, 
ami  tlte  provisioDs  of  this  Act  aii<l  of  the  prin- 
dpalActs  shall  also  extend  to  the  acquisition 
of  IiukI  for  the  enlargement  of  any  site  acquired 
or  to  be  acquired  for  any  of  the  said  parpoaes, 
with  the  like  exception." 

That  will  clearly  require  some  limitation, 
or  it  may  l)e  extended  to  giving  very 
excessive  power  to  persons  wanting  to 
enlarge  their  sites.  Then  I  cannot  help 
observing  that  no  guidance  whatever  is 
given  to  tbe  detennining  authority  as 
to  the  circumstances  whi^  should  weigh 
with  him  in  determining  whether  the 
site  should  be  granted  or  not.  You 
would  have  imagined  that  the  Bill  would 
have  directed  him  to  have  regard,  in  the 
first  instance,  to  the  necessity  for  a  par- 
ticular denomination  having  a  roligious 
building — to  the  fact  whether  no  other 
religious  building  was  near,  to  the  fact 
of  the  religious  denominution  being  of 
considerable  size,  and  to  the  possibility 
of  obtaining  such  a  site  by  private  con- 
tract. But  those  things  were  not  given 
as  subjects  which  the  determining  person 
is  to  take  into  consideration. 
*LoBD  BHLPER  pointed  out  that  the 
Proviso  with  regard  to  getting  another 
site  was  in  tbe  Bill — that  the  Local 
Government  Board  should  have  regard 
to  tbe  ability,  or  otherwise,  of  the 
Memorialists  to  obtain  a  suitable  site  by 
agreement. 


•The  M.utyiEss  of  SALISBURY: 
I  did  not  perceive  what  "or  otherwi(4e" 
meant.  But  "ability  or  otherwise"  is  of 
the  kind  of  Kogliah  which  is  due  to  the 
noble  aud  learned  Lord  opposite,  and  I 
think  we  might  amend  that  in  Committee. 
Then  when  we  come  to  the  arbitration — 
why  is  the  Land  Clauses  Act  not  put  in  ? 
There  is  uo  intimation  of  the  principle 
on  which  the  arbitration  Is  to  be  con- 
ducted ;  the  reference  to  the  Act  is 
merely  with  regard  to  procedure.  But 
all  the  provisions  of  the  Land  Clanties 
Act  for  the  alienation  of  land,  which 
have  been  acted  upon  for  half-a-century, 
are  entirely  set  aside  ;  and  no  guide 
whatever  is  given  to  the  arbitrator  by 
which  he  can  determine  what  the  value 
of  the  land  is.  There  ore  several  other 
objections,  but  they  are  all  cast  into  the 
shade  by  the  pre-eminent  objection  that 
for  the  Hrst  time  Parliament  is  asked  to 
give  to  an  authority  other  than  itself  the 
right  of  taking  land  from  British  subjects, 
except  that  drain-pipe  provision  which  1 
was  not  aware  of.  For  no  other  purpose, 
except  that  of  laying  drain-pipes,  is  any 
lesser  authority  than  Parliament  invested 
with  the  power  of  taking  a  man's  land 
from  him  against  his  wish.  I  certainly 
should  resist  so  dangerous  an  innovation; 
and  if  I  were  to  give  it  to  anyboily,  I 
should  certainly  hesitate  to  give  such  a 
power  to  a  Public  Department.  It  is  the 
strangest  proposal  that  a  Public  Depart- 
ment should  have  the  power,  without 
appeal  or  giving  any  reason  for  its 
action,  of  taking  a  man's  land  away 
against  his  will,  and  that  without  any 
limitation  as  to  the  situation  where  the 
place  of  worship  is  to  be  put.  It  might 
be  built  outside  a  man's  drawing  room 
window  for  all  the  Act  says  to  the  con- 
trary. And  a  Pnblic  Department,  as  the 
noble  Lord  well  knows,  is  not  an  impar- 
tial body.  It  is  a  body  of  very  excellent 
and  skilled  Civil  servants,  governetl  by  a 
politician.  The  Local  Government 
Board  has  existed  for  some  20  years.  I 
do  not  know  much  of  its  internal 
machinery,  but  I  know  that  it  has  been 
governed  again  and  again  by  men  of  very 
extreme  political  opinions  ;  and  this  is  a 
matter  upon  which  political  and  polemical 
controversies  would  be  raised,  and  very 
bitter  feelings  might  be  very  often  excited. 
If  you  were  to  sanction  the  innovation  of 
giving  to  a  Public  Department,  or  to  any 
authority  less  than  that  of  Parliament, 
the  right  to  alienate  a  man's  land,^  surely 
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you  woulil  not  %'ost  timt  jwwer  iu  polUiciiI 
meii^  who,  wlintever  tlie  integi'ity  of  their 
chamctter  may  tio,  yet  hy  tliti  nature 
of  the  contests  iu  wliich  tliey  ai'e 
involved  innst  be  deeply  biassed  in 
eases  ill  which  their  action  is  called 
for  wheuever  political  and  polemical 
coutroversies  are  brought  up.  These 
are  very  serions  difficulties  and  ob- 
jeetiotis  to  the  Bill.  Having  said  i^o 
much  against  it,  I  ought  to  inentiou  one 
thing  on  the  other  ttiile — 'that  the  reiterva- 
tion  of  the  minerals  to  the  landowner  is, 
of  course,  a  very  proper  provision ;  Init, 
at  the  same  time,  the  liberty  to  the 
owner  to  go  upon  the  laud  would  pro- 
duce a  curious  state  of  things  if  there 
happened  to  be  a  gravel  bed  discovered 
under  tlie  chapel.  I  do  not  see  how  the 
Bill  as  at  present  drawn  is  to  work,  but 
still  I  think  it  might  be  read  a  second 
time,  and  I  earnestly  hope  my  noble 
Friend  will  not  divide  against  the  Second 
Reading,  for  I  think  tlie  opinion  of  the 
House  is  against  him. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  ov  thk 
COUNCIL  AND  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (The  Earl  of 
Kihbekley)  :  My  Lords,  I  simply  wish 
to  say  that  I  quite  agree  with  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite  that  the  principle  of 
this  Bill  is  one  which  ought  to  lie  ac- 
cepted by  this  House.  I  think  the  noble 
Marquess  put  it  upon  the  right  ground 
when  he  said  that  we  have  already  sanc- 
tioned the  compulsory  ncquiiiitiou  of  laml 
for  a  variety  of  public  purposes,  inid  I  do 
not  think  we  should  say  that  this  purpose 
is  inferior  in  any  respe<;t  to  others  with 
which  we  liave  dealt  in  this  way.  That 
seems  to  be  conclusive  for  accepting  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  With  regard  to  the 
working  of  the  Bill,  I  do  not  like  to  say 
much.  My  noble  Friends  hare  pointed 
out  a  good  many  defects  in  it,  and  I 
think  there  is  mnch  in  some  of  the  objec- 
tions. It  is  obvious  that  it  might  be 
stipulated  that  the  memorialists  bad  not 
a  place  of  worship  for  their  own  denomina- 
tion within  a  reasonable  distance  of  their 
homes.  It  acems  to  mc  that  that  is  a 
very  serious  defect.  While  I  entirely 
approve  of  legislation  in  the  direction  of 
this  Bill,  I  can  see  difficulties  in  it  to  be 
solved,  if  possible,  in  Committee.  One 
of  those  difficulties,  and  not  the  least  of 
them,  is  that  there  is  no  definition  of  a 
religious  denomination,  and  I  am  not  sure 
whether  there  is  any  mode  of  completely 
getting  over  that  difficulty.  In  the 
The  Marguesa  of  Salisbury 
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general  principle,  that  the  power  of  com- 
pulsory ac(iiiisitioii  ought  lo  l>c  left  to 
rui'liunient,  I  quite  concur  ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  tlie  obtaining;  of  even  a  Pro- 
visi(mul  Older  is  u  ciuubrous  proceetliug 
for  such  a  purpose  as  obtaining  a  site 
for  a  buiidiug.  The  operation  of  ihese 
Acts,  especially  of  the  Allotments  Act, 
requiring  the  consent  of  Parliament  has 
pmctically  nullified  the  compulsory 
powers  altogether.  I  do  uot  know 
whether  any  satisfactory  mode  may  be 
found  of  avoiding  that  difficulty  ;  button 
the  other  hand,  it  is  a  very  fair  objectlou 
that  there  is  a  danger  in  entrusting 
powers  of  this  kind  to  a  Goverument 
Department.  I  hope,  when  the  House 
considers  the  matter  in  detail,  it  will  find 
some  satisfactory  mode  of  dealing  with 
these  objections  and  of  working  out  the 
details  of  the  question  ;  but  I  am  satis- 
fied that  upon  public  grounds  all  who  are 
interested  iu  that  wliich  we  all  admit  to 
be  the  right  of  our  fellow-subjects  will 
agree  that  its  exercise  should  he  rendered 
more  easy — that  is  the  right  to  exorcise 
public  worship  according  to  the  religious 
tenets  which  they  hold. 

•LoKiJ  BELPER,  iu  reply,  said,  he  was 
uot  disposed  at  this  stage  of  the  Bill  to 
defend  its  present  form  against  the  criti- 
cisms which  hml  been  made  upon  it. 
They  would,  no  doubt,  Iw  ))roper  subjects 
for  considenition  in  Coniniittee.  lie  was 
informed  that  the  Act  referring  to  the 
Clturch  of  England  did  not  apply 
only  to  towns  and  populous  places. 
As  to  ])ower  being  given  to  the 
Local  (tovemnient  Board  without  a  Pro- 
visional Order  being  laid  on  the  Table  in 
both  Houses,  it  had  been  tliouglit  that 
where  small  sums  were  dealt  with  it 
was  not  desirable  to  institute  a  proceed- 
ing which  would  be  very  cumbrous  and 
expensive,  and  in  many  cases  would 
prevent  a  site  being  acquired  at  all.  That 
also  would,  of  course,  be  a  point  to  be 
considered  in  Committee  ;  but  ho  hoped 
the  Bill  wonld  l>e  adopted  in  some  shape 
which  would  enable  these  sites  to  l»e 
acquired. 

•LoRu  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  that,  after  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Marquess  and  the  noble  Earl 
opposite,  he  would  withdraw  his  Motion. 
He  was  glad  to  sec  the  Lord  President 
so  much  in  agreement  with  the  noble 
Marquess. 

Amendment  (by  leav&noL  theLflonse) 
withdrawn.       digitized  by  V^UOglC 
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Original  Motion  agreetl  to ;  Bill  rcail 
2*,  accordiuglj,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday, 
the  20th  incttant. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION  (PURCHASE 
OF  LAND  (IRELAND)  ACT.  18ai.) 

•The  Earl  ok  BELMORE  rose  to 
move — 

"That  the  Iletiini  uiiiler  the  Irish  LniiilCom- 
misiioii  (Purchase  of  I,and  (Irelanrl)  Act.  1891), 
laid  before  the  Hoaw  un  the  iBt  instant,  be 
printed." 

He  said  the  tirst  hudu&I  Return  under 
the  Land  Purchase  Act,  1891,  was  not 
only  of  interest  in  itself,  but  of  con- 
siderable practical  value  as  showing 
how  the  Act  worked.  Their  Lord- 
ships would  agree  that  it  was  not 
deeiraUe  these  Returns  should  be 
hidden  away  in  the  Library  ;  and 
he  understood  that  the  Hou!<e  of  Commons 
had  already  ordered  this  Return  to  be 
printed,  and  that  it  was  still  in  type,  and, 
therefore,  no  additioual  expense  would  be 
incurred  in  printing. 

TheEarlofKIMBERLEY  :  There 
is  no  objection. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  Tliat  the  Return  laid  before 
the  House  on  the  Ist  instant  be  printed, 
(Xo.  138.) 

ROTTEN  ROW  CROSSINGS. 
QUESTION'.  OBSEKVATIOXS. 

Lord   LAMIXGTON    asked  Her 

Majesty's  Government  whether,  in  order 
to  ensure  the  greater  safety  of  the 
public,  they  would  make  provision  for  tlie 
construction  of  a  subway  iu  lieu  of  the 
crossing  over  Rotten  Row  at  the  corner 
by  the  entrance  to  tlie  Row  from  Albert 
Gate  ?  He  .said  most  persons  passing 
north  and  south  used  the  crossing  at  this 
point — ^nursemaids  with  perambulators 
among  others — where,  unfortunately,  four 
roads  converged,  and  were  sometimes 
obstructed  by  the  traffic.  That  it  was  an 
especially  dangerous  spot  was  shown  by 
the  fact  that  two  policemen  were  kept 
coiit*tantly  stationed  there,  and  scarcely  a 
day  passed  but  horses  ran  away  to  the 
peril  of  pedestrians  crossing  the  Row.  A 
subway  could  be  very  easily  made  owing 
to  the  formation  of  the  ground,  and  he 
hoped  no  ideas  of  economy  would  prevent 
the  Government  taking  that  reasonable 
pi^ution  for  the  safety  of  the  public. 

The  Earl  op  CHESTERFIELD,  in 
replying,  asked  for  the  usual  indulgence 


accordul  to  a  Member  of  the  House 
aildressing  tiiat  august  Assembly  for  the 
first  time.  He  was  afraid  his  answer  on 
lielialf  of  Her  Majesty^s  Board  of  Works 
would  not  \>e  very  satisfactory  to  the 
noble  Lord,  who  had  not,  he  thought, 
made  out  a  good  case,  certainly  not  one 
that  would  justify  the  Board  of  Works  in 
spending  a  large  sum  of  money.  Of 
course,  there  was  wme  danger  at  all 
erossiTigti,  but  [wlicc  were  stationed  there 
to  regulate  the  traffic.  The  officials  who 
had  been  consulted  said  that  a  subway  at 
the  point  mentioned  would  be  ugly  at 
the  approaclies  ;  that  it  would  be  costly  ; 
that  it  waH  unnecessary,  and  that  if  it 
was  ma<1e  people  could  not  Ik;  compelled 
to  use  it.  In  these  circumstances  he 
regrettcil  to  inform  the  noble  Lord  that 
Her  Majesty's  (Joverumeut  were  unable 
to  accede  to  his  request. 

L<)KD  LAMINGTON  asked  whether 
the  uoblo  Lord  had  ascertained  the 
opinion  of  the  police  about  the  matter, 
and  obtained  information  about  the 
accidents  at  the  crossing  ? 

The  Eakl  ok  CHESTERFIELD 
was  credibly  informed  that  not  a  single 
aecideut  had  ever  taken  place  there. 

RAILWAYS  (ACCIDKNTS  AT  LEVEL 
CROSSINGS). 
MUTIOX  FOR  A  RETURN. 

LuKU  LAMINGTON  rose  to  move 
for  a  Return 

"  Of  accitleiits  itMultitig  in  death  at 
level  crotjsings  ou  railways  during  the  last 
fiye  years,  detail  iiig — 

1.  Tlic  iiumljCL  (if  iieojile  kilh-il ; 

2.  Niimeof  the  ci-ossiiigat  whichtiie  aecident 

took  place ; 

3.  Whether  the  line  was  constructed  after 

I86.S,  and  is  one  which  the  Board  of 
Trade  bad  |K>wers  to  compel  the  reraoral 
of  the  cTomng. 
Also  to  enumerate  all  level  croctdDgii  over 
which,  contrary  to  Clause  5  of  the  Bailway  Act 
of  18(1.1,  shunting  opemtions  are  in  the  haWt  of 
being  conducteil." 

•Lord  PLAYFAIR  said,  the  Board  of 
Trade  were  quite  willing  to  grant  the 
Returns  1,  2,  and  3  askeil  for.  But  the 
last  woidd  require  sOme  alteration,  upon 
which  he  invited  the  uoble  Lord  to  confer 
with  him.  The  Board  of  Trade  could 
not  possibly  give  the  iuformatioii  desired 
in  the  last  paragraph,  as  it  was  imlikely 
the  Railway  Companies  would  iucrimi- 
nate  themselves  ;  and,  also,  there 
was  a  difference  of  opinion  as  to 
the     definition  cigofed  b^skii^lfi^iJ^  for 
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instaDce,  driving  a  train  backwards 
and  forwards  at  a  crossing  was  uot 
nhunting,  and  there  were  other  operations 
of  a  tuimilar  kind.  Therefore,  that 
portion  of  the  Return  would  have  to  be 
resisted ;  but  the  othors,  with  some 
alteration  to  make  it  more  effective, 
would  be  granted  as  unopposed. 

Lord  LAMIN6T0N  accepted  the 
noble  Lord's  offer,  omitting  the  last 
paragraph. 

Motion  agreed  to  as  amended. 

SEAL  FISHERY  (NOKTH  PACIFIC)  BILL. 
[H.L.].— (No.  182.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (The  Earl  of 
RO'SEbeky)  :  Mj  Lords,  in  moving  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  it  will  not 
be  necessary  for  me  to  detain  your  Lord- 
ships for  more  than  a  minute  or  two  in 
explaining  the  causes  which  have  led  to 
its  introduction,  because  the  story  is 
practically  told  in  the  Papers  already  on 
the  Table  of  your  Loi^ships'  House. 
This  Bill  is  substantially  on  the  same 
model  as  that  passed  in  1891,  to  give 
effect  to  the  modus  vivendi  with  the 
United  States  for  regulating  the  seal 
fishery  in  that  year.  There  are  only 
three  additions  to  the  provisions  of  that 
Act  which  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  men- 
tion. The  first  is  to  give  power  to  make 
regulations  by  Order  in  Council  for  seal 
fishing  in  Bcliring  Sea  and  on  that  part 
of  the  Russian  North  Pacific  Coast 
which  is  not  included  in  Behring  Sea. 
The  second  is,  in  cases  where  it  is  not 
convenient  to  seize  the  ship,  to  give 
power  to  seize  the  ship's  papers  instead, 
and  to  give  a  certificate,  sending  the  ship 
to  some  port,  where  there  is  a  British 
Court,  to  be  judged.  The  third  is  to 
make  admissible  evidence  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty'sofficers  incases  whereitis  necessu'y 
that  the  evidcucc  should  be  made  available. 
As  to  the  causes  which  have  led  to  this 
measure  being  necessary,  I  need  only 
remind  your  Lordships  that  in  1891, 
owing  to  the  modus  vivendi  with  the 
t'nitetl  States  which  affected  the  east  end 
of  Behring  Sea,  the  fishery  in  that  part 
of  the  sea  was  suspended  and  put  an  end 
to,  and  that  in  consequence  there  was  a 
great  Increase  of  sealing  on  the  west,  or 
Lord  Plaj/fair 
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Russian,  side  of  Behring  Sea.  Under 
these  circumstances,  in  the  course  of  last 
year  there  was  a  certain  number  of 
seizures  of  sealing  vessels  by  Russian 
ships,  made,  so  far  as  we  can  judge,  at 
points   very  considerably   beyond  the 
territorial  jnrisdiction  of  the  Russian 
Government.    On  the  other  hand,  the 
Russian  Government  claimed  that  those 
seizures  were  made  in  what  is  technically 
known  as  "hot  pursuit  " — that  is  to  say, 
that  the  vessels  were  engaged  in  sealing 
within  the  Russian  territorial  limits  at^ 
were  pursued  red-handed,  so  to  speak, 
outside  those  limits  and  seized.  Her 
Majesty's  Goremmont  were  not  satiftfied 
with  that  state  of  things,  and  they  made 
strong  representations  to  the  Russian 
Government,  both  with  refwence  to  the 
place  where  the  seizures  were  made  and 
to  the  harsh  treatment  which  the  crows 
were  alleged  to  have  sustained  in  the 
Russian  ports.    We  have  as  yet  received 
no   answer  to    those  representations, 
because   the   Emperor   of    Russia  re- 
ferred the   whole    matter  to    a  Com- 
mission specially  appointed,  and  though 
the  Commission   has,  I   believe,  sent 
in  its   Report  to  the  Emperor,  owing 
probably  to  the  Emperor's  absence  in  the 
Crimea,  it  has  not  as  yet  been  communis 
cated  to  us.   But  I  do  not  doubt  from 
the  general  fairness  of  spirit  which  the 
Russian  Government  have  shown  in  this 
matter  that  they  will  take  timely  mea- 
sures to  redress  any  grievances  of  which 
we,  on  our  side,  think  we  have  a  right 
to  complain.    But  the  mere  question  of 
the  seizures  was  not  the  only  question 
we  bad  to  deal  with.    There  was  a  very 
strong  movement  made  by  the  Caoadiaa 
Government  and  Canadian  fishermen  to 
ascertain  under  what  regulations  they 
would  he  able  to  continue  the  fisheries 
they  had  practised  in  1891  and  1892  on 
the  Russian  coast  of  the  North  Pacific, 
and,  in   consequence,  we   addressed  a 
communication  to  tlio  Russian  Govern- 
ment asking  what  answer  we  should  send 
which  would  harmonise  with  the  Ruseian 
view,  nud  give  the  desireil  information  to 
(he  Cauadiuii  intcrc^its.    There  has  tieeu 
an  exchange  of  Notes,  which  have  been 
laid  upon  the  Table,  and  the  result  of 
that  exchange  of  Notes  is  that  the 
Russian  Government  stipulated  that  fen* 
one  year  the   catching  of  seals  should 
be  prohibited  in  a  zone  extending  for  10 
miles  from  their  own  coasttt  and  ^0  miles 
around  the  Ko^jidg^slgg^^nd  a 
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unal]  island  which  we  csIL  Robiu  Island, 
aud  thej  call  something  else,  and  hitherto 
within  the  sphere  of  our  operations,  in 
the  Sea  of  Okhotsk.  That,  on  the  whole, 
seemed  satisfactory  to  Her  Majesty's 
Gorernmeiit  land  to  the  GoTernraent  of 
Canada,  but  we  did  not  withdraw  our 
claims,  or  the  Russian  Government  Its 
reserratioDS.  It  is,  in  fact,  a  temporary 
amufrement.  But  there  was  one  point, 
not  altogether  small,  which  led  to  some 
difficulty,  and  that  was  with  regard  to 
the  seizure  of  British  ships  which  might 
be  found  illegally  sealing  within  the  pro- 
hibitedzone.  Whatwedidwasthis:  Itwas 
arrauged  that  Russia  tthould  either  hand 
over  captured  ships  at  British  ports,  or 
seize  the  certificate  of  the  ship,  or  else 
endorse  the  certificate  with  the  fact  of 
the  capture  and  sead  the  ship  to  a 
British  port  to  be  judged.  I  think  that, 
on  the  whole,  is  not  an  unsatisfactory 
arrangement.  It  is  equitable  to  both 
parties  and  not  dishonourable  to  either. 
On  the  other  hand,  we  obtaiued  from  the 
Bussian  Government  a  statement  in  the 
way  of  restriotion  as  to  ^e  number  of 
seals  to  lie  killed  on  the  islands  and  on 
terra  firma.  It  lias  been  hitherto  about 
aO,000,  and  the  present  agreement  re- 
daces  it  to  30,000.  I  do  not  kuow  that 
there  is  any  other  point  with  reference  to 
the  present  agreement,  and  1  ask  your 
Lordships  to  give  the  Bill  a  Second 
Beading. 

Mored,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«." 
—{The  Earl  of  RQsebery,) 

•The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
I  think,  my  Lords,  it  is  only  necessary 
for  mo  to  say  that  I  heartily  support  this 
Bill,  It  is  obvious  that  the  course  pur- 
sued by  the  Government  is  a  continiia- 
tioQ  of  the  policy  pursued  by  us,  and  is  one 
which  ought  to  be  pursued.  We  regret 
exceedingly  that  owing  to  pressure  of 
time  it  was  not  possible  for  the  late 
Government  to  obtain  a  modus  vivendi 
with  Russia  as  well  as  with  tlic  United 
States.  I  am  glad  the  noble  Earl 
has  obtained  it,  and  I  trust  it  will  assist 
in  prescrviug  tbc  happy  relations  which 
have  hitherto  prevailed  between  the  two 
countries.  It  is  a  melancholy  thing  that 
the  pursuit  of  marine  animals  always 
seems  to  make  ill-blood  between  friendly 
nations,  and  I  am  glad  that  in  this 
matter  we  have  avoided  any  serious  re- 
sults from  that  cause. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  I  am 
reminded  by  my  noble  Friend  the  First 


Lord  of  the  Admiralty  of  one  omission — 
it  is  that  when  a  British  ship  is  <»ptared 
it  must  be  sent  either  to  a  British  port  or 
to  some  analogous  port  like  Yokohama, 
where  there  is  a  British  Court. 

Motiou  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord-  ■ 
ingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

ELECTRIC  POWERS  (PUOTECTIVB 
CLAUSES). 

Message  from  the  Commons  that  they 
have  ordered  that  the  Committee  ap- 
pointed by  them  to  join  with  the  Com- 
mittee of  this  House  on  Electric  Powers 
(Protective  Clauses)  do  meet  the  Lords 
Committee,  in  Committee  Room  No.  3, 
at  Two  o^clock,  on  Monday  next,  as  pro- 
posed by  their  Lordships. 

'  CANAL  RATES,  TOLLS.  AND  CHARQBS 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS. 

Message  from  the  Commons  that  they 
have  ordered  that  the  Committee  ap- 
pointed by  them  to  join  with  the  Com- 
mittee of  this  House  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  following  Bills,  namely  : — 
Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Pro- 
visional Order  (Leeds  and  Liver- 
pool Canal)  Bill ; 

Canal  Bates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Pro- 
visional  Order  (Navigation  of  the 
River  Aire  and  Calder)  Bill ; 
Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Pro- 
visional Order  (Birmingham  Canal 
Navigations)  Bill ; 

Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Pro- 
visional Order  (Grand  Junction 
Caual)  Bill  ; 
Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Cliarges  Pro- 
visional   Order    (Warwick  and 
Birmingham  Canal)  Bill  ; 
do  meet  the  Lords  Committee,  in  Com- 
mittee Room  A,  on  Monday  next,  at  Two 
o'clock,  as  proposed  by  their  Lonishi[)S. 

PIER  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  1)  BILL.— (No.  117.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order):  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment: Standing  Committee  negativated  ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

PIER  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIOXAL 

ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL.~CNo.  118.) 
House  in  Committee   (aceording  to 
Order) :  Bill  reported  withont  Amend- 
ment: Standing  Committee  negatived; 
;  andBiUtobereagJ«^^^®5^^^t. 
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COMMON'S  REGULATION  IROVISIOXAL 
ORDEK  (WKST  TILBURY)  BILL. 
(No.  104.) 

Bead  3^  (according  to  Order),  and 
parsed. 

COUSTY  8UBVBYOB8  (lEBLAND)  BILL 

[H.L.].-(No.  8fi.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order) :  Au 
Ameiidmeut  made  ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent 
to  the  Commons. 

TBEASOBY  CHEST  FUND  BILL. 
(No.  111.) 

Read  3^  (according  to  Order),  and 
passei]. 

STATmORY  RULES  PBOCEDUKE  BILL. 

Read  1%  and  to  be  printed.  (No. 
139.) 

LOCAL  GOVEBNMENT  PBOVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  10)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  CoramonR  ;  Read  1^ ; 
to  l>e  printed;  and  referred  to  tliO  Ex- 
aminers.   (No.  140.) 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  11)  BILL. 

Brougtit  from  the  Commons  ;  Read  1 " ; 
to  be  printed;  hikI  referred  to  tlic  Ex- 
aminers.   (No.  HI.) 

House  adjuunicfl  at   twenty  minutes 
before  Seven  o'clock,  to  Monilajr 
next,  ElercD  o'cIock. 


HOUSE  OF  c 0 ar M O N s , 

Friday^  9th  June  1893. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

WEAVER  NAVIGATION  BILL  [Liurh.] 
•Mr.  BRUNNER  (Chet^hire,  Nortb- 
wich)  bud  the  following  Notice  of  Motion 
on  the  Paper  in  reference  to  the  alwvo 
BlU  :— 

"That  it  be  aii  Instruction  t<»  the  ConimiHec 
to  inquire  into  anil  rejiort  on  all  niatterH  con- 
necteil  with  the  constitution,  powers,  finance, 
and  tDSDaKemeat  of  the  TruHtccs  of  the  Weaver 
Navigation  and  on  the  provisions  and  adminis- 
tration of  the  Acts  relating  thereto,  and  that 
the  Committee  have  power  to  insert  in  the  Bill 
Kuch  provisionR  in  connection  with  all  or  any  of 


such  matters  ub  in  their  judgment ai'uux[icilient. 
That  Ihe  TriulerK  anitig  the  Niivi^fatiiin  {•etition- 
ing  to  be  hcanl  by  ihemsulves.  their  (ViunseL  or 
Afzents,  I>c  heard  against  the  Bill,  anil  in  refer- 
ence to  the  matters  rcfcrretl  t<i  in  this  Inslruc. 
tion." 

The  hou.  Meml>er  uaid  he  was  glad 
to  bo  able  to  inform  the  noiisc  that 
his  Motion  would  be  merely  formal. 
He  was  honoured,  yesterday,  with 
the  Hon.  Member  for  Crewe,  by  a 
conference  with  his  right  hou.  Friend 
the  Proijldent  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
The  right  hou.  Gentleman  anuonnced  to 
them,  as  the  result  of  that  confereuee,  his 
intention  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
was  on  the  Paper  in  bis  name.  Ho  was 
very  much  gratiHed  to  hear  of  that  in- 
tention of  his  right  hou.  Friend,  because 
it  would  entirely  carry  out  his  wishes  in 
the  matter.  He  never  had  any  intention 
ol  cither  dclayiug  or  endangering  the 
Bill  ;  and  when  his  right  hou.  Friend 
pointed  out  to  htm  that  the  Motion 
stending  iu  hia  name  would  occupy  time, 
and  involve  preparation  of  evidence 
by  the  Trustees  of  the  Weaver  Naviga- 
tion Trust,  and  said  he  wonld  move  an 
Amendment  to  the  Motion,  he  accepted 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
witli  the  utmost  (cordiality.  The  con- 
stitution of  the  Trust  had  been  dealt 
with  three  times  over  by  the  Boanl  of 
Tnulo— in.  1857, 1872,and  1893.  Under 
these  circumstaueea,  i»eeing  that  the 
matter  had  lieeu  before  the  House  for  36 
yean*,  he  was  sure  the  House  wonld  bold 
liim  juKtified  in  the  actiou  he  liad  taken 
this  Session,  He  expected  to  hear  from 
the  hou.  Member  for  Crewe  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  bad  been  accepted  fully, 
aud  that  this  controversy  would  come  to 
ail  end  ;  and  when  be  heard  from  bia  hoti. 
Friend  that  the  Amendment  had  Ifceii 
accepted  he  would  ask  the  permissiou  of 
thb  House  to  withdraw  his  Motion.  Fur 
the  present  be  moved  the  Motion.  Ho 
had  been  informed  by  the  legal  gciitlenieu 
advising  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  that, 
unless  the  Motion,  of  the  I'resident  of 
the  Boai^  of  Trade  cunc  as  au  Ameu<l- 
ment  to  his  Motion  the  matter  would 
have  to  1)0  postponed  until  Monday  ;  but 
whether  he  had  been  riglitly  advised  or 
not  he  would  leave  it  to  the  Speaker  to 
decide. 

•Mk.  .speaker  :  The  second  In- 
struction can  stand  as  a  substantive 
Motion. 

Digitized  by 
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The  president  of  the  BOARD 
nr  TRADE  (Mr.  Mu.vdella,  Sheffield, 
Brigbtside):  I  beg  to  move  the  Instruc- 
tion on  the  Paper — • 

"That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committoe 
to  insert  in  the  Bill  a  clause  requiring  the 
TruBteeR  to  come  to  Parliament  within  two 
jtan  with  sach  a  Bill  as  may  enable  Parlia- 
ant  to  deal  with  the  whole  qneation  of  the 
coutitatioo  and  management  of  the  Tnut." 

I  wish  to  make  it  clear  that,  in 
moving  this  Motion,  I  do  not  wish 
to  ex  press  any   sort  of   tack  of  eon- 

I  fidence  in  the  gentlemen  who  are  at 
IKBsent  eo^aged  in  the  management  of 
the  Tnist.  This  matter  has  been  before 
the  Boud  of  Trade  several  times  during 
the  but  40  jears,  and  on  each  oceasion 
rerj  exhatutive  Reports  bare  been  made, 
requiring  that  the  Trost  shall  be  recon- 
stituted. The  Trust  is  a  very  old  one. 
I  need  not  go  into  the  history  of  it,  but 

I  it  goes  back  for  nearly  two  centuries. 
It  is  entirely  a  self-eleoted  Trust.  The 
gmtlemen  who  compose  it  are  the  land- 
owners, gentry,  and  clergy  of  Cheshire, 
who  do  not  represent  the  interests  of  the 
trades  which  the  navigation  affects.  I  felt 
that  the  Instruction  put  down  by  my  hon. 
Friend  woald  oconpy  too  much  of  the 
time  of  the  Committee,  and  would  pro- 
bably result  in  the  Bill  having  to  stand 
orer  for  another  Session.  The  Bill  now 
before  the  House  is  a  very  important 
one.  Recollect  that  it  is  highly  desirable 
for  all  parties  that  the  Bill  should  pass 
this  Session.  It  is  urgently  needed  in 
the  interest  of  the  navigation ;  and,  there* 
fore,  I  move  Ais  Instruction,  giving  the 
Tmsteee  two  years  in  order  to  promote 
a  Bill  themselves  for  reconstituting  the 
Trust,  for  IviDging  it  more  Into  confor- 
mity with  modem  ideas  and  interests, 
and  I  think  I  do  so  with  the  general 
goodwill  of  all  parties  interested  in  the 
mattw.   I  beg  to  move,  Sir. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  it  be  an  lostruction  to  the  Committee 
to  insert  in  the  Bill  a  clause  requiring  the 
Trustees  to  come  to  F^liament  within  two  years 
with  such  a  Bill  as  may  enable  Parliament  to 
Heal  with  the  whole  qnestlon  of  the  constitution 
and  management  of  the  Trust." — (Mr.  Muii- 

Mb.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
ktrk)  :  From  what  has  been  said  in  con- 
neetim  with  this  Bill,  it  might  have 
been  supposed  it  had  only  a  local  interest ; 
hot  I  assure  the  House  it  is  a  question  of 
hr-reacbiDg  importance,  and  has  far 
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larger  consequences  attending  it  than  a 
mere  question  as  between  the  ratepayers  of 
Cheshire  and  the  Trustees  of  the  Weaver 
Navigation.  Nearly  the  whole  of  the 
salt  has  to  find  its  way  to  a  seaport 
through  means  of  this  navigation ; 
and  wheu  I  tell  the  House  that 
probably  the  export  of  salt  from 
Liverpool  forms  a  larger  bulk  than 
any  other  article  from  that  port,  the 
House  will  appreciate  the  importance  of 
the  question  as  regards  the  great  seaport 
of  Liverpool.  I  have  no  reason  to  op- 
pose the  Instruction  of  the  President  of 
tbo  Board  of  Trade.  That  lustruction 
places  upon  the  Trustees  of  the  Weaver 
Navigation  the  obligation  to  come  to 
Parliament  with  a  Bill  that  shall  raise 
the  whole  question  of  the  constitution 
and  management  of  the  Trust  within  the 
next  two  yean.  That  leaves  very 
largely  the  initiation  of  any  future  legisla- 
tion in  the  hands  of  the  present  Board  of 
Trustees;  and,  therefore,  we  may  assume 
that  any  action  they  may  take  under 
that  Instruction  will  have  considered 
very  tenderly  their  own  pre- 
sent interests  and  the  interests  of  the 
ratepayers  of  Cheshire.  I  want  to  utter 
one  word  of  warning  in  regard  to  this 
matter.  This  Trust,  the  revenue  of 
which  is  dmved  from  a  large  article  of 
commerce,  yields  in  most  years  a  large 
profit,  and  that  profit  is  applied  in  ^e 
easement  of  tbe  rates  in  different  parts 
of  Cheshire.  I  think  the  House  will 
agree  with  me  that  it  is  wrong  iu 
principle  that  profits  derived  from  a  great 
national  highway  should  go  towards  the 
easement  of  any  particular  county  of  the 
country.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  25  per 
cent,  of  the  dues  levied  by  that  Canal  are 
profit — that  is,  tbe  dues  on  the  whole  are 
25  per  cent,  more  than  is  necessary  for 
the  maintenance  of  this  navigation,  and 
this  profit  of  25  per  cent,  from  tbe  dues 
goes  iu  easement  of  the  rates  of  Cheshire. 
My  feeling  is  that  that  is  an  improper 
application  of  these  profits;  and  in  any 
future  constitution  of  this  Board — in  any 
proposals  that  will  come  before  the  House 
under  this  Instruction — I  hope  we  shall  do 
away  with  the  payment  of  these  profit 
dues  to  Cheshire,  and  give  the  benefit  of 
any  excess  of  the  present  dues  over  the 
cost  of  maintenance  direct  to  trade.  I 
quite  admit  there  may  be  created  on  the 
part  of  the  County  of  Chester  a  vested 
interoHt  in  roBpeot  of  these  profits  which 
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it  has  derived  from  years  gone  by.  I 
may  speak  of  an  analogous  case  in  the 
great  City  of  Liverpool.  The  City  of 
Liverpool  had  the  right  of  levyiug 
dues  ou  the  whole  of  the  goods  passing 
through  their  port.  Manchester  and 
other  manufacturing  districts  objected, 
the  matter  was  brought  to  Parliament, 
aud  a  perfectly  reasonable  sum  was  given 
to  the  Corporation  of  Liverpool  in 
redempUon  of  that  right  to  levy  dues  ; 
and  I  think  a  similar  proposal  in  regard 
to  the  Weaver  Navigatiou,  if  they  have 
a  vested  right  to  this  surplus,  giving 
them  a  sum  of  money  in  redemption  of 
that  vested  right,  would  be  a  matter  to  be 
fairly  entertained  by  the  House.  So 
much  as  regards  the  flnaucial  part  of  the 
matter.  Then,  Sir,  we  have  this  great 
navigation.  It  is  an  important  naviga- 
tion, and  I  will  at  once  admit  that  the 
present  Trustees  have  f  aithf  idly  and  well 
discharged  their  duty,  and  kept  up  to  the 
times  in  regard  to  the  improvement  of 
the  navigation.  But,  Sir,  it  is  composed 
of  no  less  than  90  gentlemen  connected 
with  land,  as  against  Id  connected  with 
trade.  The  right  hou.  Gentleman  stated 
that  the  trades — those  who  used  the 
navigation — would  have  a  good  deal  to 
say  in  regard  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
navigation.  But,  unfortunately,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  creation  of  a  large  Trust, 
the  Salt  Union,  by  which  the  salt  trade  of 
the  country  almost  became  vested  iu  the 
hands  of  one  company,  aud  by  reason  of 
some  great  improvements  in  chemical 
manufacture  by  the  hou.  Member  who 
spoke  first  this  afternoon,  practically 
there  are  only  two  traders  who  use  that 
navigation — or  rather  two  traders  pay  80 
or  90  per  cent,  of  the  dues  obtained  in 
that  navigation  ;  therefore,  it  might  be 
difficult  to  obtain  the  management  of  the 
Trust  simply  from  the  traders'  point  of 
view,  and  I  think  the  management  should 
embrace  those  connected  directly  with  the 
salt  trade  over  a  much  larger  area  than 
simply  those  who  produce  the  salt 
and  mannfacture  the  chemicals.  To 
show  the  House  the  anomalous  state  of 

things  

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  am  sorry  to 
interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
I  think  it  is  most  desirable  we  should  not 
enter  into  a  diseiission  like  this  as  to  a 
question  which  we  are  only  asking  shall 
be  brought  up  before  this  House  within 
two  years.    This  is  simply  a  Bill  for 

Mr,  Forvjood 


building  two  bridges,  with  an  Instruction 
that  within  two  years  the  Trustees  them- 
selves shall  promote  a  scheme.  I  think 
we  ought  not  to  anticipat«  at  this  stage 
what  that  scheme  shall  be,  or  criticise  it 
in  advance. 

Mit.  FORWOOD:  I  think,  Mr. 
Speaker,  you  would  have  called  me  to 
Order  if  I  had  been  out  of  Order.  This 
Instruction  is  not  the  small  matter  which 
the  House  is  asked  to  believe.  This 
Instruction  is  to  empower  the  present 
Trustees  to  bring  to  this  House  a  pro- 
posal for  a  new  constitution  and  manage- 
ment, without  laying  down  any  line  on 
which  that  shall  be  based.  Therefore, 
in  speaking  on  behalf  of  a  large  com- 
munity more  interested  iu  this  matto' 
than  any  people  in  Cheshire,  I 
have  a  right  to  urge  many 
matters  which  ought  to  be  considered  by 
these  Trustees  when  they  take  into  con- 
sideration the  clause  which  will  be  passed 
under  this  Instruction.  I  have  one  word 
more  to  say  on  this  point  to  show  the 
character,  as  regards  management,  of  the 
Trust.  At  present  they  charge  on  this 
great  article  of  commerce,  salt  (which 
is  really  only  worth  5s.  a  ton  to  produce) 
Is.  a  ton  as  dues  ;  whereas  in  chemicals 
produced  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Northwich  Division,  which  are  worth 
£10  per  ton,  they  only  charge  8d.  per 
ton.  This  great  article  of  commerce, 
salt,  and  the  whole  subject  requires  deal- 
ing with  in  a  very  drastic  manner ;  aod 
unless  the  Trustees  acting  under  this 
Instruction  introduce  into  the  Bill  a 
clause  dealing  with  it  iu  a  large  and 
liberal  manner,  I  hope  the  House,  when 
the  proper  time  comes,  will  not  aucnt 
to  it. 

•Mr.  M'LAEEN  (Cheshire,  Crewe) 
said,  it  would  he  convenient  if,  on  behalf 
of  the  Trustees,  and  also  on  behalf  of  the 
County  Council  of  Cheshire,  he  stated 
what  their  view  was  as  to  the  Motion 
of  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
The  hou.  Members  for  Cheshire  would 
have  offered  an  uncompromising  resist- 
ance to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northwich,  but  were  perfectly  pre- 
pared to  acquiesce  in  the  Motion  moved  by 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  The 
House  would  notice  that  the  Instruction 
now  before  it  limited  the  duties  of  the 
Trustees  to  bring  in  a  Bill  within 
two  years,  so  that  Parliament  might 
deal  with  the  whole  question  of  the 
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coDStitution   and   management   of  the 
Trast ;  bnt  his  faou.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Northwich  DiTisioft*"  would  have 
desired   also    to    include    the  words 
**  powers  and   finance."     These  two 
voids  were  exoladed,  and,  therefore, 
the  Trustees  in  accepting  this  Ameiid- 
ffledt  would  be  bound  to  bring  in  a  Bill, 
within  two  years,  revising    their  con- 
stitntion  —  that   was    to    saj,  the 
method   of  election    and  composition 
of  the  Trust ;  and  if  that  Bill  did  not 
meet  the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Onnskirk  Division  of  Imn- 
casbire,  it  would,  of  course,  be  open  to 
him  to  take  such  steps  as  might  be 
necessary  to   enlarge  ita  scope.  In 
regard  to  the  present  Instruction,  they 
did  not    admit  it  involved  upon  the 
Trustees  a  further  duty  than  he  bad 
lodicated.    The  Trustees  were  undoubt- 
edly the  beat  body  to  bring  in  a  Bill  of 
that  kind.    It  would  not  be  a  desirable 
thing  that   any  outside   party  should 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  reform  their  constitu- 
tion until  they  had  had  a  fair  opportu- 
nity of  doing  it  for  themselves  ;  and  if 
their  methods  were  not  satisfactory,  it 
would  go  before  a  Committee  of  that 
flons^  which  could  put  it  into  such 
shape  as  should  seem  right.    He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  that  Debate  would  not  be 
continued.    He  was  authorised  to  say 
for  all  the  other  Cheshire  Members  that 
they  accepted  this  Instruction  ;  they  all 
agreed   to  vote  for  it ;  and,  therefore, 
when  every  Cheshire  Member  was  now 
agreed  npoo  it,  he  thought  the  House 
might  venture  to  pass  the  Instruction, 
and   not  take  up  further  time  on  the 
matter. 

Mb.  WHITELEY  (Stockport)  wished 
to  endorse  what  had  been  said  by  the 
lut  speaker,  and  to  protest  against  the 
nofur  aspect  which  the  Member  for 
Ormskirk  had  placed  upon  the  question. 
To  every  one  of  his  allegations  the 
Tmstees  bad  a  complete  answer,  and 
they  considered  their  position  unassail- 
able, ratified  as  it  was  by  nine  Acts  of 
Parliament  extending  over  a  long  series 
of  years. 

Mr.  SNAFE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
vood)  said,  that  in  reference  to  the 
observations  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Onnskirk,  he  was  of  opinion  that  the 
constitution  of  this  Tnist  would  have  to 
be  enlai^ed  to  a  greater  extent  than  the 
right  hon.  GenUeman  had  supposed. 


The  traffic  of  the  Weaver  was  largely 
contributed  to  by  Lancashire,  and  the 
districts  of  Widnes  and  St.  Helens  would 
have  to  be  taken  into  account  when  that 
re-constitution  was  brought  into  effect. 

Mr.    TOLLEMACHB  (Cheshire, 
Eddisbury),  as  one  of  the  Trustees  of  tihe 
Weaver,  wished  to  say  that  he  did  not 
think  there  would  be  any  objection  on  their 
part  to  consider  the  question  of  the  re-con- 
stitution of  the  Trust.    They  recognised 
that,  having  regard  to  the  date  at  which 
it  was  instituted,  it  could  not  be  quite  in 
touch  with  modern  requirements,  and  he 
believed  there  was  a  motion  down  on 
tlio  books  of  the  Weaver  Trust,  saying 
the  time  had  come,  at  any  rate,  when  the 
County  Council  should  be  represented  on 
that  Trust.   They  did,  however,  take 
exception  to  the  Motion  of  the  Member 
for  Northwich  so  far  as  it  regarded  tlie 
finances   of  the    Weaver  navigation. 
That  they  should  have  fought  to  the 
end,  and  should  when  it  should  come 
before  the  House,  because  they  had  always 
held   that  the  Weaver  Trustees  were 
Trustees  of  the  ratepayers  of  the  county  ; 
not  one  farthing  of  the  surplus  went  into 
the  pocket  of  any  private  individual,  but 
all  went,  under  sanction  of  Parliament, 
for  the  relief  of  the  ratepayers.  Wheu 
this  question  coraes  on  one  or  two  years 
hence,  if  such  a  Motion  as  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northwich  wwe  made, 
they  should  be  quite  prepared  to  vote 
against  it.    At  present  he  might  say,  on 
behalf  of  the  Trustees,  and  certainly  on 
his  own  part,  that  he  quite  accepted  the 
Instruction  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Onlered,  "  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  to  insert  in  the  Bill  a  Olaiue 
requiring  the  Trustees  to  come  to  Parliament 
within  two  years  with  such  a  Bill  as  may  enable 
Parliament  to  deal  with  the  whole  question  of 
the  coDstitntion  and  management  of  the  Trust." 
— (J/r.  Mvitdclla.') 

ROYAL  ASSENT. 
Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Com- 
missioners ; — 

The  House   went ; — and,  being  re- 
turned ; — 

Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Koyal  Assent 
to,— 

1.  Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2)  Act, 
1893. 

2.  Municipal  Corporations  Act,  1893. 
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3.  Cholera  Hospitals  (Ireland)  Act^ 

1893. 

4.  Public  Libraries  Ameudment  Act, 

1893. 

5.  Police  Act,  1893. 

6.  Bay  Industrial  SgIiooIb  (Scotland) 

Act,  1893. 

7.  Reformatory    Schools  (Scotland) 

Act,  1893. 

8.  Statute  Law  Revtsiou  Act,  1893. 

9.  Electric  Lighting  Orders  Confirma- 

tion (No.  2)  Act,  1893. 

10.  Pilotage  Orders  Confirmation  Act, 

1893. 

11.  Military  Lands  Provisionnl  Orders 

Confirmation  Act,  1893. 

12.  Local  Government  Board  (Ireland) 

Provisional  Order  Confirmation 
(No.  2)  Act,  1893. 

13.  Metropolitau  Commons  (Orpiugtou) 

Supplemental  Act,  1893. 
H.  Electric    Lighting   Orders  Con- 
firmation (No.  3)  Act,  1893. 

Q  UESriONS. 


ELECTORAL  DISABILITIES   OF  1UI8H 
POLICE. 

CoT.osEL  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  :  I  bog  to  aek 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if,  considering 
that  the  Eugtish,  Welsh,  and  Scotch 
police  enjoy  all  the  electoral  rights,  whe- 
ther Parliamentary  or  municipal,  of  or- 
dinary citizens  without  any  detriment  to 
the  Public  Service,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  support  and  give 
facilities  for  the  early  enactment  of  the 
measure  now  before  the  House  to  remove 
the  Civic  disabilities  under  which  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  and  Dublin 
Metropolitan  Police  labour  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J,  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  question  is  well 
worthy  consideration,  but  I  think  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  will  understand 
that  in  the  present  state  of  Public  Busi- 
116^8  the  Government  cannot  promote  or 
give  facilities  for  the  Bill  to  which  be 
refers. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
Do  I  understand  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
nun  is  in  fftvour  of  the  6iU  i* 

Mr*  Speaker 


Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  said  the  ques- 
tion was  well  worth  considering. 

CUSTOMS  REGULATIONS  OF  YACHTS. 
SiB  JOHN  DORINGTON  (Glouces- 
ter, Tewkeebiu-y)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
his  attention  has  been  drawu  to  a  letter 
in  The  Field  newspaper  of  the  20th 
May  relating  to  the  action  of  the  Customs 
officers  in  respect  of  a  French  yacht ; 
and  whether  there  is  any  reason  why  the 
same  courtesy  and  relaxation  of  Customs 
regulations  canuot  be  directed  to  be  ap- 
plied in  the  case  of  foreign  yachts  en- 
tering English  ports  as  is  commonly  ex- 
tended to  English  yachts  entering  foreign 
ports  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the 
EXCHEQUER  (Sir  W.  Harcourt, 
Derby)  :  Under  the  Customs  Regulations 
foreign  yachts  entering  British  ports  are 
treated  in  exactly  the  same  manner  as 
British  yachts  entering  British  ports  from 
abroad.  An  account  is  taken  of  any 
dutiable  stores  on  board,  and  so  much  of 
the  said  stores  as  are  not  required  for 
immediate  consumption  are  sealed  up. 
A  Special  Report  has  been  called  for  in 
the  case  of  the  Fauvette,  and  it  does  not 
appear  that  the  ordinary  practice  was 
applied  with  any  undne  strictness. 

SEAMEK'S  HOSPITALS  AT  SMYRNA  AND 
CONSTANTINOPLE. 
Sir  £.  HILL  (Bristol,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  if  he  wilt  state  the 
present  rate  of  contribution  levied  on 
British  ships  in  support  of  the  seamen^s 
hospitals  in  the  Ports  of  Smyrna  and 
Constantinople  ;  the  total  receipts  in  the 
years  of  1890,  1891,  and  1892  in  each 
port ;  the  actual  expenditure  in  each  of 
the  said  years  ;  tlie  amount  of  the  sur- 
pluses, and  how  they  have  been  disposed 
of  ;  and  the  number  of  the  in-patients 
and  of  the  ont-paticnts  treatetl  in  each 
hottpital  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Gret,  Northumberland,  Berwick): 
A  Return  will  be  prepared,  but  refereoco 
to  Constantinople  and  @mym4  wiU  be 
necesHftr)^. 
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VIVISECTION. 

Mr.  J.  £.  ELLIS  (Nottiugham, 
Bushclifie) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
vhether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
great  and  continuous  increase  in  the 
practice  of  experiments  upon  living 
aainuils,  as  indicated  bj  the  facts  that 
whereas  in  1878  27  persons  held  liceuces 
of  which  they  made  use  and  performed 
481  experiments,  in  1892  12d  persons 
held  licences  of  which  they  made  use 
sod  performed  3,960  experiments ; 
whether  he  has  satisfied  himself  that 
the  licences  and  certificates  are  all  issued 
ooly  to  such  places  and  persons,  and 
with  such  objects  as  were  contemplated 
by  «  The  Gruelty  to  Animals  Act,  1876 ; " 
whether  every  "  licensed  place "  was 
visited  during  the  year  1892  ;  how  many 
pUces  received  more  than  two  visits  ; 
and  whether  he  is  satisfied  that  the 
system  of  inspection  is  such  as  to 
secure  the  observance  of  the  conditions 
on  which  the  licences  and  certificates 
sre  issued  ? 

The  SECEETABY  of  STATE  kob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  The  figures  given 
by  my  hon.  Friend  iu  the  first  paragraph 
are  correct.  The  chief  reason  for  the 
rise  in  number  is  to  be  fouud  in  the  in- 
creased facilities  afforded  for  such  re- 
searches by  improved  methods  of  au- 
ssthetisation  aud  the  antiseptic  treatment 
of  wounds.  By  far  the  largest  propor- 
tion of  the  additional  experiments  in 
1892  as  compared  with  1891  were  cases 
of  simple  inoculation  and  were  chiefly 
performed  on  behalf  of  the  Royal  Com- 
misKion  on  Tuberculosis.  The  answer  to 
the  second  paragraph  is— Yes.  The 
qualifications  of  every  licensee  are 
strictly  inquired  into,  and,  with  two  ex- 
ceptions, there  is  no  licensed  place  on  the 
register  which  is  not  in  a  recognised 
college  or  public  institutiou.  (3)  Every 
licenaed  place  where  experiments  were 
performed  was  visited  during  the  year 
1892.  (4)  There  were  21  places  visited 
more  than  twice.  (5)  I  am  satisfied  that 
the  system  of  iuspection  is  such  as  to 
secure  the  object  described  in  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  question. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Essex, 
Epping)  :  Are  the  visits  of  the  Inspectors 
known  beforehand,  or  are  they  surprise 
Tisits? 


Mr.  ASQUITH  :  In  some  cases  they 
are  known  beforehand  ;  in  others  not. 

ARMY  HOSPITAL  STOPPAGES. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether,  if  it  is  the  case  that  when  men 
are  injured  ou  ordinary  duty,  the  General 
Officer  commanding  has  the  power  of 
remitting  half  the  daily  hospital  stoppage 
of  7d.,  and  when  men  are  injured  at  drill 
or  manoeuvres,  the  whole  of  it ;  on  what 
principle  this  distinction  is  drawn  between 
men  who  are  both  injured  In  the  per- 
formance of  duty ;  and  if  he  can  state 
generally  in  what  percentage  of  cases  of 
injury  the  General  Officer  commanding 
has  exercised  the  power  of  remitting  the 
half  or  the  whole  respectively  of  these 
hospital  stoppages  during  the  last  year, 
for  which  such  informatiou  is  available  ? 

The  financial  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Woodall, 
Hanley)  :  The  fact  is  as  stated  in  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  question.  The  dis- 
tinction 1>etween  ordinary  duty  and  drill 
or  manoeuvres  is  made  because  drill  and 
manoeuvres  assimilate  closely  to  the  con- 
ditions of  active  service,  for  mjuries  in 
which  it  is  held  that  the  public  should 
give  hospital  treatmeut  free.  Ou  ordi- 
uary  duty,  the  injury  a  man  receives  is  in 
most  cases  attributable  to  some  circum- 
stance over  which  he  has  more  or  less 
control.  The  conditions  are  so  various 
that,  for  administrative  convenience,  a 
half-stoppage  was  made  common  to  all 
cases.  This  is  regarded  as  liberal  treat- 
ment and  a  considerable  concession  to  the 
soldier.  The  data  as  to  remissions  of 
stoppage  are  not  iu  a  form  to  enable  the 
question  to  be  exactly  answered  ;  but, 
roughly,  the  stoppages  appear  to  be 
wholly  remitted  in  one-half  the  cases  of 
injury  on  duty. 

GAMBLING  IN  JAMAICA. 
Mr.  CARVELL  WILLIAMS  (Not- 
tinghamy  Mansfield) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  fm*  the  Colonies 
whether  there  has  been  received  at  the 
Colonial  Office  a  Memorial  from  the 
Baptist  Union  of  Jamaica,  stating  that 
the  Constabulary  of  Kingston,  acting 
under  the  instructions  of  the  Governor, 
refrain,  during  tlie  Christmas  holidays, 
from  enforcing  the  laws  against  lotteries, 
and  representing  that  encouragement  is 
thereby  afforded  to  the  gambling  which 
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IB  on  the  increase  in  the  island,  and  that 
the  administration  of  t^e  lav  is  likely  to 
bo  brought  into  contempt ;  and  whether 
the  Governor  vill  be  instructed  to  adopt 
in  future  a  different  coarse  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  Fon  the  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  : 
Tho  Memorial  iu  question  has  been  re- 
ceired,  accompanied  by  a  Report  from 
the  Governor  of  Jamaica.  The  Governor 
has  been  instructed  to  inform  the 
memorialists,  in  reply,  that  a  certain 
amount  of  discretion  is  necessarily  given 
to  the  police  as  to  instituting  prosecutions 
for  minor  offences,  and  that,  as  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  does  not  understand  that 
the  instructions  of  which  they  complain 
go  beyond  this,  be  sees  no  reason  to 
interfere.  The  memorialists  have  been 
reminded  that  it  is  open  to  any  member 
of  the  community  to  institute  a  prosecu- 
tion against  any  person  whom  he  may 
consider  to  have  contravened  the  law 
against  gambling.  The  statement  that 
gambling  is  on  the  increase  in  Jamaica  is 
not  borne  out  by  the  Reports  of  the 
Police  or  the  Statistics  of  Crime. 

SILLYBEGS  HARBOUR  AND  RAILWAY. 

Me,  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the  pro- 
ceedings at  a  public  meetiug  of  the  in- 
habitants of  the  town  and  district  of 
Killybegs,  in  the  County  of  Donegal, 
fully  reported  iu  The  Derry  Journal  of 
22nd  May,  convened  to  consider  the 
encroachments  of  the  Donegal  (Killybegs 
Extension)  Railway  works  on  the  public 
wharfage  hitherto  in  existence  for  the 
accommodation  of  vessels  in  Killybegs 
Harbour  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  last 
spring,  when  there  was  great  distress  in 
the  district  and  coal  was  sold  at  £1  10s. 
per  ton,  a  vessel  was  lying  in  Killybegs 
Harbour  laden  with  coals  which  could 
not  discharge  her  cargo  for  a  week,  in 
consequence  of  the  encroachments  re- 
ferred  to,  for  which  there  has  been  no 
compensation  whatever  ;  by  what 
authority  were  the  railway  works  which 
prejudicially  affect  the  wharfage  carried 
out  without  compensation  ;  what  steps 
will  be  taken  to  render  the  railway  and 
the  harbour  mutually  beneficial  to  the 
district  instead  of  antagonistic  to  each 
otiier ;  and  what  are  the  intentions  of 
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the  Government  in  the  way  of  providing 
a  suitable  pier  and  wharf  in  lien  of  th(»e 
taken  away  by  the  railway  works,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  Hr.  Manning, 

late  Engineer- in-Chief  of  the  Board  of 
Works,  recommended  that  a  new  pier 
should  be  built  to  accommodate  venels 
drawing  15  ft.  of  water  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBEKT,  Oldham)  : 
My  right  hon.  Friend  asks  me  to  answer 
this  question.  I  have  seen  a  report  of 
the  meeting  referred  to,  and  I  have 
myself  lately  visited  the  place.  I  am 
informed  that  no  public  rights  existed  in 
the  Killybegs  pier,  which  was  the  pro- 
perty of  a  private  individual,  and  was  a 
small  work  not  extending  more  than  half 
way  to  low  water  of  spring  tides.  The 
private  rights  were  acquired  and  paid  for 
under  the  award  of  an  arbitrator  duly  ap- 
poiuted.  I  am  not  aware  of  the  circum- 
stances described  in  the  second  paragraph, 
but  no  vmall  pier  such  as  that  previously 
existing  could  have  accommodated  coal- 
ing steamers  of  the  ordinary  class,  for 
which  lighten  or  boats  would  in  any 
case  have  been  necessary.  I  should 
explain  that,  though  the  east  quay 
wall  of  the  pier  was  absorbed  in  the 
new  station  ground,  the  western  quay 
was  set  free  for  the  use  of  the  public, 
and  in  addition  a  new  boat-slip,  much 
superior  to  any  similar  existing  work  at 
Killybegs,  as  extending  down  to  low 
water  of  spring  tides,  was  constructed  at 
the  cost  of  public  funds  in  connection  with 
the  railway  works  entirely  for  public  use. 
A  new  pier  could  not  have  been  included 
in  the  railway  scheme,  as  there  was  do 
provision  iu  the  Acts  of  1883  and  1889 
for  such  a  work,  nor  are  there  any  funds 
available  for  the  purpose  over  which  the 
Treasury  or  the  Board  of  Works  have 
any  control.  The  question,  however, 
whether  any  additional  accommodation 
can  be  provided  is  now  engaging  the 
attention  of  the  Congested  Districts 
Board. 

INCOME   TAX  REBATES. 

Mr.  dig  by  (Dorset,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  the  surveyors  and  collectors  of 
taxes  have  the  sanction  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  insisting  on  the  payment  in  full 
of  Income  Tax  without  allowing  for  the 
rebate  in  respects  of^lowances  and 
losses  incident  togthei  a^^61^Sl*aepre8- 
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sioo,  thus  seceasitating  the  inconveuieiice 
and  trouble  of  claimiug  a  return  of  the 
proportion  to  which  the  Government 
were  really  not  entitled  ? 

Sir  W.  HABCOUET:  Surveyors 
and  collectors  of  taxes  have  no  power  to 
grant  the  rebate  referred  to.  No  accurate 
Btatement  can  be  obtained  either  of  the 
allowances  made  by  landlords  to  tenants, 
or  of  losses  in  agriculture  in  any  particu- 
lar year  until  that  year  has  ended.  The 
relief  must,  therefore,  be  granted  by  way 
of  repayment. 

COVENTRY  INDOSTRIAL  SCHOOL. 
Mk.  BALLANTINE  (Coventry)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  a  case  recently  heard 
at  the  Coventry  Police  Court,  io  which 
it  was  proved  that  the  matrou  of  the 
Industrial  School,  Leicester  Street,  a 
school  under  Government  inspection,  had 
flogged  a  girl  named  Lee,  aged  15, 
illegally  and  under  disgraceful  conditions, 
before  the  whole  school ;  whether  he  will 
direct  a  prosecution  to  be  instituted 
against  the  matrou  by  the  Public  Prose- 
cutor ;  and  whether,  pending  prosecution 
or  ioquiry,  the  matrou  will  1m  removed 
from  the  conduct  of  the  school  ? 

Mk.  NEWDIGATE  (Warwick, 
Xuneaton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
case  of  the  girt,  Emma  Lee,  who  on 
Saturday,  27th  May,  was  brought  before 
the  Coventry  City  Magistrates  for 
running  away  from  the  Coventry 
Leicester  Street,  Industrial  School;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that,  according  to  the 
regulations  of  that  school,  girls  are  liable 
to  be  flogged  before  the  whole  school  in 
a  partially  nude  condition ;  whether  this 
punishment  was  inflicted  on  Emma 
Lee ;  and  whether  he  will  make  stroug 
representations  to  those  respousible  for 
the  management  of  the  sehool  that  any 
regulations  which  may  at  present  permit 
of  such  a  punishment  being  inflicted 
Ehould  be  forthwith  caucelled  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  directed  the 
iDspector  of  Beformatory  and  Industrial 
Schools  to  make  a  full  inquiry  into  all 
the  ciraumstances  of  this  ease,  and  to 
furnish  me  without  delay  with  a  special 
Beport.  As  soon  as  I  am  in  possession 
of  the  Beport,  I  shall  take  such  action  as 
appears  to  be  required. 


INSOLVENT  IBI8H  POOR  LAW  UNIONS. 

Me.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  S.)  : 
On  behalf  of  ike  hon.  Member  for  South 
Londonderry,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land how  many  of  the  Irish  Poor  Law 
Unions  were  unable  to  meet  their  liabili- 
ties on  the  occasion  of  the  last  BettUug  of 
accounts  ;  what  are  the  names  of  these 
Unions ;  in  how  many  of  the  Irish  Poor 
Law  Unions  have  the  bankers  who  act 
as  treasurers  refused  to  cash  their 
cheques ;  and  what  are  the  names  of 
these  Unions  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  :  The  Local  Go- 
verument  Boani  state  that  to  obtain  the 
information  asked  for  iu  the  first  para- 
graph of  this  question  would  involve  an 
examination  of  the  last  audited  accounts 
(i.c.,  to  September  29,  1892)  of  159 
Uuious,  a  work  which  would  necessarily 
require  some  time  to  carry  out.  With 
regard  to  the  third  paragraph,  the  Local 
Government  Board  have  no  information 
which  would  enable  them  to  furnish  a 
reply,  and  it  would  bo  necessary  to  call 
upon  Clerks  of  Unions  or  their  Inspectors 
to  supply  the  information.  I  do  not  know 
what  the  hon.  Member's  object  is  in 
pntting  these  questioua;  but  if  be  will 
communicate  with  me  privately,  I  have 
no  doubt  I  can  give  him  what  information 
he  wants. 

NENAGH  TKAIN  SERVICE. 

Mn.  P.  J.  O'BBIEN  (Tipperary,  N.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  he  has  received  a  com- 
munication from  the  Is'cnagh  Town 
Commissioners,  calling  attention  to  the 
alteration  in  the  train  service  between 
Kcnagh  and  Limerick,  causing  great 
iujiiry  to  the  traffic  and  trade  of  the 
former  town,  as  also  great  inconvenience 
and  loss  to  the  travelling  public  at  large; 
and  whether  steps  will  bo  taken  to  have 
the  former  facilities  for  trafiic  restored 
between  the  places  named  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  ok  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  I  received  a  letter  and  copy 
of  resolution  from  the  Nenagb  Town 
Commissioners  yesterday.  The  com- 
plaint is  general  in  its  terms,  but  if  the 
Commissioners  will  t&vouT  the  Board  of 
Trade  with  detailed  information  as  to 
the  further  railway  facilities  they  require 
I  will  communicate  with  the  companies 
thereon.  Dig„„edbyGoOgle 
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ELECTIONEERING  TACTICH  IN  WEST 
BELFAST. 

Mh.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyroue,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenaat  of  Ireland  whether  hie 
attention  has  beau  called  to  the  case  of 
"Burns  r.  The  Belfast  Evening  Tele- 
graph^^  tried  before  Mr.  Justice  Gibson 
and  a  special  jury,  in  Dublin,  on  the  2ihI 
and  4th  instants,  and  reported  in  The 
Belfast  News  Letter  of  the  3rd  and  oth; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  at  this  trial  it 
was  proved  that  on  the  occasion  of  the 
West  Belfast  election,  in  July  last,  a 
person  named  Kearney,  who  was  then 
acting  as  Secretary  of  the  Belfast  Branch 
of  the  National  Federation,  marked  on 
the  list  of  voters  the  names  of  dead, 
absent,  and  sick  men,  and  handed  the  list 
to  three  men  named  M*Ginley,  Carberry, 
and  O'Neill,  with  instructions  to  have 
them  personated  ;  whether  a  large  num- 
ber of  persouators  were  arrested  on  the 
polling  day;  and  if  he  can  say  how  many 
pleaded  guilty  when  brought  to  trial  ; 
whether  it  has  been  brought  to  his 
notice  that  Mr.  Justice  Gibson,  in  his 
Charge  to  the  jury,  declared  that  there 
had,  if  the  jury  believed  the  evidence, 
been  arrangements  for  wholesale  persona' 
tion  under  the  direction  of  iJie  National 
Federation  through  their  secretary  ; 
whether  it  is  tnie  that  Kearney  has, 
since  the  election,  been  appointed  to  any 
public  office  ;  and  if  hecan  say  by  whom 
he  was  recommendetl  to  the  GoYernment 
for  the  appointment ;  and  if  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  take  any  action  in  regard 
to  the  parties  involved  in  the  evidence 
given  at  the  trial  in  question  ? 

Mh.  SEXTON  (Kerry,  N.)  :  This 
question  appears  on  the  Notice  Paper  for 
the  first  time  to-day.  I  desire  to  ask 
whether,  as  the  question  conveys  a  charge 
of  criminality  against  a  person  who  is 
described  as  a  public  officer,  if  the  hon. 
Member  has  given  notice  of  his  intention 
to  put  it  to  Mr.  Kearney  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  I  know 
nothing  of  Mr.  Kearney  further  than 
what  I  have  read  of  him  in  The  Belfast 
News  Letter. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  Is  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary aware  that  the  gentleman  in  ques- 
tion went  to  Dublin  while  the  trial  was  in 
progress  for  the  purpose  of  proving  his 
innocence,  and  hoped  to  be  examined  as 
a  witness,  but  was  not  called.    Will  the 


hon.  G  entl^an  postpone  the  ques- 
tion to  enable  Mr.  Kearney  to  give  bis 
statement  ? 

'  Mit.  J.  MORLEV  :  The  question  did 
only  appear  ou  the  Paper  this  morning, 
and  it  must  have  been  obvious,  even  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone,  that 
it  was  impossible  for  mo  to  answer  it 
without  notice.  I  have  called  for  a 
Report  In  reference  to  this  question  ;  but, 
not  having  yet  received  it,  I  would  ask 
the  hon.  Member  to  be  good  enough  to 
postpone  the  question  for  a  few  days. 

Mr.  T,  W.  RUSSELL :  I  will  ask 
the  question  on  Thursday  next. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  :  I  wish  to  ask 
you,  Mr.  Speaker,  whether  you  did  not, 
a  few  days  ago,  express  the  opinion  tliat 
questions  should  not  be  based  on  news- 
paper reports  without  further  investiga- 
tion being  made  ? 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  The  question  is 
put  down  upon  the  refiponsibility  of 
the  hon.  Member  in  whose  name  it 
stands. 

RETURN  OF  COUNTV  AND  BOROUGH 
MAGISTRATES. 
Mr.  storey  (Sunderland)  :  I  be|: 
to  ask  the  Secretuy  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  wiiether  he  is  noir 
able  to  state  when  we  may  expect  the 
Return  (ordereil  by  this  House  in 
February)  of  County  and  Borough 
Magistrates,  their  names,  addresses, 
occupations,  and  the  date  of  their  appoint- 
ment ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  As  regards  that 
portion  of  the  Return  which  refers  to 
the  Borough  Magistrates,  tt  has  already 
been  sent  to  the  printers.  Tlie  cono^ 
portion  involves  greater  labour,  and  I  re- 
gret that  it  is  not  possible  for  the  Crown 
Office  to  say  when  it  will  be  ready,  but 
no  time  wilt  be  lost.  If  desired  the 
borough  portiou  could  lie  presented 
separately  as  soon  as  it  is  received  from 
the  printers. 

Mr.  WHARTON  (York,  W.R., 
Ripou)  :  May  I  ask  from  what  sources 
the  mformation  is  being  obtained  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  In  the  case  of 
boroughs  from  the  town  clerks,  and  in  the 
case  of  counties  from  the  Clerks  of  the 
Peace. 

Mr.  STOREY  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  have  the  informa- 
tion in  their  possession  on  the  rolls  of 
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Justices,  aud  does  uot  u  period  of  four  j 
months  seem  au  excessive  time  for  sup- 
plying it  ? 

Mu.  ASQUITU  :  Tbat  h  certaiuly  n. 
matter  of  opititoii. 

LIBDTBKASTT  KENNEDY. 

Sir   W.   WEDDERBURN  (Banff- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Uuder  Secretary  , 
of  State  for  India  whether  the  attention  , 
of  the  Secretary   of  State   has  been 
(Inwn  to  a  recent  case  before  the  Calcutta  i 
High    Court,    in    which     Lieutenant  | 
KeaneAjf  the  Deputy  CommiRsioner  of  j 
Nowgong,  in  Assam,  is  stated  to  have  ! 
destroyed  documents  filed  as  evidence  in  ■ 
a  criminal  proceeding ;  whether  he  is  I 
aware  that  Lieutenant  Kennedy,  while  a  I 
clinrgc  of  criminal  breach  of  tnist  initiated  [ 
by  him  agatost  the  Treasurer  of  Now- 
gong  was  under  inquiry,  abstracted  from  , 
tie  Court's  record  seven  dmiuments  re-  i 
lied  on  by  the  accused  person,  and  tore 
them   in  pieces,  remarking  that  these 
ilocumeuta  were  put  in  to  get  him  into 
trouble  ;  that  the  Chief  Commissioner  of  , 
Assam  stigmatised  thin  action  of  Lieu-  j 
tenant  Kennedy  as  '*  moRt  reprehensible I 
and  that,  when  the  case  came  ilp  Iwfore  ; 
the  HigLi  Court,  Mr.  Justice  Trevelyan  ' 
remarked  that  if  any  other  person  had 
done  what  Lieuteonnt  Kennedy  did  be  ! 
would  have  been  proseontetl ;  whether 
Lieutenant  Kennedy  has  been  since  pro- 
moted :  and  whether  the  Secretary  of 
State  will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made,  and 
proper  proceedings  to  be  taken  in  the 
i^-^e  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  Foa  INDIA  (Mr.  George 
RcssELL,  Beds,  N.)  :  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  no  infn-mation  as  to  this 
matter,  Iwt  he  will  cause  inquiry  to  be 
nude  respecting  it. 

INDUN  CURRENCV. 
Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether,  as 
the  tteport  of  the  Indian  Currency  Com- 
mittee has  already  l>een  communicated  to 
the  GovemmeDt  of  India,  that  Report 
can  be  presented  to  the  House  in  anticipa- 
tion of  any  statement  which  the  Govern- 
ment may  eventually  make  on  the 
suliject ;  and  whether  the  Government 
bare  decided  to  take  any  action  they  may 
deem  to  be  advisable  without  the  prerious 
concurrence  of  Parliament  ? 


Sir  W.  HAKCOURT:  lanswered  this 
question  yesterday.  The  Government 
are  unable  to  come  to  any  decision  until 
they  have  ascertained  the  views  of  the 
Government  of  India  upon  the  question. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL:  Will 
the  Government  in  the  meantime  present 
the  Report  to  the  House. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  No  ;  I  think 
it  would  l>e  most  unfair  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  that  the  Report  should  he 
made  public  before  they  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  it. 

ABSENCE  OF  CRIME   IN  EAST  CORK. 

Cai'Tais  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieuteoant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  tbat  the  Recorder  of  Cork  was 
presented  with  a  pair  of  white  gloves  on 
Tuesday  last,  owing  to  the  criminal 
calendar  for  the  £^t  Riding  of  tbat 
county  being  a  blank,  aud  that  the  Re- 
corder congratulated  theGrand  Jury  upon 
the  extremely  stitisfactory  state  of  the 
district,  and  expressed  a  ho|>e  that  they 
might  often  meet  uuder  simdar  li&ppy 
conditions ;  and  whether,  under  these 
circumstances,  steps  will  be  taken  to  re- 
move the  extra  police  force,  for  which 
the  people  of  the  East  Riding  of  the 
County  Cork  are  at  present  taxed  ? 

Mr.  j.  MORLEY  :  I  understand  the 
first  paragraph  correctly  states  the  facts. 
With  regard  to  paragraph  2,  I  fear  I 
cannot  add  anything  to  my  reply  to  a 
somewhat  similar  question  addressed  to 
me  on  the  1st  inst.  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork.  I  may  point  out,  however, 
that  the  county  at  large,  irrespective  of 
the  Ridings,  is  responsihle  for  the  cost  of 
the  extra  police. 

SECOND  DIVISION  CLERKS. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  any, 
and,  if  any,  what,  barrier  exists  to  the 
promotion  of  clerks  of  the  class  kuown 
as  assistant  clerks,  posting  clerks,  and 
abstractors,  to  vacancies  tn  clerkships  of 
the  Second  Division,  if  in  the  opinion  of 
the  permanent  Heads  of  their  several  De- 
partments such  promotion  would  be  for 
the  benefit  of  the  public  ? 

Sir  j.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  Second 
Division  of  the  Civil  Service  is  recruited 
by  open  competition,  and  itjs  not  gro- 
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posed  to  admit  to  that  Division  men  who 
have  only  passed  the  rudimentary  exami- 
nation required  of  temporary  copyists. 

THK  BOVAL  WEDDING. 
Mb.  KNOWLES  (Salford,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury if  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Govorumeut  to  proclaim  the  weddiugday 
of  H.R.H.  the  Duke  of  York,  6th  July, 
a  public  holiday  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TRKA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstpne,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian) :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  doubtless  be  aware  that  the 

Government  has  the  power  under  the 
Act  of  Parliament  of  proclaiming  holidays 
either  generally  or  locally.  There  is  no 
case  of  a  general  holiday  being  pro- 
claimed under  the  Act  except  on  the  day 
of  the  Queen's  Jubilee.  There  has  beeu 
a  case  in  which  a  local  holiday  for  Lon- 
don has  been  proclaimed,  and  local  holi- 
days have  also  beeu  proclaimed  in  other 
places.  Speaking  generally,  I  should 
say  this  is  evidently  a  matter  on  which  the 
Government  ought  to  watch  for  manifesta- 
tions of  public  sentiment.  That  is  what 
the  Government  will  do  ;  they  will  be 
guided  by  these  manifestations  as  to  any 
course  they  may  or  may  ;iot  adopt. 

THE  AGRICULTURAL  DEPRESSION. 

Mb.  jasper  MORE  (Slu^ishire, 
Ludlow) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 

the  Treasury  whether  the  Government 
have  any  serious  intention  of  proceeding 
with  the  Motion  which  appears  daily  on 
the  Notice  Paper,  to  appoint  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  subject  of 
Agricultural  Depression  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  The  Go- 
vernment stiil  continue  desirous  to  ap- 
point this  Committee.  Of  course,  they 
are  aware  that  with  the  lapse  of  time  the 
position  of  matters  simply  becomes 
worse  ;  but  after  the  manifestations  that 
appeared  in  difierent  portions  of  the 
House  of  a  desire  that  the  Committee 
should  sit,  the  Government  will,  so  far 
as  depends  upon  them,  do  all  they  can  to 
meet  that  desire. 

Mk.  J.  MORE  :  Has  the  attention  of 
the  right  hon.  Geutleman  the  Member 
for  Sleaford  (Mr.  Chaplin)  been  drawn  to 
the  Amendment  to  this  Motion  lately  put 
on  the  Paper  by  the  hon.  Member  for 

Sir  J,  T^SObert 


East  Suffolk ;  and  is  he  prepared  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment  of  that  hon.  Member  ? 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Tlianet  also  take  that 
course  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  Yea,  Sir ;  my  at- 
tention has  been  directed  to  all  the 
Amendments  upon  the  Papw  to  the 
Motion  of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture,  and  among  them  the  Amend- 
ment which  stands  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Woodbridge  Divi- 
siou  of  Suffolk.  With  regard  to  the 
Ameudmeut  in  my  own  name,  I  have  fre- 
quently stated  my  reasons  for  placing  it 
on  the  Paper,  and  I  need  not  repeat  them 
now.  The  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  has  only  been  placed  on  the 
Paper  quite  recently,  I  believe  ;  but  it 
appears  to  me  to  be  directed  to  a  specific 
issue — namely,  the  qnestion  of  the  fall 
in  the  prices  of  agricultural  produce, 
which  io  my  judgment  lies  at  the  root  of 
agricultural  depressiou,  and  I  can  only 
say,  if  the  Governmeut  will  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Suffolk,  I  should  be  prepared,  as  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  if  it  will  facilitate  the 
action  of  the  Governmeut,  to  withdraw 
the  Amendment  which  stands  in  my 
name  on  the  Paper  at  present. 

Mu.  J.  MORE  :  May  I  put  a  similar 
queatiou  to  other  hon.  Members  who 
have  Amendmeuts  on  the  Paper. 

•Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order  !  The 
inquiry  should  be  made  privately. 

A  CONTINUOUS  SESSION. 
Mk.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whe- 
ther it  is  absolutely  necessary  to  com- 
plete a  Parliamentary  Session  «nd  to 
prorogue  within  a  year  ;  whether  be  is 
aware  of  precedents  for  a  continuous 
Session  of  more  than  one  year ;  and 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  will 
under  present  circumstances  refrain  from 
advising  a  Prorogation,  but,  when  neces- 
sary, substitute  short  adjournments 
instead,  until  tiie  Home  Rule  Bill,  and 
such  other  measures  as  thej  deem  next 
iu  importance,  shall  have  been  passed 
through  this  House  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  am 
sensible  that  the  He 
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regard  to  the  prosecutiou  of  BuBiDess,  in 
a  pOBttion  of  great  and  increasing  difB- 
ciiltj,  and  in  due  time  it  may  be  the  duty 
of  the  (Government  to  consider  in  a  cora- 
preheosive  manner  in  what  way  these 
difficulties  ought  to  be  met ;  but  Ifdo  not 
tbink  it  would  be  desirable  to  enter  into 
uy  particulars  at  the  present  moment. 
At  the  proper  time  I  should  be  prepared, 
in  case  it  should  be  desirable,  to  make 
specific  proposals. 

THE  MIKES  (EIOHT  HOURS)  BILL 

Mb.  D,  THOMAS  (Merthyr  Tydvii)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury if  the  reports  that  he  has  promised 
a  Saturday  Sitting  for  the  Minos  (Eight 
Hours)  Bill,  provided  an  assurance  were 
given  that  a  House  would  be  made  on 
that  day,  were  correct ;  whether  tliere  is 
any  precedent  for  giving  sucli  facilities 
to  a  Private  Member^s  Bill  of  a  highly 
controversial  character ;  and  whether 
the  Government  intend  to  give  pre- 
cedence to  the  Mines  (Eight  Houra)  Bill 
over  all  other  Private  Members*  Bills, 
such  as  the  Places  of  Worship  Enfran- 
chisement and  Liquor  Traffic  Local  Veto 
(Wales)  Bill  a,  and  over  Government 
measures  such  as  the  Established  Church 
(Wales)  BiU  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  In  reply 
to  the  question,  what  I  have  to  say  is,  iu 
the  first  place,  that  there  wus  no  pro- 
mise or  engagement  of  any  kind  entered 
into  by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I 
had  the  honour  of  receiving  a  deputation 
8  few  days  ago  of  two  hon.  Friends 
acting  for  the  promoters  of  the  Mines 
(Eight  Hours)  Bill ;  and  as  I  understood 
from  them  that  they  desired  to  ascertain 
aud  to  be  guided  by  the  prevailing  senti- 
ment of  the  House  I  reapectfuUy  ad- 
vised them  to  spend  a  little  time  in 
endeavouring  to  ascertain  what  was  the 
prevailing  sentiment.  What  I  said  also 
was  this — that  my  opinion  distinetly  is 
that  it  is  not  for  the  Government  to  take 
a  leading  part  in,  or  to  endeavour  to 
exercise  a  strong  influence  upon,  the 
questions  they  have  raised.  But  it  is 
my  opinion  also  that  in  case  It  should  be 
found  to  be  the  prevailing  sentiment  of 
the  House — and  by  that  I  mean  more 
than  a  mere  numerical  majority — that 
this  additional  burden  should  be  under- 
taken— and  I  am  afraid  it  might  be  a 
burden  for  more  than  a  single  Saturday 


— it  would  not  be  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  set  themselves  in  opposition 
to  that  sentiment. 

SWAZILAND. 

Sir  ELLIS  ASHMEAD-BART- 
LETT  (Sheffield,  Ecolesall)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  will  inform  the 
House  as  to  the  conditions  of  the  Con- 
vention regarding  Swazibind,  which  was 
signed  at  Pretoria  on  June  7  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  The  terms  of  a 
Draft  Convention  have  been  settled  ;  but 
the  full  text  has  not  yet  been  received, 
and  the  Couveution  will  not  be  signed  by 
Sir  H.  Loch  until  he  is  so  authorised  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 


EMPLOYERS'  LIABILITY  [PAYMENTS]. 
Considered  iu  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Mauchester, 
E.) :  Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  will  tell  us  exactly 
what  we  are  doing.  We  have  not  before 
heard  of  any  financial  proposals  iu  con- 
nection with  this  BiU. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  Resolution  is 
brought  forward  in  consequence  of  a 
pledge  given  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge. When  the  question  arose  as  to 
the  Bill  going  to  the  Grand  Committee, 
the  right  hon.  Member  asked  whether 
the  Government  were  prepared  to  admit 
the  Government  workmen  into  the  scope 
of  the  Bill,  aud  the  Government  con- 
sented to  do  BO.  The  Government  have 
accordingly  prepared  a  clause  to  carry 
out  the  agreement ;  and  as  it  may  involve 
a  charge  on  the  Public  Funds,  it  is  neces- 
sary to  have  the  authority  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  for  the  pro- 
posal. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  Has  any  estimate 
been  formed  of  the  cost  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  None  is  possible, 
Mr.     GIBSON    BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  Will  soldiers  and  sailors  be  in- 
cluded in  the  scope  of  the  clause,  or  only 
workpeople  ? 

Mb.  ASQUITH  :  Soldiers  and  sailors 
will  not  be  included.  /^^^^l^ 
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Kesolved,  That  it  is  exi>edieiit  to  authorise 
the  jiaynuMit,  out  of  moneya  to  be  proviileil  by 
Parliauieut,  of  coniiieusation  for  injuries  to 
workmen  In  the  employment  of  the  Crown 
which  may  become  payable  under  the  provisions 
of  any  Act  of  tlie  present  Session  relating  to  the 
Liability  of  Employers  for  injuries  to  their 
workmen.— (J/r.  Secretary  Atq^uith.') 

Besolution  to  be  reported  upou  Mon- 
day next. 

ORDERS   OF   THE  DAY. 


GOVERNMENT  OF  IRELAND  BILL. 
(No.  209.) 

coMuiTTEE.  [^Progre**^  8th  June."] 

[seventeenth  night.] 

Bill  considered  iu  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Legislative  Authority, 

Clause  3  (ExceptiouB  from  powers  of 
Irish  Legislature). 

Amendment  proposed^ 

In  page  2,  line  12,  after  the  wonl"or,"'  to 
insert  as  a  new  sub-section  the  words  — 
"  Factories,  workshops,  and  mines,  or  the 
regulation  of  the  hours  of  labour  of  men, 
women,  and  children  in  factories,,  workshofis, 
and  mines." — Whitelej/.') 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  those 
wonls  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
said,  the  hon.  Member  who,  on  the  pre- 
vious night,  had  proposed  that  Amend- 
ment, had  expressed  himself  very 
anxious  alwut  the  protection  of  Irish 
labour  under  an  Irish  Parliament.  Well, 
as  one  connected  with  Irish  labour  insti- 
tutions he  could  assure  him  that  there 
was  no  danger  of  labonr  being  unpro- 
tected, because  tlie  progress  of  drano- 
cratic  thought  was  resulting  in  more  and 
more  Representatives  of  labour  being  sent 
to  Parliament.  That  would  be  the  case 
iu  the  Irish  Legislature,  as  it  was  iu  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  would  ask  the 
Government  to  reject  the  Amendment. 
If  Ireland  were  not  to  manage  her 
labonr  questions,  what  was  she 
going  to  manage  ?  At  the  present 
moment  there  was  no  equality  in 
the  administratiou  of  the  Labour 
Laws,  because  the  Resolution  passed  by 
the  House  of  Commons  as  to  contracts 
and  sub-letting  was  not  enforced  in  Ire- 
land, although  it  was  in  other  parts  of 
Great  Britain.     He  held  that  this  ques- 


j  tiou  would  be  much  safer  in  Irish  hands 
j  thnu  if  left  to  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  reject 
the  Amendment,  and  not  allow  the  Irish 
Goverument  Bill  to  be  so  pruned  as  to 
prevent  it  being  capable  of  producing 
any  fruit.  They  wanted  it  to  be  some- 
thing more  than  a  mere  pole  on  which  to 
display  the  Union  Jack. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian)  :  I  am  not  at  all 
surprised  at  the  appeal  which  has  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Member.  The  appre- 
hension, I  believe,  is  entertained  by  some 
— probably  by  but  a  few — that  by  l^ip- 
lation  the  Irish  Legislature  might  brin^r 
into  existence  a  new  and  very  formidable 
competition  with  British  manufactures ; 
and,  therefore,  it  is  desired  to  with- 
draw from  the  cognisance  of  the  Irish 
Legislature  these  topics.  But  nothing 
could  be  more  chimerical  than  the  idea 
that  Irish  legislation  could  have  such 
an  effect.  No  doubt  lui  Irish  Govern- 
ment would  be  desirous  to  plant,  stimu- 
late, and  foster  industries  ;  but  if  it  sought 
to  do  so  by  abnormal  methods  of  Goreru- 
meutal  interference — by  grants  from  the 
Exchequer — that  in  itself  would  show  a 
belief  that  it  would  be  no  easy  matter. 
The  causes  which  have  planted  the  great 
British  manufactures  iu  the  seats  whii'h 
tliey  occupy  arc  too  powerful  and  deep- 
rooted  to  he  capable  of  Iwing  so  affected. 
This  is  one  of  those  grave  questions 
raising  and  involving  a  multitude  of  co::- 
siderationn.  Let  us  select  one  braiieh 
which,  I  think,  would  come  home  to  the 
views  of  the  hon.  iKember  opposite 
(Mr.  Field)  on  thif  subject — ^the  ques- 
tion of  passing  Sanitary  Laws.  It  cannot 
be  contended  seriously  that  the  subject 
of  sanitary  legislation  as  applied  to  work- 
shops in  Ireland  ought  to  be  withdrawn 
from  the  Irish  Legislature  ;  yet  that  is 
one  of  the  things  which  this  Amendment 
would  do.  There  wonld  be  no  power  on 
tho  part  of  the  Local  Authority,  which 
certainly  would  be  better  able  to  deal 
with  sauitation  than  any  other,  to  snper- 
vise  these  workshops.  It  appeal^  to  me 
that  the  Amendment,  if  passed,  would 
not  only  exhibit  an  tmdue  jealousy  of 
the  Irish  Legislature,  but  would  impoxc 
an  unwelcome  burden  on  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  which  this  Parliament  would 
hardly  care  to  assume.  The  question  of 
sanitary    legislation  is  one  of  those 
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matters  peculiarly  fitted  for  the  coKui- 
SMM  of  BD  Irish  Parliameat,  aud  tbe  iu- 
lolemble  supposition  cannot  be  raised 
lliat  that  Legislature  would  pasu  Sanitary 
Laws  beaeBcial  to  Ireland  in  geueral,  but 
[irejudicial  to  Ulster.  My  own  belief  is 
tliat  this  subject  would  not  be  a  matter 
I  of  Party  divisiou  iu  the  Irish  Chamber, 
hat  would  be  prosecuted  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  country  at  la^  with  one 
heart  aod  one  purpose.  I  am  con- 
viuced  that  the  new  Government  and  new 
Assembly  will  be  the  proper  stewards 
lo  deal  in  Ireland  with  all  iegtslation 
respecting  labour  iu  factories  and  mines, 
aud  such  questions  as  the  employment  of 
women  aud  young  persous.  It  is  better 
iliat  we  should  leave  a  roasouable  dis- 
cretion iu  dealtug  with  local  questions  ; 
nud,  iu  our  opinion,  wo  are  botiud  to 
recognise  the  Irish  Legislature  as  the 
proper  Body  for  dealing  with  these 
questions.  We,  therefore,  offer  a  most 
decided  opposition  to  the  proposal  of  the 
hoD.  Member  oj^Kwite. 

Sir  J.  G0R8T  (Cambridge  Uui- 
versity)  :  The  right  hon.  Geutlemam' 
bm  not  referred  to  one  ground  upon 
which  I  venture  to  recommeud  the 
Ameadment  to  the  Committee.  It  is 
complained  tliat  this'  Amendment  is  too 
wide  ;  and,  as  I  liave  placed  one  ou  the 
Paper  which  is  less  extensive  in  its 
y;ope,  I  would  like  to  say  a  few  w^ords 
upon  the  matter.  I  am  not,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  inflnooced  to  sympathise 
with  the  Amendment  by  any  distrust  of 
tbe  Irish  I^islature  in  connection  with 
this  matter.  I  do  not  tolieve  that  the 
Representatives  of  Ireland,  either  iu  a 
Legislature  of  their  owu  or  in  the  Im- 
perial Parliament,  would  endeavour  to 
iliminish  the  protection  afibrded  to  men, 
women,  and  children  by  an  industrial 
tegislatiou.  Their  speeches  iu  this 
llouse,  I  have  always  been  glad  to  notice, 
have  been  ou  tbe  side  of  industrial  pro- 
|;res8.  But  my  reason  for  desiring  that 
the  subject-matter  of  the  Amendment 
'liDuld  continue  to  be  treated  as  an  Im- 
perial, and  not  as  a  local,  maXt&c  is 
because  industrial  legislation  may  soon 
U;  expected  to  assume  an  International 
diameter.  The  legislative  protection  of 
working  people  engaged  in  industrial 
pursuits  is  likely  to  become  a  matter  of 
International  arrangement,  and  will  soon 
probably  be  the  subject  of  Treaties 
wtween  the  civilised  Powers  of  Surope, 
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and  great  tuconvenienoe  will  lie  caused  if 
we  should  persist  in  baring  two  separate 
Legislatures  in  one  Kingdom,  each 
dealing  iu  its  owu  fashion  with  a  question 
of  that  kind.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
Conference  of  1891,  in  Berlin,  will  be 
the  last  of  the  attempts  to  briug  about 
uniformity  of  legislation  throughout 
Europe  for  the  protection  of  those  en- 
gaged in  industrial  occupations.  It  is 
true  that  the  decisions  of  that  Conference 
had  no  diplomatic  force,  and  were  mere 
pious  opinions ;  but  I  believe  that  in  a 
very  few  years  there  will  be  other  Con- 
ferences, which  will  result  iu  definite 
engagements  binding  the  European 
Powers  to  treat  the  industrial  populations 
of  their  various  countries  in  a  uniform 
manner.  In  what  au  inconvenient 
position  will  this  country  be  situated  iit 
such  a  Conference  as  the  Berlin  Con- 
ference !  At  Berlin  those  countries 
were  represented  which  have  been 
brought  Itefore  the  House  as  coimtries 
in  which  the  dual  system  of  Governmeut 
prevails — namely,  Sweden  and  Norway 
and  Austria-Hungary.  But  each  country 
was  represented  by  a  separate  Delegate  ; 
and  often  tbe  Norwegian  Representative 
was  found  acting  against  the  Swedish 
aud  the  Hungariau  against  the  Austrian. 
By  a  sub-section  already  adopted  in  the 
Bill  the  Governmeut  of  Ireland  would 
be  debarred  from  being  represented  at 
such  a  Couference  ;  but  it  would  not,  if 
this  Amendment  were  rejected,  be  de- 
barred from  legislating  ou  the  lines  of 
the  decisions  such  a  Conference  might 
deliver.  Thus  au  Imperial  Delate 
might  speak  in  the  name  of  the  Imperial 
and  the  Irish  Parliaments ;  but  one  of 
,  those  Parliaments  would  have  power  to 
act  in  a  contrary  spirit.  That  would  not 
be  a  very  convenient  position  for  this 
country  to  appear  in.  Either  industrial 
legislation  ought  to  be  within  the  pro- 
vince of  the  Lnpo-ial  Parliament  alone, 
or,  iu  the  case  of  an  International  ar- 
rangement, the  Irish  Legislature  should 
be  represented  as  well  as  the  British 
Legislature.  But  Uiere  is  another 
difficiUty,  and  that  is  that,  the  Irish  Par- 
liament notbeiug  represented  at  European 
Conferences,  they  would  very  likely  refuse 
to  undertake  any  legislation  at  all  to  give 
effect  to  any  stipulation  the  Imperial 
Representative  might  make.  We  hod  a 
case  iu  point  in  connection  with  tbe 
Berlin  Conference,  when  fhe.  Gtoveriis 
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ment  of  India,  not  being  represented, 
refused  to  be  bound  even  on  such  a 
question  as  the  emplojrment  of  women 
underground.  In  the  same  way,  what 
reason  Is  there  to  suppose  that  the  Irish 
Government  wonld  act  differently  ?  I 
do  not  attribute  less  zeal  to  the  Irish 
Parliament  than  to  this  one ;  but  it  is 
only  human  nature  to  expect  that,  follow- 
ing the  example  of  the  Indian  Gorera- 
ment,  Ireland  should  refuse  to  be  bound 
by  arraugements  in  the  making  of  which 
its  Representatives  would  have  no  voice. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  (2Ar. 
Field)  is  a  Labour  Representative.  It 
seems  to  me  that  if  he  wants  an  eight 
hours*  day  he  should  vote  against  tbe  pro- 
visionR  of  this  Bill  as  it  stands,  and  in 
favour  of  some  such  proposal  aa  we  are 
now  discussing.  I  strongly  urge  upon 
the  Government,  in  the  interest  of  pro- 
gress, to  preserve  to  the  Imperial  Go- 
vernment the  power  to  appear  with  unity 
at  the  Congresses  of  European  countries 
and  the  power  to  give  effect  to  any  ar- 
rangement come  to  for  industrial  legis- 
lation. I  grant  that  to  exclude  from  the 
purview  of  the  Irish  Fiirliament  all 
matters  connected  with  industrial  legis- 
lation would  be  impossible  and  absurd  ; 
but  I  think  we  ought  to  preserve  to  our- 
selves the  right  to  speak  with  proper 
eficct  in  any  further  Congresses  that 
may  take  place. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  MurfOELLA,  Sheffield, 
Brightside) :  I  am  glad  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admit  that  to 
deprive  the  Irish  Legislature  of  any 
power  to  deal  with  thas  subject  would 
be  absurd.  I  entirely  share  that  opinion, 
and,  that  admission  having  been  made, 
there  is  little  more  to  be  said  on  the 
subject.  The  right  bon.  Gentleman 
Hftid  that  tbe  Imperial  Parliament  ought 
to  be  in  a  position  to  enforce  the  recom- 
mendations of  Conferences.  It  is  pro- 
posed that  Parliament  should  acquiesce 
in  the  limit  of  age  (12  years)  proposed 
by  the  Berlin  Conference ;  but  the  late 
Home  Secretary  maintained  the  limit  of  1 0 
years,  and  when  the  view  of  the  Con- 
ference was  quoted  to  him  be  said  that 
view  had  no  binding  force  whatever. 
No  doubt  Conferences  are  of  great  ad- 
vantage ;  but  I  do  not  believe  there  is  any 
probability  of  their  bringing  about  a 
uniform  practice  in  Europe.  No  class  of 
Members  in  this  House  has  so  loyally 

Sir  «/*.  Gorat  « 


supported  ^tory  legislation  as  the  Irish 
Members.  The  right  bon.  Gentleman  I 
said  the  Irish  Members  wonld  not  be 
influenced  by  a  Conference  -  at  wfaieh 
they  were  not  represented.  But  should 
they  not  be  represented  7 

Sir  J.  GORST :  I  spoke  of  a  Re- 
presentative of  the  Irish  Govercment. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA    Yes  ;  but  many  , 
of  the   Delegates  who  attend  the  Con-  ; 
fereuces  are  not  Representatives  of  thnr  | 
Governments.    There  is  no  reason  to 
fear  any   reactionary    legislation  with  j 
regard  to  labour  from  the  Irish  Members.  \ 
I  would  say  thai  I  believe  Ireland  will  ! 
be  more  likely  to  adopt  the  prorisioos  of  i 
tbe  Beriin  Conference  than  England 
herself,  and  that  she  will  set  an  example 
which  would  be  useful  to  this  country.  , 
•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  , 
said,  that  gentlemen  on  the  Treasnrj  I 
Bench  seemed  to  think  that  this  was  ao 
entirely  useless  discussion.    To  his  mind 
it  was  quite  a  natural  one.    He  could  | 
understand  the  position  of  the  hon.  Mem-  i 
her  for  the  St.  Patrick's  Division  of  | 
Dublin.    The  hon.  Member  asked,  as  an  j 
Irish  Home  Ruler,  "  What  was  the  Irish 
Legislature  to  do  if  it  was  not  to  regulate 
a  thing  of  this  kind  ?  *'   That  was  a 
perfectly  natural  position  to  take  up ;  and 
if  he  (Mr.  Russell)  were  an  Irish  Home 
Ruicr  he  should  follow  that  course — or 
he  should   probably  go  a   great  deal 
farther,  and  object  to  mauy  of  the  re- 
strictions the  Government  had  inserted 
in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  FIELD  :  I  have  done  so. 
*Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  that,  no 
doubt,  If  the  hon.  Member  wished  to  go 
further,  he  would  have  an  opportunity  j 
later  on  of  showing  his  desire.  If  the  | 
position  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
St.  Patrick's  Division  of  Dublin  was 
natural,  tliat  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport  was  doubly  so.  The  question 
was  one  of  opposition  between  sentiment 
and  interest.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport  knew  what  they  all  knew — 
that  there  were  two  main  reasons  why 
this  Irish  legislation  was  desired  in 
Ireland  by  the  bulk  of  the  people.  One 
set  of  people  had  an  idea  that  land 
would  be  cheapened  under  it,  and  another 
set  had  an  idea  that  Irish  industries 
would  be  fostered  and  encouraged  by  it. 
He  defied  Irish  Members  to  deny  that 
these  were  the  two  main  reasons  why  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  people  were  in 
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ivtfm  of  Home  Rule.  Let  them  see 
hov  it  woald  work  out.  By  the  Bill,  an 
he  understood  it»  tbe  Iiieh  GrOTenuuent 
would  be  enabled  to  give  premiums  and 
bouDties  to,  Bajj  woollen  mann^turerti 
Id  Ireland. 

•Mb-  BABBAN  (York,  Otle^): 
They  do  not  want  them.  The  wooUeu 
iDtlastry  of  Ireland  at  the  present  time  is 
as  prosperous,  or  more  prosperous,  than 
that  of  any  industry  in  that  country. 

Me.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  that  was 
not  the  point.    The  Bill  as  it  was  drawn 
slloved  the  Irish  Legislature,   if  they 
could  find  the  money,  to  give  premiums 
or  bounties — \_Cries  of  "Qnestion  !"] — 
to  assist  tlic  woollen  manufactiu'ers  iu 
Irdand.  That  was  the  firet  thing.  What 
would  be  the  result  ?    Why,  that  the 
Irish  manufacturers  would  be  able  to 
compete  better  than  they  were  able  to  do 
now  with  the  Yorkshire  manufacturers  iu 
Ireland,  and  would  be  able  to  come  over 
to  Eugland  and  compete  with  them  here. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  St.  Patrick's 
Division  of  DnbUn  did  not  object  to  that 
—why  should  he  ?    But  supposing  the 
Irish  Members  were  left  in  their  present 
Bireogth  in  this  House — and  there  were 
proposes  to  that  effect — -and  supposing  a 
measure  for  giving  an  eight  hours'  day 
in  fictwies  were  brought  in,  the  103  Irish 
Members  might  vote  for  that  principle 
so  far  as  Eugland  was  concerned,  but 
might  decline  to  apply  it  to  Ireland,  on 
the  ground  that  it  would  not  help  them 
in  fostering  Irish  industries  and  manu- 
factures.   Here,  in  addition  to  bounties, 
would  be  a  greater  boon  to  Irish  maim- 
facturers    at   the   expense  of  English 
manufactarers.    He  (Mr.  Russell)  was 
an  Irish  Member,  and  he  was  not  going 
to  say  that  such  a  thing  was  wrong.  If 
ho  were  in  an  Irish  Parliament  he 
should  go  for  that.     The  Government 
would  be    making   a   great  mistake 
if  they   thought  that  an  Irish  Parlia- 
moDt    would  not  go  for  it.    It  did  not 
Diatter     what     the     Irish  Members 
might  say.    They  would  be  made  to  go 
for  it.    He  did  not  believe  in  an  Irish 
Legislature  if  it  did  not  represent  the 
feelings   and   aspirations  of   the  Irish 
people ;  and  he  contended  that  this  feeling 
io  favotu*  of  bounties  was  deop-rootetl  in 
Ireland,  and  thatoneof  the  aspirations  that 
every  man  South  of  the  Boyne  cherished 
was  that  Irish  industries  might  befostered, 
and  that  could  onlj  be  done  at  the  ex- 


pense of  English  trade.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  Stockport  was  not  full  of  senti- 
ment, though  the  people  of  Ireland  might 
be.  They  were  all  full  of  looking  after 
their  own  interests,  and  this  was  simply 
a  collision  between  interest  and  sentiment, 
and  he  thought  interest  would  win  in  Uie 
long  run. 

Mk.  TOMLINSOX  (Preston)  said, 
his  belief  was  that  in  Lancashire  and 
Yorkshire  and  other  mftnufacturing  parts 
of  the  country  this  question  would  be 
looked  at  as  u  practical  matter  ;  and  he 
based  his  support  of  the  Amendment,  in 
the  first  place,  on  the  last  Ihios  of  the 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  on  Wcil- 
nesday  last.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated — 

"  It  was  vital  to  the  commerce  of  the  Three 
Kingdoms  that  there  should  be  uniformity  of 
the  commercial  law  from  one  extremity  of 
the  land  to  the  other." 

The  right  hon.  Gentlomaii  now  drew  a 
distinction  between  commercial  taw  and 
trade  law.    That  was  a  mere  vcrluil  dis- 
tinction, and  what  they  had  to  look  to 
was  not  words  but  things.    They  had  to 
consider  what  would  be  the  effect  of  the 
Bill,  not  as  commercial  law,  but  on  the 
trades  carried  on  in  this  country ;  and  the 
conclusion  he  drew  was  that  not  only  the 
commercial  law,  bnt  the  whole  of  the 
trade  law.  ought  to  be  uniform  in  the 
whole  of  the  Uiritcd  Kingdom.  Unless 
that  was  done  they  would  be  exposed  to 
the  dangers  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  hatl  alluded  to.    He  (Mr. 
Tomlinson)  had  no  doubt  that  if  the 
existence  of  any  such  state  of  things 
ever  camo  about  it  would  tend  to  give 
rise   to  snch   apprehensions  as  would 
drive  away  entwprise  and  capital  from 
this  country  and  send  them  to  other 
countries.    If  it  was  said  that  it  was 
absurd  to  say  that  the  Irish  Legiskiure 
ought  not  to  have  power  to  deal  with 
trade  questions,  his  reply  was  that  this 
was   only  another   illiiHtration   of  the 
absurdity  of  the  whole  Bill,    {Cries  of 
"Divide  !"] 
•Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  said,  the  Prime  Minister 
had  supplied  the  Committee  with  the 
most  excellent  reasons  why  they  should 
entertain  some  of  the  apprehensions  that 
the  President  of  the  Boanl  of  Trade  said 
were  so  far  distant  from  his  mind.  It 
was  no  easy  matter  to  plant  industries  on 
Irish  soil,  and  that  was  the  very  reason 
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why  there  wait  a  smpiciou  that  au  Irish 
Legislature  might  be  proue  to  relax  the 
regulations  with  regard  to  workshops 
and  faotories.  In  the  year  1891  Parlia- 
ment delegated  many  of  the  matters 
relating  to  the  regulation  of  workshops 
to  Local  Authorities,  subject  to  the 
exception  that  where  a  Local  Authority 
failed  in  its  duty  an  appeal  might  be 
made  to  the  Home  Secretary,  who 
might  then  step  in  and  take  the 
place  of  the  Local  Authority.  In  thus 
providing  for  an  ultimate  resort  to  the 
Central  Government,  with  a  view  to 
the  maintenance  of  a  general  standard, 
Farltamsnt  had  adopted  a  policy  similar 
to  that  which  the  supporters  of  the 
Amendment  now  advocated.  The 
standard  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  be 
lowered  in  any  portion  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  because  if  it  were  the  result 
would  be  to  add  one  to  the  list  of 
foreign  countries,  whose  competition 
Great  Britain  had  to  fear.  It  was  said 
that  there  would  be  no  division  of  opinion 
on  these  matters  in  an  Irish  Parliament. 
He  was  confident  that  this  would  be  the 
case,  and  that  the  Irish  Members  would 
be  ouly  too  united  in  regutl  to  them.  It 
might  be  that  Irish  Members  had,  in  the 
past,  loyally  supported  factory  legisla- 
tion, but  it  had  boon  legislation  which 
had  been  uniformly  applied  throughout 
the  United  Kingdom.  Lastly,  he  hoped 
that  favourable  consideration  would  be 
given  by  the  Committee  to  this  Amend- 
ment, when  they  bore  in  mind  that 
although  in  respect  of  a  great  many 
other  matters  they  had,  under  the  Act 
of  Union,  ttcparate  legislation,  separate 
administration,  and  separate  I£xecutive 
action  in  Ireland,  yet  in  respect  of 
factory  and  mining  matters,  not  only 
legislatiou,  but  also  admiuistratiou,  had 
always  been  identical  and  always  with- 
drawn from  the  control  of  the  Irish 
Kxecutive  ;  and  when,  a  few  years  ago, 
administrative  Home  Rule  was  set  up  in 
Scotland,  he  did  not  believe  a  single 
Scotch  Member  ventured  to  make  a  pro- 
position that,  as  regarded  factories  and 
mines,  there  should  be  separate  adminis- 
tration, which  might  lead  to  a  conflict  of 
standards,  and,  therefore,  undue  com- 
petition. 

Colonel  BRIDGEMAN  (Bolton) 
said,  what  the  supporters  of  the  Amend- 
ment were  afraid  of  was  that  there  might 
pMsibly  be  some  logialatioD  in  Ireland 

Mr,  Stuart- Warihjf 


which  would  increase  the  number  of 
working  hours  to  the  advuitage  of  the 
Irish  manufacturer  and  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  manufactures  started  in  Ire- 
land to  the  detriment  of  this  eoantrr. 
The  Prime  Minister  in  his  speech  dealt 
entirely  with  the  question  of  worksho[)s. 
Would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  assent 
to.  the  Amendment  if  "  workshops  "  were 
omitted  from  it  ?  With  the  object 
of  ascertaining  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentteman  would  do  so,  he  moved  the 
omission  of  that  word. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  after  the  first  word  "Fac- 
tories,'* to  leave  out  the  word  "  work- 
shops."— {Colonel  BridgemoH,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  workshops  '  stand  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment." ' 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Birming- 
ham, Bordesley)  said,  the  question  iu- 
volved  in  the  Amendment  was  an  English 
as  well  as  an  Irish  question.  After  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  6«itlanan  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Mundella),  the  Amendment  ceased  to 
have  that  small  importance  which  the 
Prime  Minister  had  sought  to  give  it. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Muu- 
della)  bod  asked  why  Irish  Representa- 
tives should  not  go  to  such  Conferences 
as  that  lately  held  at  Berlin.  Did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  that  they 
should  go  as  accredited  Representatives  ? 
If  so,  the  provisions  which  had  already 
been  passed  would  make  it  abeolutely 
impossible.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man meant  that  they  should  be  amongst 
the  Representatives  of  Great  Britain, 
the  votes  of  the  British  Reprraentativet; 
might  be  rendered  of  no  avail  by  those 
of  the  Irish  Representatives,  although 
the  Irish  Parliament  would  have  no 
power  whatever  to  carry  out  the  views 
expressed  by  its  Representatives.  There- 
fore, from  one  point  of  view  the  sugges- 
tion was  impossible,  whilst  from  the 
other  it  was  ridiculous.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  reason  why  the 
linen  trade  had  gone  from  England  to 
such  (k  large  extent  was  that  wages  were 
lower  in  Ireland.  There  was,  however, 
quite  as  much  danger  of  having  a  10 
hours  day  in  Ireland  and  an  eight  hours 
day  in  England  as  there  was  of  having 
lower  wages  in  one  country  tbftu  in  the 
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other.  He  would  ask  those  who  called 
tbenraelves  Labour  Representatives  what 
would  happen  ? 

The  chairman  :  1  do  not  wish  to 
interrnpt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  hut 
the  oalj  question  is  whether  "  work- 
shops *'  should  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion. It  is  inconvenient  to  discuss  the 
Main  Question  until  that  has  been  dis- 
posed of. 

Mb.  JESSE  COLUNGS  said,  ho 
was  dealing  with  the  hours  worked  in 
worktops.  He  wished  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Representatives  of  Labour  to 
the  fact  that,  although  they  might  have 
the  whole  of  the  British  electors  in 
favour  of  securing  an  eight  hours  day 
in  workshops,  those  efforts  might 
be  frustrated  by  the  votes  of  Irish 
Members,  whose  own  workshops  would 
not  be  affected  by  the  decision  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  Labour  Represen- 
tatives coutinually  complained  that  the 
honrs  of  hiboiu*  in  foreign  countries  in- 
terfered  very  mueh  with  the  settlement 
of  the  question  of  hours  in  tliis  country ; 
and  Ireland  might,  unless  the  original 
Amendment  were  adopted,  cause  further 
interference.  The  question  of  the  health 
of  the  people  employed  in  these  work- 
shops bad  to  be  considered,  and  surely 
this  was  an  Imperial  question.  Surely 
the  general  workshop  legislation,  which 
the  House  of  Commons  agreed  to  after 
discussions,  from  which  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  not  be  excluded,  ought  to 
apply  to  the  whole  of  tlie  United 
Kingdom.  The  question  was  one  that 
pre-eminently  affected  the  working 
classes  of  this  country,  and  which  ought 
to  be  taken  in  connection  with  the 
question  of  bonnties  or  protection  which 
was  dealt  with  by  the  House  on  the 
previous  evening. 

Mh.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  if 
tlie  Government  did  not  accept  ths 
Amendment  to  the  Amendment,  it  would, 
perhaps,  &cilitate  business  if  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  withdrew  It. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  We  cannot  accept 
the  Amendment  to  the  Amendment. 

Ameudment  to  Amendment,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Question  again  proposed,  That  tho»e 
words  be  there  inserted." 

SiE  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  re- 
marked that  the  provisions  which  had 
already  been  adopted  restraining  the 
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Irish  Parliament  from  dealing  with 
Treaties  or  with  foreign  relations  had  an 
important  bearing  on  the  Amendment. 
Ho  thought  that  action  taken  by  the 
Irish  Parliament  with  reference  to  work- 
shop, factory,  or  mining  regulations 
might  be  very  injurious  to  the  industrial 
population  of  Lancashire.  The  character 
of  the  laws  that  might  be  passed  by  the 
Irish  Parliament  could  not  be  predicted, 
but  might  be  such  as  to  favour  Irish 
industry  to  the  prejudice  of  the  Lanca- 
shire industries.  He  was  afraid,  there- 
fore, that  great  injury  might  be  caused 
to  his  constituents  if  the  clause  wore 
adopted  without  the  insertion  of  the 
Amendment. 

Me.  MATHER  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Gorton)  said,  he  wished  to  reply  to  some  of 
the  arguments  by  Conservative  Members 
from  Lancashire.  Two  suggestions  were 
put  forward.  One  was  that  possibly  the 
Irish  Legislature  might  not  enforce  the 
legislation  now  applying  to  those  en- 
gaged in  various  industries,  and  the 
other  was  that  they  might  legislate  in 
industrial  matters,  and  for  their  own 
selfish  interests  increase  the  hours  of 
labour  far  beyond  those  now  worked  in 
England.  From  both  points  of  view  he 
thought  the  Amendment  was  absolutely 
unnecessary.  In  the  first  place,  it  was 
not  likely  that  the  electors  of  Ireland, 
composed  as  they  were  almost  overwhelm- 
ingly of  the  working  classes  of  Ireland, 
would  send  to  the  Irish  Legislature  men 
who  would  at  <mce  begin  to  reverse  the 
legislation  with  regard  to  hours  of  labour 
and  other  matters  which  affected  the 
interests  of  the  working  classes, 
and  to  deprive  the  working  men  of 
Ireland  of  the  advantages  they  had 
secured  under  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
Any  other  position  than  that  was  so 
absolutely  ridiculous  and  absurd  that  he 
did  not  think  it  worth  while  to  waste 
time  in  discussing  it. 

Mr.  WHITELEY  (Stockport)  :  That 
was  my  chief  argument. 

Mr.  MATHER  said,  in  that  case  tho 
hon.  Member  must  regard  the  Irish 
people  as  altogether  differing  in  their 
views  from  the  people  of  other  parts  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  must  assume 
that  they  would  willingly  pass  from  a 
condition  of  compamtivo  ease  and  oujoy- 
meut  and  enter  once  more  into  a  state  of 
semi-bondage.  The  argument  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  giv^^^t  |t^rce 
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was  that  the  induBtries  of  Lanchshire,  to 
which  he  particularly  referred,  would  be 
atTected  if  the  Irigh  Legislature  had  the 
power  to  pap8  Acta  on  these  matters 
differing  from  the  English  Acts.  Another 
hou.  Member  opposite  had  endorsed  that 
view.  All  legifllation  for  tlic  ameliora- 
liou  of  the  couditiot)  of  the  working 
classes  had  lieen  brought  forward  under 
tlie  inflaence  of  the  workiog  people  of  the 
country.  The  Trad^  Unions  had  been 
the  prime  movers  id  the  bringing  about 
of  restrictions  for '  the  benefit  of  the 
workpeople.  All  this  had  increaseit  our 
productive  power,  and  put  us  in  a  lietter 
positiou  for  competing  with  the  uatiouH 
of  the  world  ;  and  if  Ireland  desired  to 
be  iu  a  better  positiou  to  compete  with 
England  than  she  was  at  preseut,  nhc 
would  follow  the  example  of  England 
and  endeavour  to  secure  better  conditions 
and  advantages  for  her  working  classes. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  As  1  re- 
present an  entirely  working  class  con- 
stituency, I  should  like  to  offer  a  word  on 
this  question.  Idonotpresumetospeakas 
some  of  my  Colleagues  do — for  the  work- 
ing classes  in  general,  but  I  think  I  can 
speak  for  the  working  classes  in  Birming- 
ham and  the  district.  Their  feeling  is 
that  all  the  restrictions  which  they  believe 
to  be  greatly  to  the  advantage  of  the 
working  classes  which  have  been  securetl 
by  legislation  have  been  secured,  in  the 
first  instance  against  the  wishes  of  the 
employers  of  labour  by  the  efforts  of  the 
Trades  Unions  and  the  special  Represen- 
tutivesof  the  working  classes.  InthatI  am 
iu  accordance  with  the  hou.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Mather).  My 
constituents  cousider  that  these  efforts  have 
been  coutiuuous  and  perslsteut,  and  that 
at  last  they  have  been  tolerably  success- 
ful ;  but  they  feel  that  if  at  any  time  com- 
petition should  make  it  difficult  for  the 
manufacturers  to  maintain  their  owfi,  a 
very  strong  caso  would  be  made  out  for 
altering  or  repealing  the  regulatious 
which  they  have  obtained  at  a  cost  of  so 
much  labour.  Now,  .up  to  the  present,  all 
these  regulations  have  applied  equally  to 
the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
Under  the  Bill  it  is  quite  possible,  in 
my  opinion,  that  different  and  less  re- 
strictive regulations,  and  less  costly 
regulations  to  the  employers,  may  be 
adopted  in  Ireland  to  those  which  are 
enforced  in  Great  Britain,  and  my  con- 
stituents feel  that  if  that  ever  were  the 
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case  the  inevitable  result  would  be  that 
there  would  be  an  agitation  to  deprive 
them  of  the  advantages  which  had  been 
up  to  now  secured.  The  principles 
which  it  seems  to  me  must  regulate  the 
proceedings  of  the  Committee  were  well 
and  clearly  stated  the  other  day  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter. We  are  not  to  enter  into  an  argn- . 
ment  as  to  whether  or  not  the  Irish  Par- 
liament will  do  things  injurious  to  those 
they  represent.  They  have,  as  he  said, 
au  abstract  right  to  injure  themselves, 
with  which  we  have  no  concern.  But 
they  have  no  right,  according  to  the 
same  authority,  to  injure  us,  and  to  injure 
those  whom  we  rejMwent — even  to  put 
us  to  great  inconvenienoe.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  Gorton  Division  (Mr. 
Mather)  would  so  far  agree  with  my 
argument.  But  then  he  says  that  he  Is 
one  of  those  Members  who  has  this 
perfect  confidence  not  that  the  Irish 
people  will  not  do  wroug  or  foolish 
things,  but  that  they  will  never  do  any- 
thing which  their  Representatives  think 
to  be  foolish  or  wrong.  But  why  should 
the-  Irish  Parliament-  think  it  to  be 
foolish  or  wrong  to  alter  our  legislation 
with  regard  to  the  Factories  and  Work- 
shops  Act,  and  to  adopt  a  different  form 
of  legislation  ?  Other  countries  have 
not  followed  our  example  as  to  this 
legislation,  and  no  one  pretends  that 
France  or  Germany  are  guilty  either  of 
insane  folly  or  of  crime  becanse  they 
allow  tl>eir  working  people  to  work  a 
much  greater  length  of  time  than  we 
allow  ours.  There  may  be,  I  think,  a 
difference  of  opinion  without  imputing 
either  folly  or  crime  ;  and  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Gortou  Division 
says  that  what  we  fear  may  come  about 
is  not  to  1)6  anticipated,  l>ecaus6  the 
majority  of  the  Representatives  in  the 
Irish  Parliament  will  be  the  Represen- 
tatives  of  the  vorking  classes,  he  for- 
gets that  the  majority  of  the  Repre- 
sentatives in  the  Irish  Parliament 
will  he,  by  the  necessity  of  the  caec^ 
small  tenant  farmers.  And  I  defy  the 
hon.  Member  to  find  any  class  that 
knows  less  of  the  conditions  and  neces- 
sities of  the  mannfactnring  and  industrial 
concerns  than  the  Representatives  of  the 
tenant-farmer  class.  I  think  that  it  is 
quite  oonceivaMe  that  those  who  will 
undoubtedly  and  rightly  endeavour  to 
promote    industries    i|r^  Irdbuid  will 
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pitNsead  in  every  waj  to  secure 
advaotages  in  competitioo  with 
tbose  engaged  iu  similar  induHtries 
in  thxA  country.  And  oue  way  iu  whicb 
tiiey  wi!l  obtalu  that  advantage  will  be 
by  persuading  their  wcH-kpeople  and 
BepreBeotatiTcs  in  the  Irish  Parliament 
to  allow  longer  hours  and  lesser  restric- 
tiooa.  They  will  endeavour  to  persuade 
tbem  that  the  restrictions  in  the  case  of 
Great  Brit&in  have  been  carried  to  an 
ODDecessary  length,  and,  I  suppose,  have 
iuvolved  unnecessary  cost  to  those  en- 
gaged iu  industrial  employments.  In  my 
opinion,  they  are  very  likely  to  be 
saocessful,  and  if  -  they  are  successful 
a  swious  comp^ition  will  be  set 
np.  In  that  case  we  shall  have  an 
agitation  for  the  relief  (A  British  manu- 
facturers from  the  conditions  under 
which  they  are  now  working.  The 
working  classes  will  be  injured.  Con- 
Beqsently,  I  generally  agree  in  the 
opinion  that  I  know  is  largely 
expressed  by  my  oonstitoents,  that  it  ts 
most  desirable  that  in  this  matter,  and  all 
these  matters  that  affect  competition 
between  the  two  countries,  there  should 
be  uuiformity  of  legislation — that  the 
power  of  legislation  should  be  where  it  is 
at  present — in  the  Parliament  represent- 
ing the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
*Mr.  J.  BURNS  (Batteraea)  said,  that 
be  had  listened  with  great  attention  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  tm  West  Birmingham ;  and  lie 
ventured  to  say  that,  notwithstanding  the 
euoimous  power  and  influence  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  exerciited  in  the 
distriet  he  so  ably  represented,  the  con- 
dition of  industries  in  Birmingham  was 
not  of  a  character  which  justified  the 
sweeping  statements  which  had  been 
made  as  to  working-class  opinion  in  rela- 
to  Ireland.  What  was  the  condition 
of  Birmingham  ?  It  was  practically 
this.  In  nohrly  all  the  smalt  trades  in 
Birmin^bam  the  masten  were  assisted 
by  their  sons  or  various  relatives — and 
hard  task-masters  they  were.  Get  any 
of  the  men  who  were  not  interested  In 
the  concerns  of  the  small  shop-masters 
and  garret-masters  of  Birmingham,  and 
there  was  one  prayer  they  sent  up,  and 
that  was  that  the  Local  Authorities  in 
Birmiogham  should  have  greater  power 
over  these  shop  and  garret-masters  than 
they  now  hod.  The  desire  was,  that 
the  power  of  regulating  these  trades 
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should  be  decentralised,  and  that  the 
Local  Authorities  not  only  of  Ireland, 
but  of  England,  Scotland,  and  Wales, 
should  have  power  to  put  down  the 
sweating,  insanitary  condition,  and  over- 
work that  prevailed  iu  Belfast  just 
as  it  did  in  Birmingham  and  iu  Man- 
chester. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
would  leave  the  small  garret-masters  iu 
Birmingham  and  go  to  large  firms  like 
that  of  Messn.  l^ngye,  where  the  men 
employed  belonged  to  the  Union ;  or  if 
he  would  go  to  the  National  Trade  Con- 
ference and  Congress,  what  would  he  find 
He  would  find  that  this  Congress,  as 
at  the  London  Trades  Council  last  night, 
asked,  in  one  of  the  largest  meetings  ever 
held  on  the  workshop  question,  for  in- 
creased power  to  be  given  for  dealing  with 
factories  and  workshops.  But  he  would 
find  them  asking  not  that  this  increased 
power  should  be  given  to  Parliament, 
but  that  the  administration  should  be 
decentralised,  and  the  Town  and 
County  Councils  should  have  conferred 
upon  them  the  duty  of  dealing  with 
sweating — Local  Authorities  could  dis- 
charge this  duty  much  more  vigorously 
than  ever  Parliament  would  be  likely  to 
discharge  it.  He  knew  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  was  iu  favour  of  local 
self-government.  No  one  appreciated 
more  than  he  (Mr.  Bums)  did  the  magni- 
ficent services  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  rendered  to  municipal  government 
— the  disinterested  antl  self-sacrificing 
work  he  had  performed  for  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Birmingham,  when  with  such 
honour  and  distinction  he  occupied  the 
mayoralty  of  that  city.  But  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  iu  favour  of  self- 
government  for  his  own  district,  why  not 
for  Ireland  ?  He  must  see,  as  hon.  Mem- 
bers did,rtbat  this  House,  jealous  as  it  was 
of  its  privileges,  was  compelled  to  dele- 
gate them  in  such  Acts  as  the  Shop 
Hours  Act  and  the  Public  Health  Act, 
and  in  the  Report  of  the  Sweating  Com- 
mission, which  brought  the  lost  Tory 
Government,  to  its  credit,  up  to  the  level 
of  the  best  traditions  of  the  Tory  Party 
when,  led  by  Lord  Shaftesbury,  they 
fought  so  gallantly  against  the  Man- 
chester and  Birmingham  capitalists  of 
this  couutry  in  1840  and  1850.  When 
he  heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Bbmingham  mj,  that 
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in  Ireland  the  tenant  farmerB  would  set 

the  pace  for  factory  legislation,  he  (Mr. 
Burns)  could  not  help  asking  himself 
who  gave  English  workers  the  Factory 
Acts  ?  It  was  done  with  tho  help 
of  the  tenant  farmers  on  the  Tory 
Beucbea.  -  It  was  the  gentlemen  of 
England  who  had  interposed  between 
the  brutal  greed  of  the  Birmingham  and 
Manchester  capitalists  and  the  working 
classes.  This  Bill  was  within  a  measur- 
able distance  of  becoming  a  glorified 
County  Council  Bill  unless  the  Govern- 
ment plucked  up  courage  and  refused  to 
make  any  more  concessions.  But  if  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  was  in  favour  of 
real  local  government,  and  this  Bill  was 
to  become  a  reality,  the  Parliament 
sitting  in  Dublin  surely  should  have 
given  to  it  such  powers  as  were  con- 
ferred on  the  London  County  Council  by 
the  last  Parliament  to  enable  it  to 
deal  with  workshops  and  the  sanitary  con- 
ditions  of  bakehouses  and  workshops.  He 
(Mr.  Bums)  contended  that  what  was 
right  for  Birmingham  and  Manchester 
and  London  was  doubly  right  for  a 
country  like  Ireland,  which  was,  indus- 
trially, 100  years  behind  England.  Ireland 
ought  to  have  the  means  of  making  up 
leeway,  which,  through  the  jealousy  of 
this  country,  it  had  been  prevented  from 
doing.  If  the  Bill  was  to  be  emasculated 
to  the  extent  of  refusing  this  power  to 
Ireland,  it  would  become  suoli  a  miserable 
Home  Rule  Bill  that  he  (Mr.  Burns) 
should  feel  inclined  to  vote  against  the 
Government  in  their  endeavour  to  secure 
its  further  progress.  The  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  had  said  that  the  Irish 
Parliament  would  have  two  objects.  One 
would  be  to  cheapen  the  value  of  land. 
"But  was  that  object  peculiar  to  Ireland  ? 
They  heard  of  squires  and  fanners  and 
labourers  doing  it  in  this  counti'j  at  the 
present  time.  People  were  asking  for 
more  land  at  a  lower  price.  ["  No,  no !  "] 
Well,  hon.  Memtters  on  the  }:  ront  Opposi- 
tion Bench,  who  mainly  drew  their 
revenue  from  ren  ts,could  not  be  expected  to 
agree  with  him.  The  other  object  which, 
according  to  the  Member  for  South 
Tyrone,  the  Irish  Parliament  would  have 
might  l>o  to  attempt  to  foster  Irish 
industries  at  the  expense  of  British 
industries  by  supporting  an  eight  hours 
day  in  the  Imperial  Parliament  for  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Wales,  while  they 
refused  to  apply  tho  same  principle  to 
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their  own  country.  But  what  economic 
iguoranco  that  argument  displayed  !  Did 
the  hon.  Member  think  that  English 
workmen  would  permit  that  ?  They 
would  rend  to  pieces  any  Irish  Party 
that  attempted  to  do  anything  of  the 
kind,  and  that  with  the  concurrence  of 
Irish  workers. 

'  Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  Then  may 
I  ask  what  about  Ireland  managing  ha 

own  afiairs  P 
Mb.  BURNS  said,  he  would  deal  with 

,  what  an  Irish  labourer  would  do  under 
such  circumstances.    Did  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber imagine  that  the  Irish  labourers  and 
artisans,  who,  above  all  people  in  the 
world,   had   the    instinct   of  political 
organisation,  and  who  had  a  capacity  for 
government  and   political  organisation 
unequalled  by  any  other  people  on  the 
face  of  the  earth,  wonld  not  use  the 
powers  of  this  Bill  for  reducing  the  houts 
of  labour  of  farm  labourers  and  of  wwk- 
people  in  factories,  docks,  railways,  and 
workshops,  and  for  increasing  wages  and 
improving  the  sanitary  conditions  aader 
which  work  was  carried  on  ?    Even  if 
they  did  not  voluntarily  do  it.  Trades 
Unions  were  interoatioual,  and  the  Unions 
(which  were  not  so  largely  supported  in 
Belfastas  they  ought  to  be)  wonld  be  found 
working  in  Ulster,  where  a  deal  of  the 
boasted  prosperity  sprung  from  long 
hours,  low  wages,  and  sweating  condi- 
tions.   The  Unions    would  be  found 
working  there,  and  they  wonld  some  day 
have  the  power  of  fordi^  the  Belfast 
shipbuilders  and  shipowners  and  manu- 
facturers to  come  up  to  the  level  of 
British  hours  and  wages.  Ireland  would  be 
mad  if  it  attempted  to  exempt  itself  from 
a   general  eight   hours   working  day. 
Long  hours  of  labour  generally  were  not 
profitable.  Manufacturers  now  knew  what 
they  did  not  know  when  the  Factory  Acts 
were  secured — namely,  that  neither  long 
hours  nor  low  wages  where  machinery 
wasan  auxiliary  to  production  helped  them 
to  beat  then*  rivals.    What  gave  English 
manufacturers  to-day  a  monopoly  in  the 
world*s  market  was  not  long  hours  nor 
low  wages,  but  sub-divislon,  oi^;ani8&tion, 
larger  factories.    He  was  surprised  to 
hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  say  or  imply  that  he 
did  not  want  to  see  this  little  industrial 
country — Ireland — competing  with  this 
great  manufacturing  country-^England 
— that  bad  bad   10a-,yearB'  .start  in 
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the  race  tor  wealth.  He  (Mr.  Burns) 
was  in  favour  of  giving  India  the  right 
to  manage  its  own  industrial  i^airs,  be- 
lieving that  it  wonld  put  an  end  to  a 
i^stem  under  which  the  condition  of  the 
factories  in  that  country  was  such  as  to 
brmg  the  blush  of  shame  to  the  face  of 
every  right-thinking  Englishman.  And 
not  only  would  it  put  an  end  to  that 
system,  but  the  iuterests  of  onr  own  Lanca- 
Bbire  manufacturers  would  be  advanced. 
In  the  same  way  Ireland  wanted  a  Legis- 
Utire  Assembly  not  only  to  raise 
wages  and  reduce  hours,  but  to  prevent 
the  frightful  condition  of  things  that 
existed  in  the  domestic  workshops. 

Mb.  VTHITELEY  asked,  if  Irish  in- 
Castries  were  carried  on  under  bad  con- 
ditions, what  had  the  Home  Secretary, 
who  was  responsible  in  the  matter,  been 
doing  ? 

Mr.  burns  said,  if  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, like  all  his  predecessors,  listened 
to  permanent  officials  who  knew  nothing 
of  the  circumstances,  and  was  circum- 
scribed by  red  tape,  he  deserved  criticism. 
Ministers  too  frequently  listened  to  a  chiss 
of  people  who  constituted  themselves  la 
ceotraJised  and  obstructive  organisation, 
whose  chief  desire  was  to  obtain  their 
salaries  for  as  little  work  as  possible.  He 
(Mr.  Burns)  wanted  to  remove  that  diffi- 
culty, and  he  hoped  that  many  of  the 
fuuctious  and  duties  now  vested  in  the 
Home  Secretary  would  be  transferred  to  a 
Local  Authority  having,  a  knowledge  of 
all  the  circumstances.  He  was  satisfied 
that,  possessed  of  this  power,  the  work- 
men of  Ulster  and  Ireland  generally 
would  soon  break  out  of  their  narrow  sec- 
tarianand  political  partisanship,  and  would 
force  their  Representatives  to  shorten  the 
hours  and  improve  the  conditions  of  labour. 

Mit.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bedford) said, 
be  wished  to  call  atteution  to  the  singular 
fact  that  the  Amendment  had  been 
mainly  supported  by  Laucasbire  Repre- 
sentatives interested  iu  the  cotton  indus- 
try, while  nothing  was  more  notorious 
than  that  the  cotton  industry  had  no 
foothold  whatever  in  Ireland.  The 
woollen  '  industry,  on  the  other 
hand,  was  prosperous  in  Ireland, 
He  was  surrounded  by  Members  repre- 
senting the  West  Biding  of  Yorkshire, 
not  one  of  whom  had  raised  his  voice 
against  the  Irish  Parliament  having 
absolute  power  over  the  factory  system 
in  Ir^aad.     There  never  was  a  case 


presented  to  the  House  having  less 
foundation  in  fact. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  said, 
that  his  constitnents  who  laboured  in 
workshops  wonld  be  prejudicially  affeoted 
by  this  Bill.  He  could  not  help  feeling 
that  if  factories  in  Ireland  were  run  for 
98  hours  a  week  against  56  in  this 
country  we  should  not  be  able  to  com- 
pete, and  many  of  our  working  classes 
would  be  throwu  out  of  employment. 
He  had  no  hope  that  the  Government 
wonld  accept  the  Amendment,  because 
they  showed  such  a  benevolent  attitude 
last  night  in  respect  to  bounties  ;  but  if 
they  did  so,  it  would  be  in  the  interests 
of  the  working  classes. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTEB  (BeUaat, 
W.)  rose  amid  cries  of  "Divide  !  "  He 
said  be  should  not  detain  the  Committee 
but  a  few  moments.  There  was  very 
little  division  between  them.  He  had 
had  au  opportunity  of  discussing  this 
matter  with  some  of  the  leaders  of  Trade 
Unionism  in  Belfast,  and  their  desire  was 
to  snppOTt  the  Eight  Honrs  Bill.  They 
sent  over  a  delegate  to  the  Trade  Union 
Congress  in  EngUnd,  and  it  was  to  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  that  they  looked  for 
assistance  in  the  matter.  He  contended, 
in  answer  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Battersea  (Mr.  J,  Bums), 
that  Trades  Unions  in  Ireland  had  had 
their  origin  almost  exchiHively  in  the 
North.  It  would  be  a  most  serious  thing 
to  cut  off  the  industrial  population  of  the 
North  from  the  Trade  Union  organisa- 
tion of  this  country,  which  was  so  well 
represented  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Battersea.  It  was  for  that  reason  that 
he  supported  the  Amendment. 

Mr,  FIELD  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
said,  he  wished  to   make   a  personal 

explanation  [Criw  of  "  Divide  I  "] 

The  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  had 
entirely  ignored  the  Dublin  Trades 
Council.  This  Council  was  the  parent 
of  all  their  Trade  Unionism  in  Ireland. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  268  ; 
Noes  298.— (Division  List,  No.  130.) 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Univer- 
sity) moved  to  leave  «ut  the  words 
"  legal  tender,"  in  order  to  insert  "cur- 
rency." Her  Majesty's  Government  pro- 
posed to  exclude  legal  tender  from  ihe 
subjects  with  which  the  Irish  Legislative 
Assembly  was  to  deal,  preeumablT  be- 
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(tause  they  wished  to  insure  the  coiitiiiu- 
auce  of  a  safe  and  satisfactory  curreucy 
in  Ireland,  and  to  preclude  the  possibility 
of  any  different  system  of  currency  iu  the 
two  Islands,  with  the  flnctnations  in 
exchange  and  the  other  evils  which 
would  result  from  any  difference  in  this 
respect.  The  clause  forbade  coinage,  and 
Story,  in  his  work  on  the  American 
Constitution^  justly  said — 

"  The  same  ressons  which  show  the  necessity 
of  denying  to  the  States  the  power  of  reflating 
coin  prove  with  equal  force  that  they  ought 
not  to  be  at  Ub^y  to  substitute  a  paper 
metlinm  instead  of  <K>ln.  ...  No  one  of 
these  mischiefs  fs  less  incident  to  a  power  in 
the  States  to  omit  paper  money  than  to  coin 
gold  or  silver." 

These  objects  were  not  secured  by  the 
clause  as  it  stood.  Supposing  that  the 
Govemment  of  Ireland  suppressed  the 
preseut  iaaues  of  the  Irish  banks — and 
there  was  nothing  in  the  Bill  to 
prevent  them  —  they  might  issue 
notes  of  their  own,  even  iucon- 
vertible  notes  to  any  amount.  These 
notes  need  not  be  legal  tender ;  the 
existing  notes,  were  not  legal  tender. 
The  temptation  to  issue  them  would  be 
great ;  the  mischief  they  might  do  still 
greater.  In  foct,  all  our  currency  legis- 
lation was  based  on  the  conviction, 
forced  upon  us  by  bitter  experience,  that 
it  was  not  enough  to  provide  that  bank 
notes  should  be  convertible,  but  that 
additional  safeguards  must  be  provided. 
If  this  was  necessary  in  the  case  of  the 
Bank  of  England,  presided  over  by  the 
leading  merchants  of  London  and  with 
so  long  an  experience  in  the  past,  how 
much  more  would  it  be  required  in  the 
case  of  a  new  Irish  Government,  formed 
in  defiance  of  almost  every  one  of  any 
commercial  experience  in  that  country  ? 
The  Prime  Minister,  indeed,  predicted 
that  the  Irish  Government  would  have  a 
"  plethora  of  money  '* ;  but  in  that  case 
why  did  he  throw  so  unjust  a  proportion 
of  Imperial  expenditure  on  Great 
Britain  ?  The  Irish  Home  Bulers,  on 
the  contrary,  said  that  the  Bill,  as  its 
Financial  Clauses  stood,  would  mean 
financial  mlu  to  Ireland,  and  they  would, 
at  any  rate,  be  able  to  verify  their  own 
prediction.  The  temptation,  then,  to 
secure  several  millions  of  money  by  the 
issue  %A  notes  would  be  irresistible.  In 
this  auticipatioD  he  was  not  attributing 
to  the  Irish  Government  "  a  double  dose 
of  origiual  sin."    On  the  contrary  ;  the 

Sir  J  Lubbock 


uniform  experience  from  Chiua  to  Peru 
bad  been  the  same.  No  State  which 
issued  notes  had  been  able  to  resist  the 
temptation,  ^'ot  only  Chiua  and  Peru, 
but  the  Argeutiue  Coufederatiou,  Bussia, 
Austria,  Italy,  and  other  countriee  had 
suffered  injury  to  their  trade  and  com*- 
merce  by  the  unwise  issue  of  notes; 
Indeed,  as  FuUarton,  in  his  weli-knowv 
Treatise  on  the  Currency,  justly  said— 

"There  ia  not,  I  believe,  a  single  example  on 
record  of  the  power  of  creating  money  out  of 
cheap  materials  having  been  exercised  by  M 
Sovereign  State  for  any  length  of  time,  or 
through  any  season  of  )>ublic  difficulty,  without 

having  been  abuae<l  Tbe  temptatioo  to 

subetitate  issues  for  taxation,  to  raiere  the 
wants  of  tbe  Treasury  by  intercepting,  through 
the  depreciation  of  the  currency,  a  portion  of 
every  payment  in  its  transit  from  the  pocket  of 
the  debtor  to  that  of  his  creditor,  becomes  too 
strong  to  be  resisted,  and  the  iniquity  is,  pro- 
bably, perpetrated  with  the  general  acquies- 
cence ot  a  oommanity  who  ara  scarcely  aware 
of  its  tendency.  The  career  of  debas^ent  once 
entered  upon,  it  has  do  pause  till  there  is 
Bcaroely  any  value  left  to  be  destroyed." 

Whether  notes  were  legal  or  not,  a  Go- 
verument  had  the  power  of  paying  them 
away  in  so  many  channels  that  the 
metallic  currency  might  be  gradually 
driven  out  of  the  country.  Story,  in  his 
great  work  on  the  American  Consti- 
tution, laid  it  down  that — 

"The  history  of  paper  money  without  any 
adequate  funds  pledged  to  redeem  ft,  and 
resting  merely  ou  the  pledge  of  public  faith, 
has  b^n  in  all  ages  and  in  all  nations  the  same. 
It  has  constantly  become  more  and  more  de- 
preciated." 

In  fact,  iu  all  cases  of  Federalism  the 
issue  of  notes  was  reserved  to  the  central 
power.  It  was  impossible  to  cite  a  Hmne 
Rule  case,  because  no  country  in  tbe 
world  had  ever  given  to  uiy  oousiderable 
portion  of  its territoryri^tsand privileges 
which  were  denied  to  other  pcHtions. 
But  in  Federal  Governments — in  Switzer- 
land, for  instance,  and  Austria-Hungary — 
the  regulation  ef  the  currency  was  re- 
served to  the  Central  Authority.  In 
Canada  the  several  Provinces  were  pre- 
cluded from  dealing  with  currency,  which 
was  specially  mentioned,  as  well  an 
coinage  and  legal  tender,  which  were 
expressly  reserved  to  ike  Domiaion 
Parliament,  Was  it  to  be  supposed  that 
the  experience  of  Ireland  would  be 
different  from  that  of  every  other  country? 
Irish  Members  wished  to  encourage  native 
industry,  and  one  of  the  first  conditions 
for  success  in  that  effort  was  a  sound  and 
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satisfactory  syBtem  of  currenev.  Few 
countries  had  suffered  more  tbau  tbe 
Uuited  States  from  the  abiiRe  of  paper 
moDey.  Sir  C.  Lyell  used  to  tell  a  story, 
ID  iilustratioD  of  the  Amerioan  oircu- 
laUoD,  tltat.wheD  he  iras  first  in  the 
Wnt  he  found  the  circulation  conaistiag 
mainly  of  amaU  notes  by  private  issuers 
sod  bills  of  exchaoge.  On  cue  occaaion 
he  was  trovelHug  ou  the  top  of  a  ooach 
and  asked  a  Western  gentleman  whether 
this  small  circulation  rested  on  any  basis. 
"Well,"  he  said,  "that  depends  on  what 
you  consider  a  basis.  This  time  last 
year  I  was  (ravelling  with  a  friend  and 
we  had  a  bet  on  some  oysters  and  porter. 
I  lost  the  bet,  bo  in  the  eTening,  when 
we  had  had  the  oysters  and  porter,  my 
friend  drew  a  hill  on  met  which  I  acoepted 
and  paid  away  to  the  hotel-keeper.  It  is 
still  in  ctreulatioD,  and  it  rests  ou  the 
basis  of  the  oysters  aud  porter  we  had 
that  evening."    Story  said — 

"  The  history  of  the  paper  currency,  which 
during  the  Revolution  waa  issued  by  CongresB 
alcHie,  is  foil  at  melancholy  iDstmction." 

He  was  as  anxious  f<nr  the  prosperity  of 
tbe  trade  aud  mauiifactures  of  Ireland  as 
the  Irish  Members  themselves  eouid  be ;  for 
the  commeroiai  interests  of  England  and 
Irelaud  were  indissolubly  bound  up  to- 
gether. There  wfere  no  Party  con- 
sideratious  invotved  in  his  Amendment. 
The  question  was  one  that  should  be 
considered  without  Party  feeliug,  and 
entirely  in  the  interest  of  Ireland.  He 
believed  that  he  should  be  supported  by 
every  bankiug  aud  almost  every  com- 
mercial aathority  when  he  said  that  it 
was  not  sufBeteut  merely  to  forbid  the 
iasne  of  leg^  tender.  The  insertion  of 
the  words  "  legal  tender  "  only,  would 
not  have  the  effect  desired  by  the 
GovemmeDt.  To  secure  the  object 
which  Her  Majesty^s  Groveramentdesired 
it  was  necessary  to  extend  the  provision 
to  all  ttank-ootes,  and  therefore  he  moved 
to  omit  the  words  "legal  tender,'*  aud 
to  insert  in  their  place  tbe  word 
"  currency." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  1 3, 
to  leave  out  the  words  "  legal  tender," 
anil  insert  tbe  word  "currency." — (Sir  J. 
LidtbocA.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
'  legal  tender '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 


Ireland  Bill.  6b2 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Habcouht, 
Derby)  :  I  entirely  agree  with  my  right 
hou.  Friend  that  this  is  a  question  that 
should  be  considered  without  Party 
feeling,  and  considered  solely  iu  the 
interest  of  Ireland.  The  Prime  Miaister 
was  unable  to  wait  for  the  discussion  on 
this  Amendment ;  but  I  represent  him 
sufficiently  iu  the  matter,  because  he  in- 
structed me  that  he  was  agaiust  the 
Amendment.  I  do  not  agree  with  my 
right  hou.  Friend  iu  the  dangers  he  has 
anticipated  in  tbe  event  of  the  Irish 
Government  issuing  bank  notes.  Under 
the  Bill  the  Guverument  of  Irelaud  are 
prohibited  from  making  their  notes  legal 
tender.  I  admit  that  if  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment had  ,the  power  to  make  their 
notes  legal  tendo*  the  dangers  which  my 
right  hou.  Frieud  shadowed  forth  would 
not  be  exaggerated  ;  but,  as  I  have  said, 
the  Irish  Government  will  not  li.tve  (he 
power  of  making  their  notes  legal  teuder, 
and,  therefore,  I  think  there  ueed  be  no 
fear  of  such  dangers  beiug  realised.  The 
right  hou.  Baronet  also  seemed  to  argue 
that  it  was  uccesaury  that  the  central 
power  should  enforce  the  same  uurreucy 
in  all  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  But 
at  presNit  that  state  of  things  does  not 
exist.  The  Irish  banks  got  the  right  to 
issue  £  1  notes,  for  they  said  it 
was  the  currency  which  best  suited  the 
country.  There  is  no  danger  in  allowing 
the  different  parts  of  the  country  to  have 
the  currency  most  useful  for  their  pur- 
pose without  making  it  a  legal  teuder. 

•SiB  JOHN  LUBBOCK :  I  uever 
argued  that  it  was  ne(;essury  to  have  the 
same  currency  in  all  parts  of  the  Uuited 
Kingdom,  because  I  am  aware  it  does  not 
exist  uow.  Wliat  I  did  argue  was  that  the 
laws  affecting  currency  should  be  made 
only  by  the  Imperial  Parliament. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  1  do  not  see 
that  it  signifies  whether  the  Laws  of 
Currency  are  made  iu  Irelaud  or  made 
here.  In  fact,  the  different  countries  are 
better  judges  of  the  currency  most  suit- 
able to  their  interests  than  the  Imperial 
Parliament.  If  the  Irish  Government 
chose  to  issue  £1  or  £2  or  £5  uotes 
which  will  not  be  a  legal  teuder,  why 
should  they  not  do  so  if  it  be  in  accord- 
ance with  the  wants  of  the  country  P 
The  notes,  as  I  have  said,  will  not  be 
legal  teuder.  You  may  take  the  notes  or 
not  as  you  please.    I  canoot  see  the 
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neceaaity  for  the  Amendment  whieh  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  proposed.  If 
we  are  to  give  Ireland  a  Parliament 
surely  we  should  allow  that  Parliament 
to  select  the  currency  hest  suited  to  the 
country. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  I  shall  endeavour  to 
conduct  the  controversy  in  the  spirit  in 
which  it  was  begun  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  and  in  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  continued  it.  I  wish  also 
to  speak  with  the  greatest  possible 
brevity  in  the  matter,  though  it  possesses 
far  more  importance  than  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  seems  disposed  to 
attach  to  it.  There  are  a  great  many 
points  on  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  seems  to  be  correct ;  but  be 
did  not  strike  at  the  root  of  the  proposal 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  says  with  great 
propriety  that  each  country  ought  to  have 
the  currency  most  appropriate  to  its 
needs.  He  says  —  "  If  Ireland  likes 
£1  notes,  why  should  they  not  have 
them  ;  if  they  want  £2  notes  or 
£1  notes,  why  should  they  not 
have  the  power  of  issuing  them  ? " 
Well,  I  do  not  much  disagree  with  that 
proposition  ;  but  the  real  point  at  stake 
here  is  this  — •  whether  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment, which  I  think  we  all  admit 
will  be  an  inexperienced  Govornineut, 
should  have  the  power  of  issuing  bank 
notes,  and  of  changing  and  altering  all 
the  privileges  which  the  banks  enjoy  in 
Ireland  at  the  present  moment  ?  I  am 
sure  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  agree  with  me  that  it  would  be 
possible  for  the  Irish  Government  to  raise 
a  rerj  considerable  sum  by  the  issue  of 
£1  notes.  I  will  point  out  to  the 
Committee  how  the  notes  can  be  forced 
in  Ireland  without  being  legal,  tender. 
The  Goverument  of  Ireland,  under  the 
strain  of  a  great  financial  difEculty,  might 
say — "  Here  are  the  banks  issuing 
£1  notes,  why  should  not  we  issue 
£1  notes  ?  "  That  would  be  a 
temptation  felt  strongly  by  the  Irish 
Government,  and  the  reply  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  is — "Well,  it  is 
their  own  affair  whether  they  yield  to  the 
temptation  or  not."  I  do  not  entirely 
admit  that  it  is  their  affair,  because  there 
is  a  minority  in  Ireland  whoso  interests 
need  safeguarding,  and  I  am  not  quite 
prepared  to  accept  to  the  full  the  admis- 

Sir  W.  JOdrcourt 


sion  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequeo- 
that  we  have  really  got  no  interest  in  the 
matter  whether  Ireland  damages  herself 
or  not. 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT  :  I  did  not  say 
that.  I  said  the  people  need  not  take 
the  notes. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  admit  that  that 
is  the  point  that  must  lie  as  the  basis  at 
my  argument.  If  I  cannot  show  that 
the  people  will  take  the  notes  our  ease  is 
gone,  or,  at  least,  very  seriously  damaged. 
Let  the  Committee  understand  clearly 
that  if  the  Bill  is  left  as  it  stands  the 
Irish  Grovernment  will  have  the  power  to 
issue  £1  notes,  and  they  will  also 
have  the  power  to  change  the  whole 
banking  system  of  Ireland.  That  has 
been  admitted  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  These  are  very  serious 
powers  to  place  in  the  hands  of  an  inex- 
perienced Government,  as  it  la  admitted 
the  Irish  Government  will  be.  Not  only 
may  the  Irish  Government  issue  £1 
notes,  but  there  is  nothing  in  the  Bill  to 
prevent  the  Irish  Government  from  issuing 
the  notes  entirely  unrepresented  by  gold, 
or  represented  only  by  one-third  or  one- 
fourth  of  gold ;  and,  therefore,  if  the  Irish 
Government  wanted  to  riuse  half-a-million 
of  money  they  could  issue  £1  notes  to 
that  amount  without  any  reserve  of  gold. 
The  temptation  to  the  Irish  Government 
to  adopt  that  course  would  be  great,  not 
because  the  Irish  have  a  double  dose  of 
origiuat  sin,  but  under  the  strain  of 
financial  difBculties  to  which  Govern- 
ments have  yielded  over  and  over  again. 
Therefore,  if  the  Government  do  not 
adopt  the  Amendment,  I  think  we  should 
restrict  the  power  in  the  bands  of  the 
Irish  Government  of  issuing  notes 
without  being  represented  by  gold. 
But,  says  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  how 
are  they  to  get  these  notes  into  circulation 
if  they  are  not  legal  tender  ?  My  answer 
is  that  Ireland  is  practically  without  any 
legal  tender  at  all.  The  only  legal  tender 
in  Ireland  is  the  sovereign,  aud  that  one 
sees  occasionally,  but  rarely,  because  the 
currency  of  Ireland  practically  is  the 
£1  note.  [Mr.  Sexton  :  Except  a 
limited  quantity  of  silver.]  There  is  a 
quantity  of  silver,  which  scarcely  affects 
the  argument.  The  whole  people  of 
Ireland  are,  therefore,  in  the  position  of 
being  accustomed  to  £1  notes,  which  are 
not  l^al  tender.  Are  we  not,  there- 
fore, eutitled  to  assume  that  if  the 
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GrOTenuneat  of  Ireland  are  goiug  to  issue 
£1  Dotea  of  their  own  the  Irish  people 
will  take  them  ?  [Sir  W.  Habcourt  : 
Over  issue  ?]  Ko  ;  the  over  issue  will 
not  become  knowa  till  afterwards.  The 
greater  the  confidence  placed  in  the  Far- 
liament  of  Ireland  the  more  ready  will 
tlie  people  be  to  take  the  £1  notes.  I 
hare  pursued  the  sabject  from  the  point 
of  financial  need.  'But  where  wilt  the 
pabHc  find  the  currency  which  they  will 
reqotre  if  the  Government  curtail  the 
power  of  issue  by  the  banks  ?  I  will  put 
an  extreme  case.  Of  course,  it  will  not 
be  done ;  but  if  the  GoTeroment  of  Ireland 
were  to  take  away  hidf  the  power  of 
issue  from  the  banks  they  would  create  a 
scarcity  of  currency,  and  that  scarcity 
they  would  fill  np  be  the  issue  of  their 
own  £1  notes.  That  is  a  very  dangerous 
power  to  place  in  the  hands  of  the  Irish 
Govemmeot,  and  that  is  the  position  as 
it  will  be  left  by  the  Bill.  I  say  it  is 
a  power  which  ought  not  to  be  given.  I 
really  do  not  see  what  answer  there  can 
be  to  that  argument.  Then  there  is  the 
case  of  Ulster  to  be  considwed.  If  this 
be  true  with  regard  to  the  whole  of  Ireland, 
I  think  it  will  be  specially  the  case  with 
the  trading  part.'  It  is  quite  possible 
that  in  the  Southern  and  inland  parts  of 
Ireland,  and  in  the  smaller  business  trans- 
actions, the  difficulty  wilt  not  be  so 
much  felt  as  in  those  parts  which  deal 
largely  with  Great  Britain,  where  they 
have  to  pay  their  debts  iu  gold  or  £ng- 
lisU  currency.  It  is  extremely  impor- 
tant that  the  currency  of  Ireland  should 
remain  on  the  soundest  possible  footing. 
I  have  not  wished  to  overstate  the  case  ; 
bat  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  put  clearly 
before  the  Committee,  not  iu  any  contro- 
versial manner,  the  real  dangers  I  see  to 
giving  the  Irish  Government  this  power 
mnferrwl  by  the  Bill. 

Sift  W.  HARCOURT:  The  right 
hoQ.  Gentleman  must  »ee  that  the  Amend- 
ment goes  a  good  deal  too  far.  For 
instance,  supposing  it  should  be  found, 
as  in  the  year  1844,  that  the  issue  of 
notee  by  private  banks  is  undesirable  and 
should  be  put  an  end  to,  why  should  not 
the  Irish  Parliament  have  power  to  regu- 
late the  currency  of  their  country  ?  Why 
should  it  be  left  to  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment, which  knows  very  little  about  the 
wants  and  disadvantages  of  banks  and 
eotreucy  in  Ireland  ?  The  Amendment 
is  intended  absolutely  to  prohibit  the : 
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Irish  Parliament  from  having  any  autho- 
rity or  power  over  the  currency  iu  their 
.country. 

*Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  suggest  any  course  by 
which  the  danger  could  be  guarded 
against  should  the  Irish  Government 
have  recourse  to  issuing  these  notes  aud 
interfering  with  the  rights  of  all  the 
banks,  aud  if  he  would  see  that  there 
shall  be  some  security  for  its  being  done 
on  a  sound  basts,  then  I  think  a  com- 
promise might  be  arrived  at.  The  Irish 
Members  say  it  is  going  to  be  a  very 
poor  Parliament,  and  I  say  it  is  more 
dangerous  to  entrust  this  power  to  a 
poor  Parliament.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  say  that  clauses  shall  be 
introduced  to  tlie  effect  that  the  Irish 
Parliament  shall  not  have  unlimited 
power  over  the  isdue  of  bank  notes,  I 
should  then  advise  my  right  hon.  Friend 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  am  ex- 
tremely anxious  to  meet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  aud  I  admit  his  great 
authority  upon  qneations  of  this  kind. 
Without  undertaking  to  remove  from 
the  Irish  Parliament  all  control  in  this 
matter,  I  will  undertake  upon  the  part 
of  the  Government,  if  the  Amendment 
be  not  presseil,  that  we  will  consider 
whether  or  not  any  safeguards  in  refer- 
ence to  the  currency  may  be  introduced 

•Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  said, 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  not 
make  any  concession  whatever  upon  this 
point.  The  Amendments  to  the  Bill 
might  be  divided  into  two  classes.  They 
had  an  example  of  one  class  in  the  last 
Amendment — an  Amendment  introduced 
in  the  interest  of  England.  He  had 
never  heard  such  an  exhibition  of 
selfishness  as  was  displayed  by  those  who 
supported  that  Amendment.  One  would 
think  that  the  conditious  of  Ireland  and 
England  were  completely  reversed,  and 
that  Ireland  was  a  great  and  prosperous 
country,  and  that  poor  little  England, 
with  its  miserable  and  struggling  indus- 
tries, ought  to  be  protected.  The  other 
class  of  Amendment  was,  like  the  present 
Amendment,  insulting.  The  ground 
upon  which  all  these  Amendments  were 
based  was  that  Ireland  was  not  able  to 
govern  itself.  That  might  be  a  very 
good  hypothesis  for  opponents  of  the 
Bill    to    go  upon ;    but  it,  was  no 
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iiypotliesi»>  for  tliofle  who  Rupportctl  tlie 
Bill  to  go  upon.  Those  who  supported 
the  Bill  ought  to  reject  such  an  Ameml- 
meut.  The  subject  of  the  currency  wu8 
a  domestic  matter.  The  oarreacy  of 
Ireland  had  been  degraded  only  at  the 
instance  of  England,  yet  they  were  to  be 
lectured  by  gentlemen  from  Lombard 
Street  as  to  what  they  were  to  do  when 
this  Bill  was  carriwl.  He  confessed 
that  he  felt  indignant  when  he  thought 
of  these  Amendments,  indignant  at  being 
lectured  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Loudon,  and  indignant  at  speeches  like 
that  of  the  late  Chaacetlor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, the  substance  of  which  was  that 
the  Irish  Legislature  might  out  tlieir 
throats  and  might  act  as  pirates  and 
robbers.  [Cn'e*  of  "  No,  no  !  "]  The 
supporters  (if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
cheered  that  Interrnptiou.  ["  No  I  "] 
They  did  not  repudiate  it. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  repudiate  it. 

•Mr.  CLANCY  said,  that  the  Front 
Beuehes  differed  from  their  supporters. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Geutleman  think  that 
they  would  act  as  madmen  or  rogues  ? 
[CrtMo/" No  I"] 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  May  I  interrupt  ? 
The  action  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  calls  the  action  of  robbers  and 
pirates  has  been  the  action  taken  by 
Governmeuts  overaud  over  again  in  time:* 
of  difficulty.  I  never  suggested  that  it 
would  be  robbery  or  roguery,  and  I  must 
ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  not  to  press  that 
argument. 

•Mr.  CLANCY  sa)d,.that  the  tones  of 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman  were  mild,  es- 
pecially when  he  got  up  to  explaiu  himself, 
but  his  matter  was  aggravating  in  the 
extreme.  He  felt  very  strongly  upon 
this  point ;  he  felt  as  if  he  were  being 
treated  as  an  inferior  being  as  an  Irish- 
man. He  appealed  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  not  to  accept  any  Amend- 
ment upon  this  subject. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  want  to 
point  out  to  the  Committee  how  dtffictdt 
it  is  for  us  to  couduct  Public  Business  if 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland,  whenever 
the  Government  agree  to  consider  our 
propositions,  say  that  they  see  no  sense 
vrhatevOT  in  them.  The  Chaneellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  with  great  fairness,  has 
admitted  that  there  is  force  in  what  bo 
high  an  authority  as  the  late  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  said  ;  and  though  he 

Mr,  Clan^ 


could  not  accept  the  Amendment,  he  pro- 
mised to  eiid^voiir  to  find  words  which 
would  guard  against  the  dangers  feared, 
but  which  would  not  take  out  of  thehawls 
oE  the  Irish  Parliament  the  power  tbey 
ought  to  Itave.    What  then  occurred  ? 
A  gentlemau  representing  North  Dublin, 
by  way  of  illustrating  the  moderation, 
good  sense,  sanity,  and  general  wisdom 
which  is   going  to'  animate  the  Irish 
Legislature,  declared  that  it  was  an  insult 
to  Ireland  to  introduce  a  clause  which 
was  to  be  found  in  every  Federal  Constitu- 
tion in  the  world.    Why  is  Ireland  in- 
sulted by  a  provisiou  which  does  not 
insult  the  American  States,  tlie  Canadian 
Provinces,  Au8tro-Huugary,Norway,  and 
the  Cantons  of  Switserland  '<  I  might  go 
on  with  the  whole  list.   These  srasitive 
gentlemen  are  so  indignant  at  the  very 
idea  of   the  Government  meeting  the 
Opposition  eveu  on  the  strougeet  case 
that  they  jump  up  and  wave  the  green 
flag,  and  behave  in  a  way  which  certainly 
does  not  impress  us,  at  all  events,  with  i 
any  great  idea  of  the  wisdom  and  modem-  I 
tiou  likely  to  prevail  in  their  Councils.  ! 
It  must  be  evident  to  the  Committee  that 
the  issue  of  an  inflated  eurreney  in  Ire- 
land would  not  be  disastrous  to  Ireland 
alone,  and  it  is  not  one     those  purely 
Irish  affairs  which  ought  to  be  left  to  an 
Irish  Executive.    Under  these  circum- 
stances, it  certainly  appears  to  me  that  i 
the  Government  are  not  only  meeting  the  , 
Opposition  in  a  oonciliatwy  npirit,  but  are 
actually  carryiug  out  principles  which 
they  have  over  and  over  again  professed  | 
from  that  Bench.  i 

Sir   W.    HARCOUKT  :    I    would  ! 
appeal  to  the  Committee,  as  I  under-  j 
stand  there  is  do  opposition  to  the  with-  i 
drawal  of  the  Amendment,  not  to  continue 
the  discussion.    There  is  another  Amend- 
ment upon  this  subject,  and  that  will  be 
the  time  to  renew  it.    W^hy  go  on  dis- 
oussing  this  Amendment,  which  I  under- 
staud  is  not  to  be  pressed  ? 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Kerry,  N.)  said,  that 
the  present  Amendment,  like  most  of 
those  that  had  been  moved,  rested  upon 
the  assumption  that  they  were  not  to 
give  Ireland  uiy  power  whatever,  because 
any  power  they  gave  would  certainly  he 
misused. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  did  not 
say  that  powers  would  be  abased  ;  bat  he 
thought  it  better  for  both  countries  that 
such  an  Amendment  should  be  inserted. 
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Mb.  sexton  Asid,  that  came  to  the 
nme  thing.  It  rested  upon  the  asanmp- 
tioD  that  the  power  would  not  be  so 

wisely  ufied  as  thej  would  wish  it  to  be, 
Rtid  that  the  Irish  people  did  not  know 
ilieir  own  iuterests  as  well  as  the  people 
of  this  country  did.  Well,  he  denied 
that  He  thought  the  OppoBition  were 
prejudiced  and  ignorant — he  meant  with 
regard  to  the  affairs  of  Ireland.  The 
argument  was  that  the  Irish  were  knaves 
or  fools.  [  Crie»  of  «  No  !  "]  The  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  pointed 
especially  to  the  ease  of  Ulster. 

StK  J.  LUBBOCK :  I  never  hinted 
that  there  would  be  anj  knavery. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  foimdation 
the  whole  argument  was  that  the  power 
was  certain  to  t>e  abased.    What  did  the 
introduction  of  Ulster  mean  ?     It  not 
I     oDly  meant  that  they  would  be  such  fools 
as  to  use  these  powers  against  their  own 
iateresta,  but  that  they  would  l>e  such 
knaves  as  to  misuse  them  specially  to 
the  wrong  of  Ulster.   The  Amendment 
vas  absurd. 
,      *Kk.  GOSCHEN  :  I  think  it  is  very 
I     nnfsir  to   my   right   hon.   Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  London 
t     tliat  he   should  be  asked  to  withdraw 
[    the  Amendment  on  the  plea  that  it  is  an 
!     absurd  one.    The  hon.  Member  does  not 
assist  tbe  QovemmeDt  in  the  progress 
of  the  Bill  by  such  a  speech,  which  is 
calculated  to  tempt  the  Opposition,  unletts 
we  were  extremely  virtuous. 

Mh.  SEXTON  :  I  have  to  say  what 
i  think,  .whether  it  assists  the  Govern* 
ment  or  not.   

*Mk.  GOSCHEN  said,  then  they 
would  look  forward  with  much  more 
interest  to  the  remainder  of  these  debates. 
Were  they  not  told  by  Irish  Members, 
when  they(the  Opposition)  moved  Amend- 
iwuts,  that  they  were  attacking  them  and 
kccuaing  Irishmen  of  being  inferior  to 
ihemselves  in  judging  this  matter?  He 
rested  the  case  eutirely  on  the  supposition 
that  they  might  be  in  finaneial  straits. 
He  should  say  the  same  of  Englishmen 
or  of  Seotohraen,  and  he  would  not  trust 
them  any  more  thau  he  would  trust  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry  to  forego 
tlie  right  of  using  paper  money.  The  case 
was  somewhat  different  since  he  first 
spoke.  They  had  now  heard  the  views 
of  the  Irish  Members,  and  the  Chan- 
cellorof  the  Exchequer  had  been  informed 
W  one  of  them  tha%  he  would  not  accept 
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any  concessiou,  and  that  no  concession 
ought  to  he  made.  He  only  made  that 
remark  with  a  view  to  future  occasiqps. 

Sir  T.  LEA  (Londonderry,  S.)  thought 
the  hou.  Gentleman  hud  not  done  justice 
to  his  right  hon.  Friend  who  had  moved 
that  Amendment.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  pointed  out  that  this  was 
not  aFarty  question,  and  he  had  appealctl 
to  the  Committee  not  to  treat  it  as  such. 
There  were  other  opinions  in  Ireland 
besides  those  represented  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite ;  and  he  thought  they 
would  admit  that,  in  this  instance  at  ail 
events,  he  had  the  honour  of  representing 
the  feeiiug  of  the  greater  part  of  those 
who  wore  iuterested  iu  bauking, 
trade,  and  commerce.  These  gentlemen, 
as  represented  in  the  Chamlwr  of  Com- 
merce of  Dublin,  tried  to  see  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  failed.  The  gentlemen 
interested  in  the  Chamber  of  Commerce 
of  Belfast  did  represent  their  views  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  not,  however, 
with  complete  success.  Without  wish- 
ing to  attribute  any  evil  designs  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  he  had  to  point  out 
that  there  was  an  immense  trade  in  Ire- 
land amongst  the  banking  and  commercial 
comrauuities  ;  and  it  was  felt  that,  unless 
some  Amendment  was  introduced  into 
the  Bill,  great  damage  would  be  done  to 
these  vital  and  important  interests.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  agreed 
to  some  words  being  inserted,  and  be  did 
not  know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  agree  to  accept  the  words 
which  he  (Sir  T.  Lea)  had  put  down  in 
a  later  Amendnieut.  If  so,  he  would  not 
say  one  word  to  lengthen  the  Debate. 
This  was  a  most  important  and  vital 
question  for  those  in  Ireland.  There 
was  a  paid-up  capital  reserve,  in  con- 
nection with  the  nine  banks  iu  Ireland, 
of  more  than  £11,000,000,  which,  on  the 
market,  must  be  worth  between 
£20,000,000  and  £30,000,000.  The 
gentlemen  connected  with  this  industry 
looked  with  dread  upon  this  Bill — [/ri«A 
eheert] — without  some  provision  such  as 
be  had  on  the  Paper  in  a  later  Amendment; 
and  he  took  it  that  the  speeches  that 
day  teud  the  cheers  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  not  do  anything  to  soothe 
those  fears.  These  nine  banks  had  been 
managed  with  great  succesH.  Six  had 
their  headquarters  io  Dublin.  Of  those  in 
Dublin  only  one  paid  lea»  thau  10  per  cent., 
the  others  paying  10  and  11  pec^cent.  Of 
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those  in  Belfast  one  paid  20  per  cent. ; 
one  18  ;  and  one  11  per  cent.  An  hon. 
Greytleman  behind  him  said  It  was  Bcan- 
dalous.  The  hon.  Gentleman  must 
remember  that  in  paying  these  diyidends 
they  were  not  paying  them  upon  capital, 
but  they  had  large  reserve  funds  accu- 
mulated by  care  and  management  of 
previous  years,  wbich  tended  to  increase 
the  dividends  on  recent  shares.  He  should 
not  have  thought  that  any  man  would 
have  considered  scandalous  the  wise 
and  prudent  management  of  these  great 
institutions.  One  of  these  banks  had 
taken  connsera  opinion  on  this  Bill,  who 
stated  that  the  Irish  Parliament  under 
the  Bill,  as  it  was  drawn  at  present, 
would  have  power  to  control  and  to  ex- 
tinguish the  note  issue  of  the  Irish 
banks.  Was  that '  a  light  matter  ? 
What  was  the  note  issue  of  the  Irish 
banks  ?  The  Prime  Minister,  in  reply 
to  a  question  put  a  little  time  ago,  tohl 
them  that  the  note  issue  of  the  Irish 
banks  amounted  to  £6,354,494.  Were 
there  any  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who 
thought  that  the  future  Irish  Govern- 
ment would  have  plenty  of  money  P 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Longford 
had  told  them  it  would  be  a  bankrupt 
Exchequer.  What  was  the  bankrupt 
Exchequer  to  do  when  they  saw  this 
£6,354,494  issue  of  uotes  on  which  they 
could  lay  their  hands  ?  The  Irish 
banks  were  legally  and  morally  entitled 
to  issue  these  uotes  by  legislation  made 
years  ago,  and  was  it  right  to  hand  over 
to  a  Parliament  iu  Dublin  this  power, 
which  would  enable  them  to  take  away 
this  right  of  issuing  notes  from  the 
banks  ?  Natural  ly,  they  would  take  steps 
for  depriving  the  banks  of  this  power. 
They  might  extinguish  the  notes  of  the 
banks  and  substitute  an  issue  of  State 
notes  in  exchange.  The  Prime  Miuister 
had  said  that  the  Irish  ParUament  not 
only  had  the  right,  but  would  be  justified 
in  dealing  with  this  matter,  and  they 
would  not  be  slow  to  accept  that  advice. 
Such  a  step,  be  contended,  would  have 
molBt  disastrous  results  upon  the  oom- 
morce  of  Ireland.  They  could  not 
compel  the  people  lo  take  notes  unless 
there  was  gold  in  the  vaults  in  place, 
and  the  only  other  course  would  be  to 
compel  the  Irish  banks  to  take 
£6,000,000  of  Irish  Govemmeut  Stock 
in  place  of  the  power  to  issue  notes. 
No  bank  would  take  Irish  Stock  in 

Sir  T.  Lea 


place  of  gold.    They  had  seen  in  the 
recent  examples  of  the  Australian  banb 
the    disaster    which    resulted  from 
banks  holding  a  large  quantity  of  on- 
saleable  securities,  wbleh  in  time  of  panie 
they  would  not  be  able  to  seU.  Thu 
would  be  of  no  benefit  to  the  Irish  hanb 
or  to  the  Irish  Legislature ;  and  in  tlie 
interests  and  at  the  request  of  many  of 
these  great  institutions  in  Ireland,  he  wm 
asked  to  oppose  this  Bill  still  more  unlen 
some  restriction  of  this  kind  was  pot 
in.  I 
Mtt.   MARTIN   (Worcester,   Droit-  i 
wicb)  wished  to  remind  the  Committee 
that  the  question  of  the  cmrency  wts 
not  one  of  purely  local  interest  to  IreUnd. 
Payments  on  account  of  the  Customs, 
Post,  and  Telegraph  Offices  would  have 
to  be  made  in  gold  to  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer, and  any  depreciated  currency  ; 
would  ]>e  a  serious  matter  not  only  for 
the  Government  of  Ireland,  but  also  for 
the  Imperial  Exchequer.    Had  he  had  ^ 
longer  time  he  would  have  tried  to  sbov  | 
that,  in  case  of  an  issue  of  notes  by  tbe 
Irish  Government  not  secured  on  gold, 
gold  would  be  certainly  driven  out  of  tbe 
country,  and  a  premium  thereon  would  be 
the  consequence.   Just  at  this  mimite, 
when  the  wealthy   United  States  of 
America  were  threatened  with  a  goW 
premium,  the  danger  was  not  Imaginary, 
and  might  easily  be  a  real  one.    Tbe  j 
question  was  one  of  great  practical  import-  | 
ance,  and  required  grave  consideration,  j 
It  could  not  be  settled  at  one  sitting  of  an 
impatient  Committee.  i 

•Sir  j.  LUBBOCK  asked,  was  he  to 
understand  that  the  Government  would 
introduce  words  to  cany  the  principle  of  j 
the  Amendment  into  ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOUET  :  I  said,  in  \ 
deference  to  the  argumefit  addressed  by 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
that,  while  the  Government  could  not 
accept  these  words,  they  would  consider 
whether  any,  and  what,  safeguards  might 
be  necessary. 

•Sib  j.  LUBBOCK :  In  that  case  I 
shall  be  happy  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  (rising  at  a 
quarter  to  7),  said  :  In  accordance  with 
the  notice  I  have  already  given,  I  beg  to 
move  "  That  the  Question  <that  Clause  3 
stand  pfurt  of  the  Bill  ^  be  now  put." 
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The  chairman  :  I  unnot,  at  the  | 
present  time,  accept  tbiB  verj  important 
UotioD  of  Cloaure.  I  think  it  would  be 
altogether  onreasouable  for  the  Chair  to 
lecept  this  form  of  Closure  from  anybodj 
except  the  Minister  in  charge  of  the  Bill. 
When  the  proper  time  comes,  no  doubt  if 
it  is  necessary  to  use  this  speoial  form,  or 
ttay  other  form  of  Closure,  that  will  be 
done  by  those  who  are  responsible  for 
the  management  and  control  of  the  Busi- 
itefls  of  this  House. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  :  I  am  not  going 
to  malce  anj  remarks  after  what  you 
have  said. 

*SiR  J.  LUBBOCK  rose  to  move  the 
following  Amendment : — ^In  page  2,  line 
13,  after  "  legal  tender,"  insert  "banks." 

It  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the 
clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
igam  upon  Monday  next. 

SLEMENTART  EDUCATION  (BLIND  AND 
DEAF  CHILDBBN)  BILL.-CN0.  380.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
•The  vice  PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  moved  the  Second  Beading 
of  this  BitL  The  subject,  he  said,  had 
been  under  the  consideration  of  succesaive 
Governments.  If  the  Second  Reading 
were  taken,  the  Bill  would  then  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Conmiittee,  who  would 
consider  the  whole  subject. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Acland.) 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
WUl  the  right  boo.  Gentleman  agree  to 
extend  the  Bill  to  Ireland  ? 
*Mh.  acland  :  If  it  is  found  desirable 
to  do  so,  I  should  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  sup- 
ported the  Second  R^ing. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

PBISON  (OFFICERS'  SUPERANNUATION) 
(No.  3)  BILL.— (No.  359.) 
CO»HITTE£. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
Ma.  WHITELAW  (Perth)  objected 
to  farther  progress  being  made  with  the 
BilL 


Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  Eastbourne) 
said,  be  was  thoroughly  acquainted  with 
the  ifacts  of  this  case.  The  Bill  dealt 
with  the  case  of  a  gallant  oiBcer,  who 
would  suffer  a  grieTons  injustice  if  the 
Bill  were  not  passed,  so  he  hoped  the 
objection  would  not  be  persisted  in. 

Mr.  WHITELAW  said,  there 
were  several  important  cases  of  the 
same  nature  to  be  deiUt  with  in  Scotland, 
and  the  Government  refused  to  deal  with 
them.  Until  he  could  receive  an  assur- 
ance from  the  Government  that  these 
cases  would  be  attended  to  he  was  bound 
to  object,  aud  he  could  not  give  way  to 
the  hoD.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  because 
he  was  pledged  to  three  or  four  sup- 
porters of  the  Government  to  take  this 
course. 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Treveltan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgetou)  said,  these  Scotch  prison 
officers  must  be  pensioned  out  of  money 
provided  by  local  rates  ;  but  this  gallant 
officer,  whose  case  was  dealt  with  by  the 
Bill,  would  be  pensioned  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund — that  was,  out  of  the 
taxpayers^  money.  The  questions  were 
not  in  the  least  Uie  same,  and  he  must 
say  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  in  the 
course  he  was  taking,  was  rather  ex- 
emplifying a  certain  proverb  which  he 
hoped  he  would  not  continue  to  ex- 
emplify. 

Mh.  WHITELAW :  I  cannot  with- 
draw my  opposition  unless  I  hare  an 
opportunity  of    conferring  with  hon. 

Gentlemen  supporting  the  Government. 

Mr.  CROMBIE  (Kincardineshire) 
asked,  whether  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land would  consider  the  cases  of  these 
Scotch  prison  officers  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  thought  it 
was  impossible  to  call  upon  the  Local 
Authorities,  who  were  not  bound  by 
Statute,  and  he  did  not  think  were 
morally  bound,  to  iind  the  funds  for  the 
payment  of  the  pensions  to  these  officers. 
He  earnestly  trusted  his  hon.  Frieud 
would  see  the  difference  between  that 
and  a  pension  on  the  Consolidated  Fund. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  remarked,  that  the  remedy  was  in 
tlio  hands  of  right  hou.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site. If  they  put  down  the  Bill  as  a 
first  Order,  and  allowed  time  for  its  dis- 
cussion, it  would  be  duly  paased.  1 
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Committee  report  Pjcogress ;  to  uit 
again  upon  Friday  next,  at  Two  of  the 
ulock. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IBBLAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  9)  BILL. 
(No.  378.) 

Bead  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  17)  BILL  (by  Order}— QSo,  376.) 
SECOND  READING.  [ADJOURNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourued 
Debate  on  Amendment  to  Question 
[8th  June],  «  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave 
out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
tbe  Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon 
this  day  six  months." — ( Mr*  Paulton.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
word  'now*  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Maiu  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

SALUOX    FI8HERT    PROVISIOXAL  ORDER 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Burt,  Bill  to  confirm  a 
ProTisional  Order  made  by  the  Board  of  Tra-le 
in  pursuance  of  "'  Thu  Salmon  FiKhcry  Act, 
1873,"  relating  to  the  Tees  Fishery  District, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Burt  and  Mr.. 
Mundclla. 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Onler  1!I3a  be  bub- 
jtcnded,  and  that  the  Bill  be  read  the  first  time. 

Bill  pnsental.  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  389.] 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  appointed  a  Com- 
mittee, consisting  of  Five  Lords,  to  join 
with  the  Committee  of  the  Common.s 
(pursuant  to  Message  of  this  House),  ou 
Electric  Powers  (Protective  Clauses), 
aud  the  Lords  propose  that  tbe  said  Joint 
Committee  do  meet  iu  Committee  Room 
No.  3,  on  Monday  next,  at  Two  of  the 
clock. 

Lords  Message  considered. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee 
uppointed  by  this  House  to  join  with 
a  Committee  of  the  Lords  on  Electric 
Powers  (Protective  Clauses),  do  meet  in 
Committee  Room  Ko.  3,  at  Two  of  the 
clock,  on  Monday  next. — {Sir  J,  T. 
Hihhert.) 


Message  to  the  Lords  to  acquaint  ibciu 
therewith. 

CANAL  RATES,  TOLI.S,  AND  CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS. 
So  much  of  the  Lords  Message 
[8tli  June]  as  relates  to  Canal  Bateis, 
Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 
Bills  considered. 

Ordered,  That  tbe  Select  Committee 
appointed  by  this  House  to  join  with  a 
Committee  of  the  Lords  on  Canal  Ratc$, 
Tolls,  and  Charjfes  Provisional  OHw 
Bilhi  do  meet  iu  Committee  Room  A  ou 
Mouday  next,  at  Two  <rf  the  clock. 

Message  to  the  Lords  to  acquaint  them 
therewith. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  tbe  quorum  of 
the  Committee. — {Mr.  Mundella,) 

OYSTER  AND  MUSSEL  FISHBBY  PRO- 
VISIONAL    ORDER  CONFIBMATION 

BILL  [Lordt]. 

Reported,  without  Amendment  [Pro- 
visional Order  confirmed]  ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 

KEDEMl'TION  OF  BEST  (iKELASU)  ACT 
(1891)  AMENDMENT  BILL 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  T.  W.  Ruesell,  Bill  to 
amend  "The  Redemption  nf  Rent  (Ireland)  Act. 
1891,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  Sir  Thomas  Lea,  Mr.  Dane,  and  Mr. 
Arnold-Fonjter. 

Bill  presented,  ami  read  first  time.  [Bill  S90.] 

DUCHY  OF  COBNWALL  BILL.-(No.  312.) 

As  amended,  considered;  read  the  thinl 

time,  and  passed. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES'    ACT  (1875) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  881.) 
Considered  in  Committee,  and  reportetl ; 
as  ameuded,  to  be  considered  upon  Mon- 
day next. 

EVENING  SITTIN(i. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEB. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."  ^  , 
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AGRICULTURAL    HOLmKGS  (AMEND- 
MENTS OP  LAW), 
RESOLUTION. 

"Mr.  LOGAN  (Leicester,  H»rborough) 
rose  to  call  atteution  to  the  defective 
workiug  of  "  The  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act,  1883,"  auci  to  move— 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  Amend- 
ments of  the  Law  are  urgently  ncetled  to  enable 
the  tetiABt  tft  obtain  wlequate  coin|ieniiation  on 
the  determi nation  of  a  tenancy  for  all  agri- 
cultural improTements  executed  by  him  on  his 
holding,  to  give  greater  ttccurity  of  lentirc  and 
fKoIotn  to  make  improvemcntH,  to  cultivate  anil 
toedi  produce  witnout  detriment  to  the  agri- 
cultural value  of  the  holding,  to  abolish  the 
landlord's  right  to  distrain  for  rent,  and  to 
ui|ilify  and  cheapen  the  settlement  of  com- 
penmtioa  cases  and  other  differencee  between 
budtord  and  tenant." 

Be  said :  In  moving  the  Resolution 
standiug  in  my  name,  I  do  not  intend  to 
go  at  any  length  into  the  details  of  the 
defective  working  of  the  Agricultural 
[loldiiigs  Act,  1883,  but  shall  leave  that 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Northamp- 
ton (Mr.  Ch&uning),  who  has  made  the 
subject  his  special  study,  and  who  is,  in 
fact,  the  real  parent  of  this  Motion.  But, 
even  if  I  were  minded  to  go  into  the 
details  of  the  many  defects  of  the  Act, 
I  should  scarcely  know  whore  to  begin, 
for  practical  farmers  assure  me  that  the 
Act  is  so  complicated  as  to  puzzle 
lawyers  to  interpret  it.  One  thing,  how- 
ever, is  sufficiently  clear  to  the  farmer, 
and  that  is  that  nuder  the  Act  he  cannot 
obtain  full  aud  ample  security  for  the 
labour,  skill,  aud  capital  needed  to  make 
the  business  of  farming  profitable.  He 
knows  that  under  the  Act  he  canno't 
obtain  compensation  for  first-class  im- 
provements if,  after  making  them,  he  has 
to  leave  his  farm.  He  is  aware  tliat 
there  is  no  provision  in  the  Act  to 
prevent  a  landlord  raising  the  rent  on  a 
sitting  tenant,  and  no  machinery  whereby 
a  Fair  rent  may  ]>c  fixed.  This  is  a 
hardship  which  mostly  affects  good 
tenants,  who,  having  fanned  the  land  well, 
*n  for  that  very  reason  at  the  mercy  of 
their  landk»ds,  whilst  the  bad  tenant,  who 
has  taken  everything  out  of  the  land  and 
pnt  notbiug  in,  is  very  well  satisfied  with 
matters  as  they  stand.  The  farmer  also 
realises  that  the  system  of  arbitration 
provided  by  the  Act  is  most  costly.  To 
pui  the  matter  in  a  few  words,  the 
fanner  may,  for  all  the  assistance  he  gets 
from  the  Act,  be  slowly  bled  to  4^^^. 


Under  the  preitcnt  system  of  teuancy  he 
may  be  Imimd  hand  and  foot  by  a  code 
of   ancient    customs    and  hampered 

by  all  sorts  of  conditions  as  to  the 
manner  of  conducting  his  business, 
such  as  no  other  business  man 
would  tolerate  for  a  single  day. 
It  might  be  asked  why  the  fanner,  beitig 
a  free  agent,  endures  such  conditions.  He 
is  only  nominally  a  free  agent,  for  in 
reality  be  is  bound  by  training,  habltx, 
and  traditions  to  look  to  the  laud  as  the 
means  whereby  he  shall  get  his  living. 
If  the  laud  increased  in  the  same  ratio  as 
the  population  of  this  country,  we  might 
with  justice  talk  about  freedom  of  con- 
tract ;  but  whilst  the  ranks  of  the  farmers 
are  continually  increasing,  and  the 
quantity  of  land  suitable  for  cnitivation 
remains  practically  the  same,  it  is  mere 
mockery  to  talk  of  freeilom  of  contract 
between  the  men  who  hold  possession  of 
the  limited  commodity  and  the  men 
whose  daily  bread  must  be  won  by 
cultivating  it  I  may  be  told  that  there 
are  many  vacant  farms  which  may  be  had 
at  almost  any  price  and  on  any  conditions 
of  tenancy,  and,  without  admitting  that 
such  n  statement  would  convey  the  whole 
truth,  I  should  say  there  are  many  farms 
which  would  be  dear  at  any  price,  for 
under  the  wretcliG<l  syestcm  which  obtains 
in  this  country  they  have  been  so 
impoverished  that  the  man  would  l>c  mad 
who  ventured  to  bury  his  capital  in  one 
of  them,  with  the  absolute  certainty  that 
it  would  be  for  the  beuefit  of  another 
man's  descendants,  and  not  for  himself  or 
his  heirs.  The  present  system  not  only 
allows  of  the  confiscation  of  the  tenant's 
capital,  but  adds  insult  to  injury  by 
making  it  possible  for  the  farmer's  son 
who  succeeds  to  his  father's  farm  to  bo 
compelled  to  pay,  in  tlio  shape  of  an 
increased  rent,  what  is  to  all  intents  and 
purposes  interest  on  the  capital  which 
his  father  sunk  in  the  land.  Agriculture 
must,  and  always  will,  languish  in  this 
country  until  the  farmer  can  look  uj>on 
the  land  as  his  bank,  in  which  he  may 
during  the  days  of  his  lusty  manhood 
store  his  surplus  energy  aud  capital  with 
the  certainty  that  he  will  be  able  to  draw 
upon  it  for  support  in  his  declining 
years.  We  are  all  agreed  upon  one 
point,  aud  that  is  that  the  agricultural 
industry  is  to-day  in  a  deplorable  condi- 
tion, and  I  fear  I  may  add  that  the 
tenant  farmer  has  not  yet^ecided.  in 
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which  directiou  he  shall  look  for  the 
remedy.  On  the  one  hand,  be  is  told 
that  bi-metaliism  is  his  only  hope,  whilst 
another  counsellor  assures  bim  that 
Protection  is  his  sheet  anchor.  To  my 
mind  both  are  equally  delusive,  and  if  the 
farmer  drops  the  bone,  bare  as  it  is,  to 
grasp  at  either  of  those  shadows,  he  will 
Boouer  or  later  realise  that  be  has  again 
the  worat  of  the  experiment.  Proposals 
such  as  those  only  serve  to  divert  the 
farmer^s  mitid  from  a  contemplation  of 
the  only  real  remedy,  which  will  be  found 
in  such  alterations  of  our  laws  as  will 
give  him  security  and  fair  dealing — -will 
place  him  on  an  equality  with  the  man 
to  whom  he  pays  the  rent.  The  present 
system  of  land  tenure  ip  England  is 
frequently  referred  to  a&  though  it  con- 
cerned only  landlords  and  tenants  ;  but 
the  great  mass  of  the  people  are  as  much 
concerned  in  seeing  that  the  soil  yields 
its  best  results  as  the  two  parties  to  laud 
contracts.  The  people  have  a  right  to 
he  heard  iu  regard  to  land,  and  when  the 
men  of  our  towns  have  fairly  grasped  the 
Land  Question,  they  will  be  heard  and  to 
some  purpose.  An  autliority  who  is  in 
fttTonr  with  gentlemen  opposite  just 
now — mean  Professor  Froude — has 
said — 

**  But  seeing  tiiat  men  are  born  into  the  world 
withont  their  own  wills,  and,  being  fn  the 
world,  they  must  live  upon  the  earth's  surface, 
or  they  cannot  live  at  all,  no  individual  or  set 
of  individuals  can  hold  over  land  that  personal 
and  irresponsible  right  which  is  allowed  tiiem 
in  things  of  lees  universal  necessity." 

I  do  not  hesitate  to  declare  that,  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  masses,  the  present 
system  has  failed,  and  failed  miserably. 
Here  we  are  to^ay,  with  the  finest  dairy 
land  in  the  world,  importiug  enormous 
quantitiee  of  dairy  produce  that  might 
very  well  be  produced  at  home.  Our 
farmerH  are  being  undersold  at  their 
very  doors  by  the  small  proprietors  of 
Continental  countries,  inarticl^  which  are 
particularly  liable  to  damage  in  transit. 
Why  does  the  small  proprietor  of  other 
countries  beat  our  men  ?  Because  he  has 
security  for  his  outlay,  the  necessary  incea- 
tive,  the  magic  of  property  which  turns 
sand  into  gold.  Adam  Smith  neveruttered 
anything  more  truthful,  or  worthy  of 
bein  g  remembered  in  tliis  discusf^iou,  than 
his — 

"A  small  proprietor  who  knows  evay  pnrt 
of  his  little  territory,  who  views  it  with  all  the 
affection  which  property  nattually  inspires,  is 

Mr.  Logan 


generally  o(  all  improvers  the  most  industrious, 
the  most  intelligent,  and  the  most  BuceearfnL'' 

The  small  proprietors  who  beat  our 
tenant  farmers  have  all  that  is  asked  fw, 
by  this  Motion ;  they  have  full  and  ample 
compensation  for  ali  the  time  and  mouev 
they  spend  on  their  holdings,  they  can 
cultivate  as  they  like,  and  can  make  anv 
improvements  that  may  be  necessary  to 
keep  them  abreast  of  the  times  and 
enable  them  to  compete  suocessfnlly  in 
the  markets  of  the  world.  Under  their 
system  the  cultivators  work  with  cod- 
fidenee,-  get  the  very  utmost  from  the 
soil,  enrich  themselves  and  their  families, 
aud  each  of  them  becomes  a  practical 
behefactor  of  his  country.  Compare  that 
with  the  English  system,  under  which  the 
land  is  starved  for  want  of  labour  anil 
capital,  because  no  sane  man  of  business 
will  embark  his  capital  in  an  enterprise 
which  he  is  not  permitted  to  manage  free 
from  the  meddlesome  interference  of 
others.  Under  our  system  the  land  has 
been  impoverished  and  our  rural  districts 
depopulated.  Why,  30  years  ago  our 
land  nourished  one  man  to  every  two 
acres,  whereas  to-day  it  needs  three 
acres.  It  is  not  iucreaae  of  population 
alone  which'  causes  ua  to  import  food  so 
largely,  it  is  also  the  abandonment  of 
agriculture  by  our  people.  It  needed  a 
famine  to  repeal  the  iniquitous  Com  Lawp; 
will  it  need  a  revolution  to  amend  the 
laws  affecting  land  tenure,  from  which 
spring  such  dire  results  ?  It  was  Sir 
Charles  Napier  who  said — 

'All  discontent  springs  from  unjust  treat- 
ment. Idiots  talk  of  auitation  ;  there  is  but 
(me  in  existence,  and  that  is  injustice.  The 
cure  for  discontent  is  to  iSnd  out  where  the  sboe 
pinches  and  to  ease  it" 

FanuOTS  are  in  despair  over  their  con- 
tinued loss  of  capital ;  the  labourer, 
unable  to  obtain  remimerative  employ- 
ment in  his  native  village,  is  reluctantly 
compelled  to  migrate  to  the  town,  and 
the  townsman  is  gradually  realising  that 
impoverished  rural  communities  are  not 
good  customers  for  the  goods  produced  iu 
towns,  but  they  do  supply  an  ever  uoo- 
stant  Btream  of  hungry  men  who,  in  tbeir 
eagerness  to  lire,  beat  down  wages,  and 
add  to  the  squalor  of  the  slums.  Security 
for  the  farmer's  capitAl  must  bo  the  fiist 
step  towards  the  alteration  of  this  con- 
lition  of  things.  I  will  not  use  any 
words  of  my  own  to  describe  the  probable 
effect  of  a  thorough  reform  of  Uic  Land 
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Lavs  but  will  let  the  aoble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Paddingtoa  (Lord  R^ 
CharchiH) — who,  I  am  eorry  to  see,  \$ 
not  in  his  place — speak  for  me.  He  says 
it  would — 

"  Heaa  this,  that  new  capital,  sew  energy^ 
new  brains,  new  minds  wonid  be  applied  to 
tbe  cultiTatioQ  of  the  land.  It  would  mean 
thatpro^ienty,  activitj,  energy  would  be  Tisi- 
ble  throaghoat  the  whole  of  your  rural  dis- 
tricts." 

It  is  with  a  view  to  help  in  bringing 
•boot  this  desirable  change  that  wo 

BulHDit  this  ResolntioD.  We  recognise 
that  to  secure  the  best  results  from  our 
Uod,  brains,  energy,  and  capital  are 
Deeded  ;  but  the  present  system  drives 
s!l  three  into  more  remunerative  cbannelsj 
and  the  country  snffers.  It  cannot  be 
surprising  that  such  is  the  result  when 
ve  look  to  the  method  nsually  adopted 
in  selecting  tenants  on  large  estates. 
Tbe  first  inquiry  in  such  cases  is  not  as 
to  whether  the  applicant  is  a  practical 
farmer  with  ample  capital,  bat  too  fre- 
qnentlj  it  is  whether  he  is  a  good 
Tory  

An  hon.  Meuber  :  Give  instances. 

Mr.  LOGAN  :  A  good  Tory,  a  care- 
ful game  preserTer,and  a  staunch  Church- 
jnan.  The  nation  is  becoming  very 
weary  of  the  effects  of  the  systom, 
althongfa  it  has  not  yet  realised  the 
canse,  and  it  is  in  the  hope  that  land- 
lords will  help  us  to  the  only  rraaedy 
before  the  people  awake  that  we  snlnnit 
this  Resolution. 

*Mb.  CHANNING  (Korthampton,  £.) 
said}  he  rose  to  second  the  Motion,  and  he 
desired  to  say  that  they  did  not  wish  to 
make  this  a  Party  question.  One  of  the 
strongest  reasons  on  behalf  of  the  Mo- 
tion was  that  he  believed  practical  men 
on  both  Bides  of  the  House  bad  come  to 
took  at  these  questions  from  much  the 
same  point  of  view,  and  were  of  opinion 
that  some  such  legislation  was  necessary 
as  was  indicated  in  the  Motion  in  the 
interest,  not  only  of  the  tenant  farmers, 
but  of  the  labourers,  aud  ultimately  of 
tbe  landowners  also.  It  was  in  no  sense 
a  demand  for  class  legislation,  but  for  a 
national  object.  He  wished  to  impress 
npon  the  House  and  upon  the  country 

VOL.  XIII.     [roUBTH  8XBIBB.] 


that  this  was  not  an  attack  apon  tbe  land- 
lords of  England.    Evryone  who  was 
acquainted  with  the  management  of 
estates  in  England  must  feel  the  warmest 
admiration  for  the  generosity,  the  fore- 
sight, the  wisdom,  and  the  scientific 
enthusiasm  for  agriculture  which  had 
led  many  owners  to  lavish  money  not 
earned  by  the  land  npon  the  improvement 
of  their  estates,  and  to  promote  the 
welfore  of  their  tenants.     What  they 
found  fault  with  was  not  so  much  the 
men  as  the  lystem,  or  rather  with  a 
portion  of  the  system,  under  which  land 
was  held.     He  would  illustrate  what 
he  meant   by  the  case  of  a  landlord, 
well  known  as  one  of  the  leaders  in  a 
generous  and  forward  policy,  and  wishful 
in  all  ways  to  promote  the  interests  of 
his  tenants.    One  of  the  leases  on  this 
estate  provided  a  generous  sliding  scale 
for  rent,  and  a  most  equitable  scale  of 
compensation  for  tenants*  improvements, 
but  also  included  a  number  of  antiquated 
covenants  and  penal  rents  for  their  breach, 
which,  had  the  matter  fallen  into  the 
hands  of  a   less  considerate  successor, 
might  be  used  to  crush  and  min  the 
tenant.     The  Resolution  covered  pro- 
posals which  were  all  explicitly  or  im- 
plicitly   adopted    at     the  important 
Agricultural  Conference  held  in  De- 
cember last,  at  which  all  Parties  were 
represented,  and  at  which,    he  was 
glad     to     note,     hts     right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sleaford  (Mr. 
Chaplin),  after   a    very    forcible  and 
eloquent  speech  from  Mr.  Clare  Sewell 
Read,  suddenly  announced  his  conversion 
to  this  policy  of  amending  the  Act.  He 
(Mr.  Channing)  would  state  their  exact 
reasons    for     the     several  proposals 
in  the  Motion.    What  fault  did  they 
find   with  the   Agricultural  Holdings 
Act?     He   held     that    the  Liberal 
Party  had  rendered  great  service  in 
affirming   in   1883   the  principle  that 
those  who  worked  on  the  land  should 
have     an     alienable     right     to  be 
rewarded  for  the  value  added  to  the 
land  by  their  outlay,  skill,  and  labour. 
What  they  said  was  that  the  Act  did  not 
compensate  the  right  men,  did  not  give 
compensation  for  the  right  things,  and 
tbat  the  complicated  aud  imperfect  pro- 
ced»m>  of  the  Act  destroyed  its  objects. 
Sir  James  Caird,  who  most  Members 
would  agree  with  him  in  thinking 
2  I 
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greatest  authoritj  in  recent  years,  said 
at  the  very  outeet  of  the  great  agricul- 
tural depression  in  1880  that  the  time  had 
come  for  them  to  recognise  the  "  truth, 
however  unpalatable,"  that  the  relations 
between  landlord  and    tenant  should 
pass   from   those   of   blind  confidence 
to  those  of  strict  business — when  the 
tenant  should  have  securitj  of  -tenure  and 
adequate  compensation.    He  had  always 
regiu^ed  it  as   unfortunate  tliat  the 
Government  of  the  day  did  not  pay 
heed  to  the  suggestionsof  Sir  James  Caird. 
Sir  James  Caird  prophesied  that  the  Act 
which  they  were  about  to  pass  would  not 
protect  the  men  they  really  want«d  to 
protect,  the  men  who  hml  given  their 
money  and  their  lives  to  the  improve- 
ment of  their  holdings,  and  who  wanted  to 
stay  upon  them,  and  not  to  quit,  the  best 
farmers  in  the  country  ;  and  "  unless  the 
interests  of  the  sitting  tenants,  who  are 
the  real  backbone  of  English  agriculture, 
are  recognised,  the  Bill  will  fail  to  give 
that  security  which  would  promote  good 
farming  and  justify  legislative  interference 
with  contracts."  ■  This  prophecy  had  been 
fulfilled.    Evidence  before  the  Commis- 
sion on  the  Depression  of  Trade  proved 
that  the  old  tenants  remaining  on  their 
holdings  had  only  had  occasional  remis- 
sions of  from  10  to — certainly  not  more 
than   30  per  cent.,  whilst  new  tenants 
were  getting  from  40  to  50  per  cent. 
The  whole  of  the  facts  showed  that 
since  the  passing  of  the  ^ct  tenants  bad 
been    paying    rents    largely    out  of 
capital,   and  so   had   been   rented  on 
their    improvements.      T  he  argument 
used    in    1883,    iu    answer    to  Sir 
James  Caird,  was  that  there  was  no 
other  means   of  protecting  the  sitting 
tenants  except  the  "  three  F's,"  and  that 
the  Government  were  not  then  prepared 
to  introduce  that  system  into  this  country. 
He  (Mr.  Channing)  said  that  if  tiiat  argu- 
ment was  really  sound,  and  this  great  wrong 
could  not  be  rectified  without  the  "  three 
F's",  then  let  the  "  three  F's"  he  con- 
ceded. But  if  Sir  James  Caird's  proposal 
was  enough,  be  should  prefer  to  try  that. 
He  hoped  there  would  not  be  any  desul- 
tory discussion  iu  the  course  of  the  Debate 
as  to  agricultural  depression,  or  as  to  the 
panaceas  and  Quixotic  remedies  for  it 
that  had  been  suggested.     The  Motion 
was  specific  enough,  and  he  trusted  that 
they  would  have  from  agriculturists  on 
Jfr.  Channing 


the  other  side  arguments  bearing  upon 
the  several  points  raised,  instep  of  red 
herrings  drawn  across  the  track  to  tempt 
them  into  a  crusade  against  the  natur&t  re- 
sults of  economic  laws.     What  they 
wanted,  thra,  was  that  when  a  tenant 
was   entering  on   a   new   contract  of 
tenancy,  the  whole  of  what  he  had  cod- 
tributed  to  the  value  of  the  farm  should 
be  considered  in  settling  what  the  new 
rent  should  be.    If  they  gave  to  the 
tenant  the  right  he  claimed,  there  would 
still  remain  the  question  of  whether  his 
loss  on  removal  wotdd  not  operate  to 
check  him  and  prevent  him  from  claim- 
ing consideration  for  his  outlay  on  the 
renewal  of  his  teuancy.    He  was  per- 
fectly prepared,  and  he  foimd  agricul- 
turists all  over  the  country  prepared,  to 
authorise  some  kind  of  Laud  Court  to 
assess  the  compensation  for  disturttance, 
which  would  probably  take  the  form  of 
an  allowance  to  the  tenant  of  a  fair 
proportion  of  what  ho  would  lose  by 
having  to  leave  iu  consequence  of  his  not 
coming  to  terras  with  his  landlord.  That 
reform,  it  appeared  to  him,  would  do 
almost    as    much    as    anything  else 
to     give    security     to     the  tenant. 
It  was  said,  and  they  were  told  at  the 
National  Conference,  that  the  tenants 
did  not  want  fixity  of  tenure.    He  had 
an  idea  that  they  did  not  want  to  tie 
themselves  down  to  their  holdings  nnder 
the  present  conditions  of  agriculture,  but 
they  did  want  a  sense  of  security  as  to 
the  future.    They  wanted  to  know  that 
if  their  rights  were  interfered  with  they 
would  be  protected  by  the  law.    In  the 
Richmond  Commission  one  of  the  Com- 
missioners, Mr.  John  Clay,  in  his  interest- 
ing  Report,  had  laid   down   the  very 
principle  on   which   this   Motion  was 
based,  which  was  that   tenant  fanners 
should   be   compensated,  not  only  for 
outlay  on  fertilisers  and  feeding  staffs 
and  acts  of  husbandry,  but  also  for 
their    skill  and  energy,    and   for  a 
long  course  of  high  cultivation,  and 
for    thorough    working    of  the  land, 
turning  their  farms  into  instruments  of 
high   agricultural    value.      The  farm 
wrecker,  the  man  who  farmed  to  quit, 
and  stole  a  great  deal  of  the  value  from 
the  soil,  could  obtain  compensation,  but 
the  man  who  through  bis  constant  appli- 
cation and  untiring  energy  contributed 
lasting  value  to  the  soil,  under  the  present 
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iaw  had  to  go  absolutely  witliout  coin- 
pCDSHtion.     He  (Mr.  ChaDDing)  couUl 
give  iiiauy   iu^itauceH   id    England  in 
liroof  of  this  assorlion,  but  Ite  would 
refer  briefly  to  one  well-known  case  in 
Scotland,  which  was  the  first  agricultural 
euQ  he  knew  of  is  which  the  principle 
vhicb  Mr.  Clay  and  those  who  sup- 
portedthe  present  Motion  laid  stress  on 
wM  applicHd.    There  was  a  farm  in  the 
Southern  part  of  Midlothian,  near  Gala- 
shiels,  let  on   a    19  years'  lease — the 
common  form  of  lease  in  Scotland — at  a 
comparatively    high    rent,   and  by  au 
eoormons  expenditure  on  fertilisers  and 
feeding  stufis — over  £1,000  a  year — he 
raised  the  stock-bearing  power  of  the 
farm  to  three     four  times  what  it  was 
before,  turning  a  pow  Mil  farm  into  as 
good  a  pasture  as  any  in  Leicestershire. 
The  result  was  that  the  farm  was  let  to 
■  new  tenant  at  practically  the  old  rent, 
something  over  £700,  while  neighbour- 
iog  farms  originally  better  had  dropped 
40  to  60  per  ceQt.^  and  the  tenant  had 
tfaos  put  about  £300  a  year  into  his 
landlord's  pocket.    When  the  lease  was 
np  he  claimed  compensation  for  high  culti- 
vation, and  was  awarded  £300.  That 
was  a  mere  trifle ;  but  the  assertion 
of  the  principle  was  the  impwtant  point. 
That  prineiple  they  wanted  to  drive  home 
for  the  benefit  of  English  farmers — to 
encourage  men  to  devote  their  energies 
to  making  the  soil  of  England  a  real 
garden  of  fertility.    He  did  not  suppose 
boD.  Gentlemen  would  seriously  challenge 
either  of  these  two  propositions — that 
continuing  tenant  should  have  what  be 
had  done  on  the  land  estimated  and 
allowed  for  when  he  began    a  new 
tenanej,  and  that  he  should  have  full 
compensation  on  the  determination  of  a 
tenancy  for  that  good  he  had  done  to 
the  land  ;  if  he  remuned  on  his  holding 
as  well  as  if  he  quitted  it.    He  would 
DOW  turn  to  the  procedure  portion  of  the 
Besolution.   Sir  James  Caird's  complaint 
was  that  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act 
was  limited  in  its  application  to  a  very 
small  chus  of  tenants — the  class  that  were 
leaving  their  holdings.   But  the  Act  bad 
limited  itself  through  its  imperfections 
to  a  still  smaller  class    of  tenants. 
One    of    the    agricultural  papers 
few  years  ago  made  inquiries  of  the 
principal    hod    agents    and  valuers 
in    £ngland    as    to   the   working  of 


tlic  Agriuulturat  Holdings  Act,  aud  out 
of  150  replies  received  only  38  were  in 
favour  of  the  Act  as  regarded  the  rights 
of  the  tenants,  and  112  were  against  it. 
They  confirmed    what    was  common 
knowledge,  that  one  result  of  the  Act  had 
been,  as  was  intended,  to  secure  equitable 
agreements  as  to  compensation  beiug 
inserted  in  the  leases,  especially  in  the 
North  of  England  ;  yet  thoy   all  were 
unanimous  in   condemning  the  Act  on 
the  ground  that  it  opened  the  door  to 
practically  unlimited  counter-claims  )>y 
the  landlords,  which  scared   away  the 
tenants    from    their   rights.     In  the 
replies  received    he  found   more  that: 
one  who  said  that  the  effect  of  the 
Act  had  been  to  put  a  weapon  into  tho 
hands  of  the  landlords  which  they  had 
never  had  before,  and  to  open  the  door  to 
claims  which  they  had  never  made  before. 
The  injustice  of  some  of  these  claims 
was  shown  by  a  case  which  was  recently 
heard.    A  tenant  claimed  £40,  and  ii 
counter-claim  of  £125  was  made  against 
him.    The  tenant  fought  the  matter  out, 
and  was  awarded  £39  8s.,  while  the 
landlord's  counter-claim  was  cut  down  \f* 
£15.    It  was  evident  from  this  that  tiic 
landlord's  agent  had  claimed  eight  timet 
more  than  he  was  entitled  to.  Somi: 
hon.  Members  might  remember  the  paper 
read  by  Mr.  Clare  Sewell  Read  before 
the  Farmers'  Club,  in  which  that  gentle- 
man narrated  his  own  experiences.  Thai, 
statement  illustrated  both  their  proposal 
that  a  t  nant  should  have  full  compensa- 
tion for  the  value  he  added  to  the  land, 
and  their  claim  for  freedom  to  improve- 
ment, and  also  tlio  way  in  which  the 
Act  in  working  deprived  a  tenant  of  his 
rights,  and  he  would,  therefore,  re-stnio 
it  to  the  House.    It  appeared  that 
Mr.  C.  S.  Bead  had  spent  16  years 
in  turning  a  wilderness  into  a  fertile 
garden,  but  the  state  of  the  law  did 
not  allow  him  to  claim  more  than  £98  for 
his  outlay,  and  a  counter-claim  of  £16<! 
was  made  against  him,  and  the  totnl 
result  of  the  matter  was  that  he  got  £10 
in  respect  of  his  improvements.  Mr. 
Read  sent  the  £10  note  to  a  benevoleiit 
institution.    His  (Mr.  Channing's)  con- 
tention was  that  plenty  of  improving 
tenants  might  be  secured  if  they  obtained 
security  enough.     The  Reports  of  tlie 
deputation    sent   down    from  Lanca- 
shire by  the  Lancashire  Tenuit  Fanners* 
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Association  to  inquire  into  the  results  of 
Lancashire  farmers  settling  in  that  county 
proved  this.  One  point  in  the  Reports  was 
a  criticism  of  the  common  sense  of  some  of 
the  Lancashire  farmers  in  taking  these 
farms  in  Essex  with  no  more  seciiritj 
than  a  five  or  seven  jears'  agreement. 
They  went  in  at  a  reduced  rent,  prepared 
to  make  a  good  many  improvements. 
Well,  the  Bnolntion  went  on  to  aak  the 
House  to  affirm  the  principle  of  aholiBhing 
the  landlords*  right  to  distrain  for  rent. 
He  would  not  go  into  the  reasons  for 
that,  seeing  that  they  were  familiar  to 
all  hon.  Members  ;  but,  clearly,  if  there 
was  freedom  of  improvement,  and 
especially  if  there  was  an  increase  of 
small  holdings,  and,  consequently,  of 
tenants'  improvements  —  for  landlords 
could  not  make  imfvovements  on  small 
holdings  ;  they  had  not  the  capital,  and 
the  tenants  could  execute  them  more 
cheaply — there  must  be  an  increase  of 
the  credit  of  the  farmers.  The  simplest 
way  of  doing  that  would  be  to  sweep 
away  the  antiquated  privilege  of  distress, 
because  it  had  no  logical  or  economical 
justification  for  its  maintenance.  The 
procedure  of  the  Act  he  would  not 
deal  with  in  detail,  but  he  would  say 
this — that  when  he  heard  of  people 
being  a^id  of  a  Land  Court,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  what  they  were  afraid  of 
was  a  word.  What  they  had  io  ihe 
I^rocedure  Clauses'  of  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Act  was  a  Land  Court— and  a 
very  bad  one,  too.  What  was  wanted 
was  a  tribunal  of  some  kind  to  settle 
differences  promptly,  equitably,  clearly, 
simply,  and  cheaply,  with  a  proce- 
dure that  was  not  full  of  pitfalls. 
One  of  the  things  which  would  most 
frequently  come  before  such  a  tribunal 
would  be  the  determination  of  the  fact 
whether  the  suggested  improvement  was 
an  improvement  or  not — whether  a  tenant 
was  utterly  wasting  his  money,  and 
whether  an  injunction  should  be  issued  to 
restrain  him  from  carrying  out  a  usdess 
improvement.  Obviously  there  must  be 
a  Court  to  try  such  a  question  as  that. 
Both  in  regard  to  the  Law  of  Distress  and 
the  point  with  which  he  was  now  dealing 
he  had  been  gratified  on  looking  over 
some  old  papers  to  find  that  that  vet^an 
agriculturist,  Sir  Thomas  Acland,  who 
for  so  mauy  years  had  dealt  with 
agriculture  in  the  House  had  both  snpr 
Mr.  Chanmng 


ported  a  proposal  to  do  away  with  the 
Law  of  Distress,  and  had  iu  a  simple 
Bill  brought  before  the  House  in  1882— 
a  Bill  which  in  some  respects  seemed  to 
him   (Mr.  Chauuing)   better  than  the 
Government  Bill  of  1883 — proposed  that 
compeusation  cases  should  be  decided  \ff 
the  County  Court,  and  that  iu  certain 
casee  only  there  should  be  ^  settlement  by 
a  single  arbitrator.    The  propoaal  be  bad 
put  ^ore  the  Hottse  from  year  to  year 
for  settlement  by  a  single  referee  hftd 
been  suocessfully  applied  to  Scotland  in 
an  Act  passed  for  that  country  some 
years  ago  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leitfa. 
The  main  difficulty  in  the  way  was  the 
valuers,  who  did  not  like  to  see  procedure 
which  gave  them  a  great  deal  of  work  al- 
tered. But  whatever  system  they  adopted 
for  coostitutiog  Ute  Court;  whether  they 
had  official  valuers  and  a  single  refwse 
taken  from  an  official  list — as  artnCmtioiis 
wen  deoided  under  the  Local  Grovem- 
ment  Board  in  compeusation  cases  under 
the   Housing  of  the  Working  Classes 
Acts—or  whether  they  had  assessors 
with   the  County  Court  Judge,  was 
matter  lor   discussion  ;   but  whatever 
system  was  adopted  it  should  be  a  simple 
one.    From  hia  experience  and  knowlei^  j 
of  agriculturists  all  over  the  country,  I 
there  was  no  really  serious  difference  be-  ' 
tweenthem  on  these  points.    He  did  not 
suppose  that  the  definite  proposition  that  he 
had  tried  to  hiy  before  the  House  vofold 
be  seriously  cballwged  by  any  hon. 
Grentleman  oppmite.     They  had  been 
disappointed  in  dealing  with  the  questicn 
of  agriculture  this  year,  but  this  discus- 
sion would  give  them  a  practical  oppor- 
tunity of  threshing  out  at  least  the  broad 
lines    of    the    legislation   which  vras 
urgently  needed  in  order  to  enable  the 
agriculturists  of  this  country  to  compete 
successfully  with  foreign  countries.  If 
Her  Majesty^s  Ministers  looked  fikvonr* 
ably  on  this  Motion,  and  it  was  carried, 
he  did  not  see  why  the  Government  could 
not  draw  up  between  now  and  the 
Autumn  Session,  which  seemed  to  be 
hanging    over    them,    some  proposals 
which    might   be    discussed    in  the 
country  before  next  year,  and  whieb 
might    form    the    basis    of  practical 
legislation.     It   was    in   otder  that 
they  might  arrive  at  a  solntion   of  a 
question  which  everybody  knsir  to  be 
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ripe  for  solution  that  he  had  much 
pleasure  in  seconding  the  Motion. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaTe  out  from  the  wonl  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  adti  the  words 
"in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoase,  amendntenta 
of  the  Law  are  uq^tly  needed  to  enable  the 
tenant  to  obtain  adequate  compensation  on  the 
detennination  of  a  tenancy  for  all  ai^cultural 
improvements  execated  by  him  on  his  boWiip, 
to  gi»e  greater  secarity  o(  tenure  and  freedom 
to  make  improTeuents,  to  cQltiraite  and  to  sell 
produce  witnoat  detriment  to  the  agricultural 
value  of  the  holding,  to  abolish  the  landlord's 
right  to  distnfn  for  rent,  and  to  simplify  and 
cheapen  tbe  aetttement  of  oompeneatxHi  caaes 
and  other  dlffereacea  between  Uodlord  and 
tesaant,"— <j|fr.  /^n,) 

— imtawi  thereol. 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Qnestion." 

Colonel  KEN YON-SLANEY 
(Shit^whirc,  NewpOTt)  said,  the  number 
of  Members  in  attendance  was  a  oon- 
vinciog  proof  of  the  interest  taken  by 
those  who  had  some  practical  acquaint- 
uce  with  agriculture  in  the  question 
before  th«. House;  and  tbe  limited  time 
they  had  at  their  disposal  warned  him 
that  he  must  do  his  best  to  compreas  in 
as  small  a  space  as  possible  the  straight- 
forward observations  he  wished  to  make. 
In  no  di^ourteous  fraipe  of  miud,  and  with 
no  iuteation  of  being  discourteous,  be  would 
make  a  remark  or  tw;o  on  the  speeches  of 
the  Mover  and  Seoooder  of  the  Motion. 
He  thought  there  was  no  discourtesy  in 
calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
fact  that  tbe  hocu  GenUeman  who  had 
moved  the  Besolution  hod  not  thought  it 
worth  his  while  to  remain  in  the  House 
to  hear  what  was  to  be  said  from  the 
other  side.  In  the  hon.  Member's  absence 
be  (Colonel  Keuyoo-Slauey)  would  brie6y 
sum  up  all  the  reference  he  would  make 
to  him  by  saying  that  he  acknowledged 
the  boo.  Member's  merit ;  indeed,  he  was 
celebrated  for  the  manner  in  which  he 
rode  across  country  ;  but  if  he  would  take 
the  advice  of  a  brother  sportsman  he 
would  coofioehis  attention  to  agriculture, 
to  riding  over  other  men's  huid  rather 
than  coltivatittg  any  of  t^is  own.  He  had 
to  refer  to  the  remarks  of  the  Seconder  of 
the  Motion  in  quite  .a  different  spirit. 
B«  s^ht  diffiar-  with  the  hon.  Member  on 


many  points,  and  it  might  be  his  duty  to 
be  found  in  opposition  to  him  in  regard  to 
some  detaihi ;  but  in  that  which  he  re- 
garded as  the  essential  part  of  the  hou. 
Member's  speech  in  recognition — and  in 
earnest  and  hearty  recognition — of  a  wish 
to  do  practical  justice  to  the  farmers  of 
this  country,  he  was  entirely  with  the  hou. 
Membei.  He  recognised  tbe  fact  that 
the  agricultural  interest  bad  the  hou. 
Member  amougst  its  advocates,  as  be  had 
shown  with  what  just  discrimination  he 
could  speak  on  the  subject.  He  could 
have  preferred  if  the  hon.  Member  had 
been  a  practical  agriculturist,  either  as 
renting  a  farm  or  occupying  his  own 
land.  If  that  had  been  the  case,  he 
should  have  expected  that  tbe  hon. 
Member's  remarks  would  have  taken  a 
differeut  tinge ;  still,  it  was  well  that 
there  should  be  in  the  House 
advocates  of  agricultural  iutereBts 
like  the  hon.  Gentleman.  Before  dealing 
directly  with  the  Motion  be  should  like 
to  make  one  orjtwo  general  remarks,  and 
the  first  was  this — that  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Act  was  originally  brought 
forward  at  a  time  when  it  was  considc^ 
necMsary  aud  wise  to  safeguard  tenants 
in  the  prosperous  time  of  agriculture 
from  tho  possible  inclination  on  the  part 
of  the  landlords  to  get  rid  of  old  tenants 
in  order  to  enjoy  any  increased  rental 
which  might  follow  on  a  change  of 
tenancy.  That  was  the  main  danger 
which  was  supposed  to  be  confronted  by 
the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act  when  it 
was  originally  brought  iu.  But  if  that 
was  the  case,  then  could  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber, however  mtfch  wedded  to  the  opinion 
that  the  tenant  was  all  in  tbe  right  and 
the  landlord  all  in  the  wrong,  deny  that 
circumstances  bad  changed  since  that 
day,  and  that,  however  valuable  an 
Agricultural  Act  might  be,  and  however 
necessary  it  mig^t  be  to  have  one,  it  was 
not  necessary  for  the  game  reason  that 
made  it  necessary  when  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Act  was  brought  in  ?  There 
had  been  a  change  in  the  coudition  of 
things.  There  was  now  no  power,  even 
if  there  was  the  wish,  on  the  part  of  a 
landlord  to  turn  out  a  tenant  in  order  to 
enjoy  increased  rent  from  a  successor. 
On  tbe  contrary,  the  saddle  was  on  tbe 
other  horse  in  the  present  race ;  and  it 
was  rather  in  the  power  of  the  tenant, 
and  not  the  landlord,  to  dictate  tiie  con- 
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lUtious  ou  which  a  future  teuaiiey  should 
lie  held.  As  a  second  geueral  remurk, 
he  would  say  that  experience  taught 
them  that  they  were  not  wise  to  over- 
ride the  customs  which  had  arisen  iu 
dlffereat  parts  of  the  country.  They 
were  all  apt  to  b*eat  agriculture  as  if  it 
were  military  drill,  which  could  be 
carried  on  in  one  county  iu  the  same 
inatmer  as  in  another  county.  The  con- 
ditions of  agriculture  varied  north,  south, 
east,  and  west,  aud  the  law  that  it  might 
be  wise  to  apply  in  one  place  it  might  l>e 
unwise  to  apply  in  another.  Experience 
would  teach  them  to  be  ratiier  cautions 
iu  turning  out  a  stereotyped,  cast'iron, 
central  depAt  for  managing  agriculture. 
These  country  customs  hod  grown  up 
from  experience  and  from  a  knowledge  of 
the  requirements  of  each  district.  He 
would  make  one  other  general  remark — 
namely,  that,  however  valuable  the  ques- 
tion of  the  administration  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Holdings  Act  might  be,  it  had 
UQthing  whatever  to  do  with  the  de- 
pression of  agriculture  at  the  preseut 
time.  That  Act  did  not  touch  the  out- 
side fringe  of  the  difficulty.  The  facts  of 
that  depression  were  well  known.  They 
were  within  the  knowledge  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Ministerial 
Bench,  and  they  wanted  no  Committee 
to  discover  those  facts.  If  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  wanted  to  deal  with  those 
facts,  they  could  do  so  now,  and  to  say 
that  they  wanted  a  Committee  to  obtain 
information  was  an  idle  way  of  playing 
with  the  question.  If  this  Motion  was 
to  be  the  very  sorry  outcome  of  the  pro- 
fessions of  synipatliy  with  agriculture  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  he  could  only 
say  that  he  condoled  with  their  lame  per- 
formance of  their  promises.  However, 
such  as  it  was,  poor  as  it  was,  valueless 
as  it  was,  and  inefficient  as  it  was,  they 
were  prepared  to  do  their  best  to  turn 
two  aud  a-half  hours'  discussion  on  a 
Friday  night  to  the  best  advantage  ;  but 
If  the  Government  thought  there  would 
be  nruy  feeling  of  gratitude  to  them  on 
the  part  of  the  farming  community,  they 
must  regard  the  farmers  as  greater  fools 
than  he  took  them  to  be.  He  had  spoken 
a  little  disparagingly  of  the  connection  of 
the  Seconder  of  the  Resolution  with 
agriculture.  It  might  l>e  asked  what 
right  he  (Colonel  Kenyon-Slauey) 
liad  to  arrogate  to  himself  a 
Colonel  Kenyon-Slaney 


greater  right  to  speak  about  agriculture 
thau  the  lion.  Member  had  !'  Well, 
agriculture  wa:^  mainly  divided  between 
the  management  of  large  estates  carried 
ou  through  ageuts  and  the  small  class 
of  what  we  <Mlled  the  squirearchy — the 
small  resident  country  gentlemen  living 
on  their  property  of  between  2,000  and 
4,000  acres,  and  managing  those  pro- 
perties in  every  particular  themselves. 
Of  that  class  he  professed  himself  to  t>e 
one.  For  many  years  past  he  had  had 
to  do  with  the  administration  of  a  pro- 
perty of  that  sort.  No  single  act  con- 
cerning any  single  tenant  during  that 
time  had  been  done  without  his  personal 
knowledge,  consideration,  and  authority. 
Therefore,  so  far  as  practical  experience 
was  worth  anything — and  it  might  not 
be  worth  much,  for  it  might  be  overriden 
by  opposition  practical  experience — he 
claimed  the  right  to  speak  with  some 
knowledge  on  this  subject.  He  asserted 
that  in  all  his  experience  he  had  not 
found  any  great  interest  taken  in  the 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act  ;  neither  did 
he  find  more  than  one  or  two  instances 
where  the  tenants  were  anxious  to  have  it 
applied  to  them.  With  regard  to  com- 
pensation for  improvements,  he  would 
undertake  to  say  that  there  was  a  univer- 
sal wish  iu  that  House  that  there  should 
be  absolute  and  complete  security  given 
to  the  tenants  for  all  genuine  improve- 
ments which  ought  to  be  put  to  their 
credit  when  the  balance  came  to  be 
struck;  and  if  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act,  as  it  now  stood,  failed  to  give  that 
security,  theu  the  hou.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site was  well  within  his  rights  in 
suggesting  improvements.  He  (Colonel 
Kenyon-Slauey),  for  one,  would  earnestly 
hope  to  see  improvements  follow  in  the 
direction  indicated.  But  he  would  re- 
mind tlie  House  that  at  present  agree- 
rabnt«  —  private  agreoments  —  between 
tenants  and  landlortls  overroile  the  Act, 
and  were  8ubstitute<l  for  it.  Under  the 
preseut  condition  of  things,  tlie  tenant-i 
found  that  they  secured  their  future  and 
provided  better  for  the  interests  they 
had  at  heart  by  coming  to  a  private 
arrangemeut  with  their  landlords  than 
by  putting  themselves  completely  under 
the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act.  The 
House,  he  thought,  would  not  be  acting 
in  the  interest  of  the  tenants  if  it 
debarred  them  from  taking  advantage 
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of  i«uch  circiim!4taiices  as  would  give 
them  the  whip  hand  iu  making  the  ar- 
raugement.    It  was  aUo  sometimea  for- 
gotten that  If  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act  were  amended  in  one  direction  it 
must  also  be  amended  in  another.  If 
the  right  of  the  tenant  to  compensatiou 
for  his  improvements  must  be  secured 
with  greater  tenacity  and  power,  the 
right  of  the  landlord  to  compeusatiou 
for  evil  farming  or  neglect  of  contract 
ought  also  to  be  secured.     Under  the 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act,  compensation 
might  l>e  claimed  for  corn  consumed  on 
a  farm  within  a  given  time  ;  and  the 
proof   of   consumption   was,  generally 
speaking,    the   bills   produced   for  the 
purchase  of  that  amount  of  corn.  He 
had  once  or  twice  heard  the  question 
nused  whether  it  would  not  be  fair 
to  include  com  produced  on  the  farm 
under  the  same  heading  as  corn  produced 
elsewhere  and  bought  for  consumption 
on  the  farm.    Inasmuch   as  the  land 
would  benefit  as  much  from  the  home- 
grown corn  as  from  purchased  corn,  and 
as  all  landlords  were  inclined  to  encourage 
tenants  to  use  as  much  as  possible  the 
stnff  they  grew  themselves,   there  was 
some  reason  for  introducing  an  Amend- 
ment of  this  kind  into  the  Act.    On  the 
question  of  tenm«,  the  experiences  gained 
in  different  counties  might,  of  course,  be 
very  widely  divergent.    In  his  own  ]>er- 
Boual  experience,  iucludiug  that  wiiich  he 
had  gained  ai»  a  trustee  for  other  estates, 
be  hod  found  no  desire  on  tlie  part  of 
tenants  for  any  greater  security  of  tenure 
than  they  po-ssessed   at   present.  He 
found  no  wish  to  obtain  leases  instead  of 
yearly  agreements.    He  knew  of  many 
cases  in  which  the  offer  of  a  lease  bad 
been  made,  and  many  more  in  which  the 
offer  would  be  made  to-morrow  if  any 
desire  were  expressed  for  it.    Of  course, 
if  leases  were  granted  the  rents  must  be 
fixed  iu  accordance  with  the  length  of 
years  over  which  the  leases  extended. 
He  could  quite  imagine  tliat  if  he  were 
asked  to  take  a  long  lease  he  might  pre- 
fer to  remain  iu  such  a  position  that,  by 
giving  a  year's  notice,  be  could  terminate 
the  reut  he  bad  to  pay  rather  than  biud 
hinuelf  to  pay  it  for  a  certain  number  of 
years.    Further,  a  lease  must  carry  with 
it  a  much  greater  expenditure  on  repairs. 
When  a  farmer  died,  and  the  practical 
work  of  carrying  on  the  farm  was  vested 


in  his  executors,  a  decided  wish  was 
often  expressed  to  shorten  the  term. 
Probably  it  would  be  w  ise,  in  t  he 
interest  of  both  parties,  tbat  a  more 
rapid  way  of  winding  up  the  accounts 
should  be  found.  A«  to  improvements, 
the  main  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  was  that  the  improvements  the 
tenant  could  effect  withont  the  consent  of 
his  landlortl  should  be  removed  from  one 
Schedule  of  the  Agricnitural  Holdings 
Act  to  anotiier.  \IU  (Colonel  Keuyon- 
Slaney's)  experience  was  that  there  was 
not  much  eagerness  to  undertake 
expensive  improvements,  and  that  there 
was  a  general  wish  on  the  part  of  the 
tenants  that  the  landlord  should  do  the 
improvements,  charging,  if  necessary,  a 
fair  percentage  to  the  tenants.  This  was 
a  plau  which  would,  he  thouirbt,  be 
more  acceptable  to  both  sides  than  the 
suggestion  put  forward  by  the  hon. 
Meml>er.  As  to  the  question  of  freer 
cultivation  and  sale  of  produce,  the  hon. 
Member  talked  of  antiquated  restrictions 
be  had  seen  in  some  lease.  No  doubt 
such  restrietions  existed,  but  they  were 
only  inserted  iu  leases  as  a  safeguard 
against  possible  bad  farming,and  they  were 
not,  as  a  rule,  put  in  force.  He  himself 
did  not  know  of  a  single  case  in 
which  such  restrietions  had  been  enforced 
against  a  tenant  who  was  farming  to 
stay.  No  doubt  they  were,  and  ought 
to  Imj,  enforced  against  tenants  who 
were  farming  to  leave.  He  did  not, 
therefore,  think  that  the  restrictions 
really  constituted  any  grievance.  On 
some  estates  it  was  iiu  unwritten  law 
that  the  restrictions  were  not  to  iiold 
good  except  during  the  last  year  of  the 
tenancy.  He  could  understand  the  hon. 
Member's  reasoning  ou  the  question  of 
distraint.  The  argument  was  that,  if 
the  landlord  had  not  the  first  right  of 
distraint  for  rent,  the  bankers  would  be 
more  liberal  in  their  loans  to  farmers. 
But  surely  this  was  a  double-edged 
argument.  If  the  landlord  was  not  to 
have  a  right  of  distraint,  bow  could  he 
possibly  give  the  three  mouths'  credit 
which  he  almost  invariably  gave  now  ? 
He  thought  that  if  practical  fanners 
were  to  be  asked  whether  they  preferred 
a  svstem  under  which  .he  reut  was  to 
be  paid  regularly  and  definitely  on  the 
day  ou  which  it  becr-me  due,  and  under 
which  they  might  possibly  obtain  loans 
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from  bankers  at  a  lower  rate  of  intereBtf 
to  the  present  sjatem,  they  would  say 
that  they  prefen^  to  let  things  remain 
as  at  present.    He  was  sure  that  gentle- 
men who  looked  at  the  question,  not 
from  a  political  or  a  vote-catching,  but 
from  a  practical  point  of  view,  would 
admit  that,  in  times  of  pinch  and  diffi- 
culty, many  farmers  were  only  able  to 
carry  on  their  holdings  through  the  for- 
bearance and  goodwill  of  the  landlord. 
In  how  many  cases  had  the  capital  of 
the  landlord  been  at  the  back  of  the 
tenant,  and  iu  bow  many  oases  had  the 
assistance  of  Uie  landlord  enabled  the 
t»ant  to  get  over  bad  times  ?    He  asked 
the  House,  under  these  circumstances,  to 
hesitate  before  adopting  a  system  which 
would  prevent  the  landlord  placing  bia 
goodwill  and  his  credit  so  often  at  the 
back  o£  his  tenants  in  cases  of  temporary 
difficulty.    Then  came  the  question  of 
cheapening  and  simplifying  the  method 
of  procedure.    Those  were  very  popular 
words.    Theoretically,  everybody  was 
anxious  to  simplify  everything,  especially 
when  they  had  to  deal  with  lawyers ; 
whilst,  as  to  cheapening,  there  would  be 
no  such  popular  man  in  the  House  as  he 
who  showed  the  farmers  how  to  cheapen 
any  process  which  they  were  obliged  to 
carry  out.    If  Land  Courts  were  to  be 
set  up,  it  would  be  necessary  to  have 
them  practically  in  every  county  and 
district.    The  eiLpenses  of  such  Courts 
would  have  to  be  paid  either  by  the  fees 
of  tiiose  who  resorted  to  them,  or  an 
income  must  be  provided  for  them  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund-^against  which, 
he  thought,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, as  the  guardian  of  the  public 
purse,  would  kick— or  out  of  those  rates 
and  local  sources  of  taxation  which  were 
already  considerably  overburdened.  As 
the   hon.   Member   had   spoken  about 
dragging  a  red  herring  across  the  scent, 
he  had  thought  it  necessary  to  deal  with 
the  arguments  that  had  been  used  one 
by  one.    He  hoped  he  had  been  a  true 
hound,  and  had  kept  his  nose  right  down 
to  the  wsentf  and  he  believed  he  had  not 
been  farfrom  killing  his  fox.  Although 
there  might  be  a  fur  opening  for  con- 
siderate  amendment  and   possibly  for 
improvementof  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act,  and  although  he  would  be  the  last 
to  deny  that  an  Act  brought  in  early  in 
the  70's  and  amended  in  the  80*8  might 
Colonel  Kenyan- Slaney 


pOBS  bly  be  re-amended  in  the  90*s,  he 
thought  he  had  shown  some  muson  why 
Members  should  hesitate  a  bit  before 
coming  to  the  conclusion  that  all  was 
wrong  with  the  present  Act,  and  that  all 
the  alterations  that  could  be  introduced 
would  necessarily  be  welcomed  by  the 
agricultural  interest.  It  would  be  to 
agriculturists  a  matter  of  considerable 
interest  that  the  genffitd  statement  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  should  be 
made  by  the  Minister  primarily  respon- 
sible for  agriculture.  Agriculturists 
regretted  very  much  tiiat  in  the  present 
Ministry  it  had  not  been  thought  possible 
to  give  agriculture  a  voice  in  the  Cabinet 
itself,  as  the  Conservatives  had  done. 
They  were,  however,  anxious  to  give 
every  credit  to  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  (Mr.  H.  Gardoer) 
for  the  course  he  had  pursued  since  he 
had  been  in  Office.  The  Amendment 
which  he  (Colonel  Kenyon-Slaney) 
hoped  to  have  the  chance  of  moving 
later  was  not  intended  to  tmrke  the 
question,  but  to  take  it  out  of  the  region 
of  absurd  generalities  and  abstruse 
theories  which  agriculture  was  too  apt  to 
occupy  in  the  House  of  Commoiu.  If 
right  bon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would 
only  withdraw  from  Home  Rule  a  little 
of  the  time  that  was  now  devoted  to  it 
and  give  it  to  agriculture,  it  might  be 
possible  to  arrive  at  some  conclusion 
which  would  be  of  more  value  to  the 
country  than  Home  Rule  could  possibly 
be. 

•Mb,  W.  smith  (Lancashire  N., 
North  Lonsdale)  said,  that  the  question 

raised  by  the  Motion  played  a  very  im- 
portant part  in  the  electoral  contests  iu  his 
own  and  neighbouring  constituencies,  and 
lie  had  eudoavoured  to  place  iu  a  practical 
form  the  view  he  held  as  to  the  remedies 
thdt  should  be  adopted.  In  order  to 
make  room  for  the  Motion,  however,  he 
had  thought  it  necessary  to  take  off  the 
Order  Paper  the  Bill  which  he  intro- 
duced on  the  subject  at  the  beginuiog  of 
the  Session.  Laucashire  farmers  had 
been  active  in  promoting  the  Conference 
respecting  the  depression  on  i^iculture 
that  was  recently  held  in  London  ;  but 
nothing  was  further  from  their  thoughts 
than  that  the  Central  Chamba  of  Agri- 
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eolture,  baviag  readily  adopted  tbeir 
idea,  should  abuse  tbe  power  they  pos- 
gpaaod  for  the  furtherance  and  promotiou 
of  the  doctriues  of  protectiou  and  bi- 
metallism. He  thought  it  approached  to 
a  national  calunity  ^t  the  deep  public 
sympathy  that  was  evoked  at  the  time 
on  behalf  of  the  agricultural  interest 
should  have  beau  alienated  by  the  selfish 
proposal  that  was  made  tbe  leading  fea- 
ture of  the  Conference.  Undoubtedly 
the  questions  of  protectionandbi-metallism 
were  put  foi  ward  at  the  Conference  as 
the  only  practical  remedies  for  the 
present  depression.  Tbe  tenant  farmers 
the  North  of  Eogtand,  who  had  no 
bith  in  these  suggested  remedies,  hod  in 
CDDsequence  formed  themselTes  into  an 
independeDt  Federation,  of  which  he  had 
had  tbe  bonoar  of  being  elected  the  fiist 
President.  The  right  bon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Sleaford  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
had  at  tbe  Conference  uttered  what  was 
almost  a  truism  when  he  said — "  What 
Lancobbire  thinks  to-day  England  will 
think  to-morrow."  It  was  bis  (Mr. 
Smith's)  object  to  tell  the  House  what 
Lancashire  and  some  neighbouring 
eouuties  did  think  to-day  in  this  matter. 
He  believed  tliat,  owing  to  the  vast  de- 
velopment that  had  taken  place  in  North 
sad  Soutb  America,  and  to  the  important 
change  that  bad  occurr^  iu  tbe  methods 
and  cost  of  transit,  a  complete  revolution 
had  been  brought  about  in  the  conditions 
under  which  the  English  farmer  worked. 
It  was  essential  to  tbe  farmers  of 
this  country,  if  they  were  to  be  suc- 
cessfni,  that  they  should  be  no  longer 
handicapped  in  this  manner.  No  mere 
tiukeriog  of  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Aot  would  meet  tho  case.  There  must 
be  a  radical  change  in  the  existing 
system  of  holding  if  any  lasting  and 
satisfactory  improvement  was  to  be 
effected.  Tbe  first  essential  for  the 
British  farmer  was  that  be  should  be 
freed  from  the  fetters  of  old-fashioned 
covenants  binding  him  to  very  restricted 
methods  of  eultivatiou,  and  placed  on 
an  eciuality  of  condition  iu  this  respect 
in  bis  struggle  with  foreign  competi- 
tors. It  was  more  important  still  that  he 
should  be  given  absolute  security  of  ten  ure ; 
that  he  shoald  be  safe  from  vexatious 
or  frivolous  eviction,  and  should  prac- 
tically be  placed  in  an  equal  position  to 
tbe  man  who  owned  the  soil  he  worked. 


Absolute  security  ef  tenure  would  bo  of 
advantage  in  the  better  cultivation  of 
tbe  soil,  not  only  to  tbe  farmer  and  the 
nation,  but  also  to  tbe  landowner.  Some 
ready  means  also  should  be  found  by 
which  the  rent  of  land  .  in  this 
country  could  be  adjusted  to  the  value 
of  land  in  other  competing  countries  ;  and 
he  believed  this  might  be  done  by  the 
establishmeut  of  a  system  of  Land  Courts, 
which  should  bo  easily  accessible,  prompt 
in  action,  and  cheap  iu  process.  If  those 
conditions  were  insured  to  tbe  tenant 
former,  and  tbe  whole  question  was  dealt 
with  wisely,  but  boldly,  he  believed  an 
enormous  and  most  gratifying  cbauge 
would  shortly  be  witnessed  in  the  agricul- 
tural industry  of  this  country  ;  and,  at 
the  same  time,  although  incidentally, 
another  great  question  would  also  be 
solved — namely,  tbe  provision  of  employ- 
ment for  much  larger  numbers  in  tbe  cul- 
tivation of  the  soil,  and  something  be 
thereby  done  to  not  only  stop  tbe  lament- 
able depopulation  of  our  country  districts, 
but  even  to  turn  the  current  in  the  oppo- 
site direction,  and  relieve  our  cities  of  ^t 
excess  of  population,  tbe  over-crowding 
and  unhealthiness  of  which  was  such  a 
serious  danger  at  the  present  moment. 

•Mr.  CHAPLIN  (LincolD8liire, 
Sleaford)  :  Both  sides  of  the  House,  I 
think,  have  reason  to  be  grateful  that 
the  Debate  has  t^ken  place.  For  my 
part,  I  do  not  think  I  oao  complain  of 
tbe  speeches  that  have  been  made.  The 
Mover  of  the  Resolution  at  one  time,  I 
thought,  was  getting  beyond  bis  depth  ; 
but  I  may  say  that  tbe  speech  of  the  boo. 
Member  for  NorthamptoDshire  was  heard 
with  pleasure  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
if  I  may  be  permitted  to  say  a  few 
words,  I  shall  do  so  without  delaying 
tbe  House.  There  is  no  one,  Sir,  who 
has  maintained  more  strongly  than  I 
have  the  right  of  every  tenant  to  full 
and  fair  compensation  for  the  improve- 
ments which  he  may  make  upon  bis 
holding  in  the  event  of  his  leaving  it. 
If  there  is  anything  either  in  the  circum- 
stances of  the  tenant  farmer  or  iu  the 
existing  law  which  debars  him  from 
obtaining  such  compensation.  I  am  per- 
fectly rmdy  to  amend  the  existing  htw. 
But  Sir,  I  ask  the  House,  what  are  the 
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tlie  lulministratioii  of  the  Act  than 
against  any  defect  in  the  Act  itself.  I 
have  watoheil  with  great  interest  the 
progress  of  this  Debate  and  the  speeches 
of  hon.  Members,  especially  that  of  the 
tion,  when  tenants,  as  a  rule,  occupied  a  :  Mover  of  the  Resohitiou.  The  hon. 
stronger  position  of  vantage  for  making 
fair  and  reasonable  agreements  with  their 
landlords  than  they  hold  now.  We  see 
it  every  day  in  the  taking  and  letting  of 
farms,  which  in  consequence  of  i^ricul- 


facts — the  nndoubted  facts — ofthesittia- 
tion,  which  are  perfectly  well  known  to 
everyone  who  has  a  practical  knowledge 
of  the  subject  ?  Why !  There  never 
was  a  time,  within  the  present  genera- 


Gentleman  who  brought  forward  the 
Motion  made  a  atartliug  statement  as  to 
the  policy  of  landlords  in  selecting  their 
tenants.  It  is  a  policy  of  which  I  never 
heard  before.      He  said  that  if  a  man 


tnral  depression,  I  regret  to  say,  are  far  j  applied  for  a  vacant  farm  the  landlord 
more  numerous  than  they  were  some  did  not  go  to  the  applicant's  banker  to 
years  ago.  When  a  farm  is  let,  what  is  ascertain  whether  he  had  sufficient  capital, 
the  6rst  and  the  most  important  thing  '<  or  make  inquiries  as  to  whether  he 
that  has  to  be  settled  ?  The  first  thing  a  !  was  a  good  farmer  or  not,  but  that 
tenant  has  to  decide  is  the  rent  he  is  '  he  merely  asked  whether  he  was  a  good 
able   and    willing   to    pay  ;    and   at ;  Tory  and  voted  straigbt.    That  may  be 


present  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten — I  may 
say,  indeed,  in  ninety-nine  cases  out  of 
a  hundred — it  is  the  tetiant  who 
dictates  the  rent  and  makes  his  own 
bargain  ;  and  if  he  is  able  to  make  his 
own  terms  about  the  chief  and  most 
important  item  of  all,  a  fortiori  be  is 
able  to  do  so  about  tlie  other  terms  of  his 
agreement,  which  are  matters  of  minor 
importance.    There  is  one  other  matter  I 


the  way  in  which  tlie  hon.  Member  deals 
with  his  tenants,  but  it  is  certainly  not 
the  way  in  which  landowners  deal  with 
them ;  and,  therefore,  I  feel  bound  to  give 
the  hon.  Member's  assertion  the  most 
complete  and  emphatic  contradtcttoa. 
The  hon.  Member  for  NorthamptoDshire 
complained  that  the  Act  does  not  com- 
pensate the  right  man,  or  give  compensa- 
tion for  the  right  thing,  and  asserted 


wish  to  refer  to.  To  begin  with,  the  that  in  tiicso  days  rents  were  habitually 
question  of  amending  the  Agricultural  raised  upon  a  tenant  in  respect  of  his 
Holdings  Act  has  absolutely  nothing  to  |  own  Improvements  ;  but,  Sir,  the 
do  with  the  question  of  agricultural  '  fact  is  that,  so  far  from  rentf  being 
depression,  and  in  considering  the  Act  we  raised,  there  has  been  an  unpre- 
ought  to  put  that  subject  entirely  out  of  ,  codented  and  unparalleled  fall  in  rents,  in 
mind.  This  is  an  opinion  which  has  '  some  c&ses  amounting  to  60  or  70  per 
been  held  by  English  Members  of  ail  ■  cent.  ;  and,  therefore,  it  is  alwurd  to  con- 
shades  ;  and  I  may  even  appeal  to  a  f  teud  that  rents  have  been  habitually 
Member  of  the  present  Cabinet,  who,  in  ;  raised  on  improvements.  The  hon. 
a  book  which  he  has  recently  published  ,  Meml>er  then  dealt  with  the  case  of  what 
entitled  Agrarian  Tenures  decUred  ;  be  called  "the  sitting  tenant";  and  went 
that  the  application  of  the  law  to  this  i  on  to  say — I  was  not  able  to  follow  him 
matter  dealing  with  the  condition  of  the  i  clearly,  but  he  said,  I  think — thatthis  was 


agricultural  classes  was  no  remedy  for 
bad  harvests  and  low  prices.  With  his 
words  I  entirely  agree.  I  think  the 
House  will  admit  that  we  have  gone  a 
good  length  in  the  improvement  of  the 
tenant  farmers  throughout  the  country  ; 
and  at  the  present  time,  as  J  have  said, 
they  occupy  an  advantageoas  position 
in  making  a  bargain  of  their  own.  There 
may,  of  course,  be  exceptions.  I  am 
aware  that  there  have  been  complaints 
as  to  the  working  of  the  Act,  and  those 
complaints  have  not  always  been  limited 
to  districts  where  the  farms  are  small ; 
but,  as  far  as  I  kuow,  the  complaints 
have  usually  been  directed  nther  i^ainst 
Mr,  Chaplin 


one  of  the  cases  in  which  complaint  was 
made  that  rent  was  imposed  on  the  im- 
provements made  by  the  tenant. 

Mr.  CHANKIXG  said,  what  be  did 
say  was  that  compensation  was  uot 
given  to  the  sitting  tenant. 

•Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  understood  him 
to  say  that  rent  was  imposed  on  improve- 
ments. 

Mr.  CHAKNING  said,  he  meant  that 
injustice  was  done  where  a  sitting  tenant 
had  made  improvements,  and  the  rent, 
whether  it  was  raised  or  reduced,  did  uot 
allow  for  those  improTements. 
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•Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  do  tiot  yet  clearly 
follow  tiie  boil.  Member.  During  the 
psat  10  years  there  has  been  a  great  ia- 
crease  in  the  reduetioo  of  rents.  We 
hare  it  from  official  Returns  that  there 
has  been  unquestionably  a  general  fall  in 
rents  alt  over  the  country.  The  hou> 
Member  deals  with  compeasatiou  to  the 
sitting  tenant.  I  never  could  quite  fol- 
low that  argiunent,  for  the  landlord  could 
have  no  power  to  raise  the  rent  on  the 
sitting  tenant  until  he  has  given  him 
notice  to  quit,  In  which  case  the  sitting 
leaaut  becomes  at  ouce  the  outgoing 
tenant,  and  then  he  is  free  to  make  any 
terms  he  chooses  with  the  landlord. 

Mr.  CHANNING  :  I  suggested  com- 
peiuatiou  for  disturbance. 

"Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  will  come  to  that 
directly.  The  hon.  Member  thinks  the 
sitting  teitant  siiould  be  compensated  in 
his  improvemeutH,  but  he  knows  this 
caoDot  be  done  without  establishing 
judicial  rents.  But  the  hon.  Member  is 
not  in  favour  of  judicial  rents,  and  so  he 
urges  that  compensation  should  be  given 
for  distnrbance.  Let  me  examine  the 
agreement  in  the  matter  of  compensatiou 
for  disturbance.  I  take  the  case  of  a 
racant  farm  which  is  in  the  market.  It 
isagrand  farm,  belonging  toawell-known 
and  popular  landlord,  aud  to  be  let  at  a 
reasonable  rent,  and  there  are  various 
applications  for  it.  A,  B,  and  C  are  all 
very  anxious  to  get  it,  and  to  enjoy  the 
profits  which  they  foresee.  A  is  the 
for.tunate  tenant  who  is  selected,  and 
holds  the  farm  during  some  years,  and 
all  the  advantages  which  he  derives  from 
it,  while  B  and  C  are  left  out  in  the  cold. 
At  the  end  of  that  time,  for  some  reason 
or  other,  the  landlord  requires  to  resume 
possession  of  the  land.  A  receives,  as 
a  matter  of  course,  full  compensation  for 
all  he  has  spent,  and  all  his  improvements, 
of  the  fruits  of  which  he  has  been  deprived. 
But,  according  to  the  hon.  Member,  that 
is  not  enough.  Over  and  above  his 
improvements  he  is  to  receive  eompensa- 
tion  for  disturbance.  In  other  words, 
alihough  he  was  selected  in  preference  to 
B  and  C  in  the  first  instance,  he  is  to  be 
pud  in  full,  not  only  for  his  improve- 
ments, Imt  for  the  loss,  or,  rather,  the 


I  non-continuance  of  an  advantage  which 
I  was  conferred  on  him  in  the  first  instance, 
while  unfortunate  B  and  unfortunate  C 
never  got  anything  at  all.  Looked  at  from 
that  point  of  view,  that  policy  cannot  l»e 
jnatified  for  a  single  moment.  The  hon. 
Member  has  referred  to  the  complaint 
made  by  Mr.  Clare  Rend  \  but  that  gen- 
tleman complained  not  of  the  unfairness 
of  the  Act,  which,  he  said,  had  never 
received  fair  play,  but  of  its  administra- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  has  also  alluded 
to  the  question  of  the  landlord's  right  of 
distraint.  The  hon.  Member  said  there 
was  no  logical  justification  for  it.  That 
may  or  may  not  be.  It  is  perfectly  open 
to  anyone  to  argue  that  that  right 
should  not  exist  as  between  the  other 
creditors  and  the  landlord  ;  but  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that,  looked  at  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  interest  of  the 
tenant,  if  you  abolish  the  right  of 
distraint,  you  do  one  of  the  greatest 
injuries  you  could  do  to  the  tenant 
himself.  I  may  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  Mr.  Clare  Read  him- 
self said  at  Kt.  James's  Hall  that  he 
thought  the  Law  of  Distress  operated  in 
favour  of  the  tenant  rather  than  against 
him.  Thatisanopiuion  with  which  I  en- 
tirely coincide,  and  solely  in  the  interest 
of  the  tenants  I  would  much  regret  to  see 
this  part  of  the  Motion  adopted.  I  now 
come  to  the  question  of  a  cheaper  mode 
for  settlement  of  compensation.  Here 
I  am  glati  to  say  that  I  agree  with  the 
Seconder  of  the  Motion  to  this  extent  : 
that  I  think  there  ia  considerable 
room  for  improvement  in  the  existing 
Act  in  that  respect.  I  am  not  prepared 
to  say  now  how  that  improvement 
can  be  effected,  because  it  is  a  matter 
that  requires  very  careful  and  anxious 
consideration.  But  that  is  a  matter 
of  detail  which  can  be  very  properly 
dealt  witl)  by  other  means,  though  it 
may  be  that  there  is  some  necessity  for 
re-cousideriug  some  of  the  points  of  an 
Act  which  was  passed  10  years  ago«  and 
which  I  would  also  remind  the  House 
was  passed  by  a  Liberal  and  not  by  a 
Conservative  Administration.  I  cannot 
compliment  the  author  of  the  Motion, 
whoever  he  may  be.  It  is  a  little  difficult 
to  understand  it ;  but  it  is,  at  least,  very 
comprehensive,  for  it  embraces  a  great 
number  of  points,  some  of  which  have  not 
been  mentioned  either  by  the  Mover  or 
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Seconder.  The  Motiou  aaka  for  greater 
freedom  for  the  tenants  to  make  improve- 
menta.  I  really  do  not  understand  what 
that  means.  As  far  as  I  know,  tenants 
have  eveiy  freedom  to  make  improve- 
ments at  the  present  time ;  and  I  imagine 
the  more  improvements  they  make  the 
better  pleased  will  that  Umdlord  be  as  a 
general  rule. 


Mr.  CHANNING :  What  about  the 

right  of  compensation  ? 

*Mr.  CHAFLIN  :  Compensation  is  a 
matter  for  agreement  at  the  time  of  en" 
tering  upon  a  tenancy,  and,  in  the  absence 
of  any  such  agreement,  the  Act  comes 
into  play.  It  is  quite  true  that  with 
regard  to  certain  improvements,  such  as 
buildings,  the  consent  of  the  landlord  is 
required  in  the  first  instance,  but  I  do 
not  understand  that  the  hon.  Member 
wants  to  get  rid  of  that  consent  of  the 
landlord  in  tlie  first  instance. 

Mr.  CHANNING :  I  want  to  put 
them  on  the  same  footing  as  drunage. 

•Mr.  CHAPLIN:  Such  a  proposal 
would  not  be  desirable.  It  would  tend 
to  set  up  in  England  a  dual  ownership* 
which  is  the  very  thing  which  was  so 
objected  to  in  Ireland,  and  which  all 
Parties  desire  to  get  rid  of.  The  last 
speaker  complained  bitterly  that  bi- 
met^ism  and  Protoction  were  put  in  the 
forefront  at  the  great  meeting  in  St. 
James's  Hall.  But  by  whom  were  they 
put  LD  the  forefront  ?  The  organisation 
of  that  great  meeting  was  carried  out  by 
a  committee  of  gentlemen  appointed  at  a 
large  meeting  of  the  Central  Associated 
Chambers  of  Commerce,  each  name  having 
been  debated  and  put  to  the  vote.  The 
first  suggestion  for  the  Conference  came, 
I  believe,  from  the  County  of  Lanca- 
shire. In  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
right ;  but  so  far  fwm  agreeing  with  him 
that  Lancashire  was  not  represented,  I 
say  that  it  was  most  effectively  and 
effectually  represented,  amongst  others, 
by  a  gentleman  who  is  Chairmau  of  a 
rival  Association  to  the  Association  pre- 
sided over  by  the  hon.  Member. 

•Me.  W.  smith  :  The  Members  of 
that  Association  publicly  repudiated  the 
]^ceedings  at  the  Confffl«nce,  and  de- 
Mr,  Chaplin 
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olared  that  if  they  had  known  the  intended 
nature  of  the  proceedings  they  would  not 
have  attended. 


•Mr   CHAPLIN  :  That  is  not  my 
recollection  of  what  occnrred.    The  hon. 
Member  referred  to  the  statement  of 
Mr.  Clare  Read,  that  there  were  400  farms 
given  up  in  Norfolk  during  the  present 
year,  and  that  only  two  of  these  were 
given  up  under  the  Agricultural  Hold- 
ings  Act.    The  difficulty  in  Norfolk 
is  not  with  the  Act,  bat  with  the  valua- 
tion, for    during  past   years  farming 
in  Norfolk  had  been  conducted  under  a 
system  of  leases.    On  certain  estates  the 
tenants  were  allowed  to  do  everything 
they  pleased  with  tfae  land  until  the 
last  four  years  of  the  lease,  and  then  it 
was  expected  that  the  farm  should  be 
given  up  in  the  same  condition  as  it  was 
when  taken.     In  a  country  like  that, 
where  valuations  of  the  same  kind  formerly 
were  not  required,  I  do  see  reasons  why 
difficultiesshouldarisenndertheAot.  The  • 
statements  of  the  late  Lord  Derby  and 
the  late  Sir  James  Caifd  liave  hfnea 
quoted,  to  the  effect  that  if  the  &rmer 
had  proper  security  the  produce  of  the 
country  could  be  increased  50  per  cent. 
No  doubt,  if  it  paid  to  produce  it.  But 
how  is  it  possible,  in  the  face  of  con- 
stantly falling  prices,  to  give  security  to 
a  tenant  who  may  invest  a  great  deal  of 
money  in  the  laud  that  he  will  have  a 
proper  return  P    I  was  associated  with 
Sir  James  Caird  in  the  closing  years  of 
his  life,  as  head  of  the  Department  over 
which  I  presided  in  the  late  Government. 
I  had  the  inestimable  advantage  of  con- 
sulting him  on  the  agricultural  questions 
of  the  day,  and  I  can  tell  the  House  that 
Sir  James  Caird,  in  his  latest  days,  held 
a  totally  different  opinion,  and  in  view  of 
the  fall  of  prices  looked  forward  with 
anything  but  satisfaction  to  the  future  of 
agriculture  iu  this  country.    The  hon. 
Member  says  we  must  have  no  tiukering 
with  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act.  He 
wants  a  sweeping  change  in  the  law. 
He  scoffs  at  bimatallism,  and  advocates 
Land  Courts,  judicial  raats,  ^nd,  I  suppose, 
fixity  of  tenure,  in  theintwestof  theafpi- 
culturists.    But  have  we  not  experience 
of  the  results  of  that  system  already  ?  It 
has  been  the  law  in  JraMid  for  11  years 
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aad  jet  what  does  one  of  the  great  ' 
cbampioDs  of  the  tenaDt-farmera  of  Ireland 
say  of  their  condition  to-daj  ?  He 
says — 

"  The  adoption  of  bimetaltism,  or  some  similar 
lemedj,  I  am  conTitfced,  is  a  matter  of  impera- 
tire  necessity;  that  is,  if  the  agricultural  tenaate 
of  Irelanil — and  I  do  not  at  all  limit  this  to  Ire- 
land— are  not  to  be  driran  to  ioevitable  ruin 
and  destruction," 

That  18  the  condition  of  the  tenantB  of 
Ireland,  according  to  one  of  their  great- 
est supporters,  after  11   years  of  the 
system  which  the  hon.  Member  desires  to 
establish  in  this  country.    There  are 
some  things  in  this  Motion  which  are 
hardly  accurate  ;  others  that  are  undesir- 
able; one  that  would  be  highly  injurious 
to  the  tenants,  and  others  with  which  I 
concur.     But  even  if  every  word  in  the 
Uotion  was  absolutely  true  and  accurate, 
what  earthly  use  will  it  be  to  agriculture 
to  pass  an  Abstract  Besolution  of  the  kind, 
and  to  do  nothing  more  ?  I  do  not  know 
what  course  the  Government  are  going 
to  take  ;  bnt  I  know  well  that  in  days 
past  the  Prime  Minister  has  always  been 
ready  to   condemn   the   acceptance  of 
abstract   Resolutions    when    the  Go- 
vernment   had   no   chance    of  giving 
them   effect.     The   Government    may ' 
adopt  this   Motion   declaring  that  an 
amendment   of  the    law   is  urgently 
needed  ;  bat  they  have  not  the  slightest 
intention,  or  if  liiey  hare  the  intention 
tliey  have  not  the  possibility,  of  carrying 
it  out.     I  woum   advise   my  hon. 
Friends  on  this  side  of  the  House — if  I 
may  be  permitted  to  do  so — to  allow  this 
Amendment  which  is  now  before  the 
House  to  become  a  substantive  Motion ; 
then  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me  could 
moTe  the  Amendment  of  which  he  has 
given  notice,  and  if  that  Amendment  be 
carried — as  we  may  reasonably  expect  it 
to  be — we  will  have  succeeded  in  con- 
verting this  wholly  ineffectual  Resolution 
into  some  practical  good. 

The  PKESIDENT  op  the  BOARD 
Of  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gard- 
NEB,  Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  I  am 
glad   to   he   able   to  congratulate  the 

House  on  the  amicable  manner  in  which 
the  Debate  has  been -conducted,  and  on 
iti  fireedom  from  the  heat  and  the  per* 


sonal  recriminations  to  which  we  were 
accustomed  in  discussions  of  this  kind.  I 
am  also  glad  to  hear  that  the  subject  of 
compensation  to  the  tenants  is  one  on 
which  both   sides   of   the   House  are 
agreed.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Sleaford  referred  to  Mr. 
Clare  Read— -an  authority  on  agricultural 
matters,  which  was  accepted  by  both  sides 
of  the  House — as  having  objected,  as  I 
understood  it,  to  the  Agricultural  Hold- 
ings  Act  as  regards  its  administration,  but 
not  as  regards  the  Act  itself.  Well, 
Mr.  Clare  Read's  words  at  the  Conference 
were  that  the  Act  operated  where  it  was 
not  wanted,  and  that  whero  it  was  most 
wanted  it  did  not  operate  at  all.  That 
is  hardly  a  matter  of  administration,  and 
shows,  I  think,  that  Mr.  Clare  Read 
deems  some  amendment  of  the  Act  of 
1883  necessary.      In  examining'  the 
Motion  before  the  House  I  would  say,  in 
the  first  place,  that  no  one  can  be  sur- 
prised that  this  subject  should  be  pressed 
on  the  attention  of  the  House  at  the 
present  time.    Everyone  will  admit  that 
we   are    passing  through  a  period  of 
agricultural  depression.      When  I  look 
back  through  the  volumes  of  Hansard, 
and  read  the  Debates  of  past  times,  it 
.  seems  to  me  as  if  we  have  always  been 
in  a  state  of  agricultural  depression. 
But  if  it  was  true  in  1835,  and  was  true 
in  1881,  I  do  not  think  that  anyone  will 
deny — ^least  of  all  the  Minister  who  has 
the  honour  of  presiding  over  the  Agri- 
cultural Department — ^that  in  1893  the 
agricultural  outlook  is  far  from  being 
satisfactory,  and  that  the  agricultural 
problem  has  still  got  to  be  dealt  with. 
Many  methods  of  grappling  with  the 
problem  have  been  put  forward.    In  my 
opinion,  the  Resolution  now  before  the 
House,  though  notpnrfessing  to  be  auni- 
versal  and  everlasting  panacea  for  all  the 
difficulties,  indicates  a  natiinU  and  whole» 
some  policy,  which  contrasts  favourably 
with  such  artificial  and  restricted  reme- 
dies as  Protection  and  Bimetallism.  I 
ask  what  is  the  agricultural  problem  ? 
Everyone    will,   I    think,  agree  that 
the   problem   is  to   make  agriculture 
a    going    concern,    not    by  artificial 
and  unhealthy  means,  but  by  endeavour- 
ing by  all  jnst  and  equitable  means  to 
give    free    play    and  mcouragement 
to  the  enterprise  and  initiative  of  all 
engaged  in  the  working  of  the  soil. 
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I  wish  to  discuss  this  question  without 
Party  heat  aud  without  ueedle^s  re- 
crimiuatiou.  But  I  am  bouud  to  saj  that 
if  there  be,  a.s  there  in  c«ai(l  lo  be,  a  tack 
of  cuterprise  and  initiative  amoiigi^t  the 
farmiug  classes,  au  adherence  to  old  aud 
sometimes  eSeto  methods,  and  au  over- 
cautious shriukiug  from  new  and  reuturc- 
Bomo  paths  it  is  due  in  the  main  to  the 
manner  in  which  hou.  Geotlemeu  oppo- 
site and  those  who  follow  them  in  tlic 
country,  if  not  openly,  at  least  by  sug- 
geetiou,  have  in  many  instances  for  a 
long  time  past  pointed  out  to  the  British 
fanner  that  the  one  way  out  of  his  diffi- 
culties is  the  broad  aud  easy  road  which 
leads  to  Protection.  The  Resolutiou 
aims  at  the  removal  of  unnecessary 
hindraucee  to  the  freedom  of  cultivation 
and  the  development  of  agricultural 
enterprise,  and  in  that  direction  I  nm 
sure  it  has  the  warm  support  of  every 
Member  on  this  side  of  the  House.  It 
is  impossible  to  discuss  the  subject  with- 
out making  some  reference  to  the  pro- 
posal made  by  the  Government  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Session  with  re- 
gard to  the  appotutmeut  of  a  Committee 
ou  Agricultural  Distress.  The  Motion  for 
the  appointment  of  that  Committee  is  ou 
the  Paper  to-uight,  and  it  is  open  to  hou. 
Gentlemen  to  accept  it  even  at  the 
eleventh  hour.  The  oppositiou  to  the 
appoiutmont  of  that  Committee  seemed 
for  a  loug  time  to  be  merely  ou  the  ques- 
tion of  the  terms  of  Reference ;  but  when 
the  Government  offered  to  re-consider  tliat 
question,  they  were  met  by  a  final  aud 
decisive  refusal  of  all  iuquiry,  given  by 
no  less  distinguished  a  Member  of  the 
Party  opposite  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Thauet  (Mr. 
J.  Lowther). 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  do  not  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  have  been  in 
the  House  this  afternoon,  or  heard  what 
occurred,  for  I  offered  to  withdraw  my 
Amendment  if  the  Govemmeut  accepted 
the  Amendment  standing  in  the  name  of 
their  own  follower,  the  Member  for  the 
Woodbridge  Division. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :The  objectofthe 
Amendment  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  refers  is  to  make  the  Com- 
mittee a  Bimetallic  Committee,  aud  the 
Government  have  no  desireforthat.  If  the 
Mr,  If,  Gardner 


I  Reference  of  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me 
;  wereadupted,  the  Committee  could  not  in- 
quire into  the  working  of  the  Agricultural 
Holditigs  Act,  a  matter  whicti  we  wisli 
to  refer  to  it.  Hon.  Members  opposite 
I  have  hitherto  olijeeted  to  the  appoiut- 
meut  of  a  Committee,  but  when  they 
\  are  coufrouted  with  a  proposal  as  to  the 
I  reform  of  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act, 
they  seek  to  get  out  of  the  difficulty  by 
!  suggesting  a  Select  Committee  them- 
selves. I  tiave  no  doubt  ttiat  liad  our 
Committee  been  appointed  this  question 
of  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act  would 
be  among  the  first  of  the  subjects 
investigated  by  the  Committee,  aud  the 
House  might  now  have  been  in  possession 
of  a  valuable  Interim  Report  embodying 
the  recommendations  of  such  an  authority. 
Our  position,  at  auy  rate,  is  clear.  We 
have  suggested  a  method  of  investigation; 
we  have  put  a  Motion  on  the  Paper,  and 
it  is  for  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
accept  it  or  refuse  it  as  they  wish.  Still, 
though  we  have  not  got  the  Committee, 
it  is  possible  to  lay  down  certain  broad  and 
geueral  principles  on  which  legislation 
might  proceed,  and  indicate  the  direction 
which  the  Amendment  to  the  law  might 
with  advantage  take.  It  is  of  import- 
ance to  the  public  that  such  security 
be  giveu  to  the  cultivator  of  the 
soil  as  will  ensure  the  greatest  amount 
of  fertility.  These  are  uot  my  words, 
but  the  words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  uttered  10  years  itgo,  on 
the  adoption  of  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act.  To  obtain  that  maximum  fertility 
several  things'  are  necessary.  In  the 
first  place,  there  must  be  the  fullest 
possible  facilities  for  the  application  of 
capital  to  the  soil.  Next,  every  possible 
means  must  be  taken  to  secure  to  the 
cultivator  the  full  value  of  any  outlay  he 
may  iucur,  either  - in  the  ordinary  course 
of  cultivation  or  in  connection  with  any 
improvements  he  may  be  authorised  to 
make.  In  the  third  place,  the  tenant  must 
be  placed  in  as  advantageous  a  position 
with  regard  to  restrictions  hampering  him 
in  the  couduct  of  his  business  as,  I  am 
bound  to  say,  is  uow  permitted  by  every 
prudent  and  liberal-minded  landlord.  If 
it  be  good  for  the  country — as  I  think  it 
is — that  the  law  should  uot  impede  the 
application  of  capital  to  the  soil,  or 
restrict  in  farming  that  initiative  aud 
energy  which  have  brought  success  in 
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other  brauches  of  industry,  theu  there  is  ' 
much  scope  for  the  Rosohitioa  before  the  . 
House.   How  docs  the  Keaolution  meet 
these  propositions  ?    lu  the  first  plnt-e, 
we  are  asked  to  secure  to  the  teuaut 
greater  freedom  in  the  making  of  improve-  , 
meulSy  atiil  greater  certainty  that  on  the 
termination  of  the  tenancy  he  will  obtain 
the  raiue  of.  the  improvements  he  has 
effected,  whether  he  leaves  the  farm  or 
enters  on  a  new  agreement.    As  long  as 
one  man  owns   the   soil   and  another 
cultivates  it,  permanent  improvements 
should  be  made  by  the  landlords,  otherwise 
veniu  the  risk  of  establishing  dual  owner- 
ship withallitsattendant grievances.  We 
have  to  deal,  however,  not  only  with  the 
landlord,  who  is  willing  and  able  to  make 
improvements,  but  with  the  uuimproviug 
landlord  and  the  landlord  who  will  not 
allow  improvements,  and  it  seems  to  me 
that  to  the  proper  cultivation  of  the 
holding  nothing  should  bo  alloweil  to 
stand  ia  the  way.    As  has  been  pointed 
oat  in  the caseof  drainage,  the tenant*B  title 
to  require  the  landlord  to  do  something, 
or  to  have  the  power  of  doing  something 
himself,  may  fairly  be  a  subject  of  dis- 
cussion, but  we  have  no  reason  to  doubt 
there  are  other  works  that  might  with 
advantage  be  placed  in  a  similar  situa- 
tion.   With  regard  to  improvements  of  a 
less  permanent  and  simple  character,  I 
think  it  would  be  uocossary  that  careful 
examtuatiou   should    be    made  before 
coming  to  a  decision  us  to  the  proper 
category    in    which     they   sliould  bo 
placed  ;  but  for  a  large  class  it  appears 
to  bo  clear  it  can  be  Iwneficial  to  no  one 
that  snch  operations  should  be  hampered 
and  restricted  by  fear  of  loss  at  the  end 
of  the  tenancy.    That  is  a  conclusion,  1 
think,     that   will    meet   with  general 
:i|)[jrovul  in  this  House,  and  in  that  cou- 
uoctiou  I  may  poiut  out  the  more  we 
secure  a  tenant  against  the  loss  of  his 
improvements  the  better  woidd  be  the 
safeguards   against   any   arbitrary  de- 
termination of  his  tenancy.  To  stereotype 
the  exlBting  relations  between  landlord 
aud  tenant  would  be  neither  beneficial  to 
the  one  nor  to  the  other.  It  seems  to  me, 
and  I  think  even  to  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  that  the  circumstances  of  the 
moment  are  far  from  being  unfavourable 
— that  they  are  favourable  to  the  objects 
which  this  Resolution  has  in  view.  The 
tenant,  as  has  been  pointed  out,  is  just 


now  better  able  to  make  terms  for  him- 
self than  ho  was  in  the  past,  and  no  one 
wilt  deny  that  many  well-udviseil  land- 
lords at  this  moment  shut  their  eyes  to 
tlifse  restrictive  covenants,  aud  dp  not 
enforce  the  equitable  rights  tliat  exist. 
I  have  always  stated  my  owu  fooling  has 
been  iu  favour  of  giving  the  teuaut  as 
free  a  hand  as  possible.  It  has  been 
said  in  days  past  tt  would  be  far  lietter  to 
do  away  with  all  restrictions  in  the 
cultivation  of  the  land  on  the  ground 
that  if  a  tenant  is  tit  to  be  trusted  w^ith 
a  farm  he  is  fit,  to  be  trusted  to 
farm  it.  That  is  goiug  as  far  as  any  of 
my  hon.  Friends  would  wish.  Whether 
we  agree  with  such  a  definition  to  the  fidl 
or  not,  I  believe  I  am  right  iu 
saying  that  the  Courts  of  Law  look  with 
fluspiciou  upon  covenants  iu  restraint  of 
trade ;  aud  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I,  for 
my  part,  view  witli  similar  distrust  many 
of  tlie  restrictive  covenants  which 
tenants  iu  the  past  have  been  required  to 
enter  into.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  proceeded  iu  his  speech  to  make 
some  reference  to  the  Law  of  Distress,  and 
went  so  far  as  to  say  It  would  be  a  matter 
that  he  should  bitterly  regret  if  the  Law 
of  Distress  were  removed.  I  hardly  think 
that  that  could  be  the  opinion  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Pad- 
diugton  (Lord  K.  Churchill). 

Lord  R.  CHUKCHILL  :  I  will  take 
part  in  this  Debate  if  any  time  is  allowed 
me  for  that  purpose. 

Mb.  H.  GAHDXEU:  I  was  not 
aware  tlie  noble  Lord  was  desirous  to 
speak,  and  I  will,  therefore,  be  as  brief 
as  I  can  with  my  remarks.  The  noble 
Lord  will  remember  that  some  time  past 
he  delivered  a  8[>eech  to  his  owu  con- 
stituents at  Woodstock,  in  which,  in  re- 
gard to  the  Law  of  Distress,  be  said  he 
had  no  hesitation  iu  saying  the  Law  of 
Distress  was  a  remnant  of  feudalism. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL :  In  the  form 

of  that  day. 

Mk.  H.  GARDNER :  That  extract 
was  quoted  in  the  Debates  on  the  Agri- 
cultural Holdings  BUI  iu  1883,  and  I  do 
not  find  iu  Hansard  that  the  noble  Lord 
olFcrcd  the  correction  he  has  just  given 
me.    I  come  to  the  question  of  the 
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aholitiou  of  distress  a»  urged  in  this 
Kesolutiou.  I  may  remind  the  House 
that  the  kiodred  Law  of  Hypothec  has 
long  been  abolished  in  Scotland,  nor  is  it 
the  first  time  in  this  House  that  the 
abolition  of  this  law  has  been  advocated. 
Mr.  Blennerhassett,  a  former  Member  of 
thin  House,  brought  forward  Resolutions 
on  the  subject,  and  in  1881  his  Resolu- 
tion was  accepted  by  the  House,  and  was 
supported  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir 
W.  Harcourt),  now  leading  Member  of 
the  Government  of  the  day.  Subse- 
quently, the  total  abolition,  which  the 
House  had  accepted,  was  eaid  to  be  pre- 
judicial to  the  interests  of  the  tenants, 
and  the  Government  of  the  day  appointed 
a  Select  Committee.  At  that  time  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  pointed  out 
that  no  single  argument  had  been  ad- 
duced i^ainst  the  Law  of  Distress  that 
was  not  urged  against  the  Law  of 
Hypothec,  wUch  was  abolished  just  be- 
fore the  General  Election  of  1880.  Well, 
Sir,  that  Committee,  appointed  to  inquire 
into  this  matter,  reported  in  favour  of  the 
limitation  of  the  Law  of  Distress,  as  is 
well-known  to  the  House,  instead  of  its 
total  abolition,  and  upon  that  and 
the  Report  of  the  Duke  of  Richmond's 
Commission  the  law  was  adopted  as  it 
stands  to-day.  Well,  Sir,  since  then  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  are  well  able  to  speak  on 
tliis  matter,  and  those  who  are  well  able 
to  speak  for  the  farming  tenants,  both 
large  and  small,  have  assured  us  that  the 
case  is  altered,  aud  that  the  time  has 
arrived  when  the  question  should  be  care- 
fully looked  into.  Now,  Sir,  I  will  be 
brief,  but  it  was  necessary  for  me  to  put 
my  case  before  the  House,  and  I  thank 
the  House  for  having  listened  to  me  so 
patiently.  I  wish  only  to  say,  with  re- 
gard to  the  last  part  of  the  Resolu- 
tion —  the  simplification  of  pro- 
cedure and  retluction  of  tenants* 
expenses  —  thai  is  a  proposition 
that  has  been  abundantly  demonstrated 
and  admitted  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
The  question  of  the  re-consideration  of 
the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act  has  gained 
considerable  ground  in  late  years.  Be 
that  as  it  may,  we  are  prepared  to  vote 
for  this  Resolution,  as  we  recognise  the 
broad  proposition  it  lays  down,  which  is 
in  favour  of  stimulating  the  enterprise 
and  initiative  of  our  fanning  classes  ;  and 
Mr,  S.  Gardner 


though  we  are  not  so  absurd  as  to  think 
that  reform  of  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act  is  a  universal  specific  and  absolute 
remedy  for  agricultural  depression,  we 
take  it  as  a  step  along  the  right  road  ;  at 
any  rate,  the  recommendations  tend  to 
give  a  healthy  stimulus  to  agriculture 
rather  than  the  artificial  and  unwhole- 
some stimulant  that  we  now  see  advocated 
in  some  quarters. 

LoBD  R.  CHURCHILL  (Faddiugton, 
S.) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
occupied  half  an  hour  of  the  time  of  the 
House,  as  he  has  a  perfect  right  to  do, 
describing  to  us  the  agricultural  situa- 
tion, and  I  listened  to  his  description  of 
the  Debate  with  interest.    But  though 
I  wanted  myself  to  put  in  a  few  remarks, 
and  though  I  was  glad  to  hear  what  the 
Agricultural  Minister  had  to  say,  the 
Minister  I  was  wanting  to  hear  was  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who  has 
bad  very  great  experience  in  ogricaltural 
matters  ;  much  longer  cither  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  or  than  me,  whose 
Parliamentary  experience  is  longer  than 
his.    I  also  know  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  thought  out  the  agricultural 
situation  with  great  care,  and  that  he  had 
been  ready  at  the  beginning  of  the 
Session  to  appoint  a  Committee  to  ex- 
amine into  the  situation.    That  Com- 
mittee, for  some  reason  or  other,  was 
not  appointed,  and  I  admit  there  were 
some  difficulties  as  to  the  largeness  of 
the  Reference.     Now  we  have  got  to 
another  stage,  and  a  Motion  is  brought 
forward  which  lays  down  certain  prin- 
ciples  on   which   there   is   not  much 
difference  of  opinion,  and   it  is  urged  | 
that  the  matter  cannot  proceed  further  ! 
unless  a  Select  Committee  examines  and  | 
takes  the  opinion  of  agriculturists  and  j 
reports  to  the  House  ou  the  subject.  j 
The  Minister  of  Agriculture  has  told  I 
ns  a  great  many  things  about  agricul-  | 
ture  and  about  the  situation  of  landlords;  I 
but  though  he  told  us  some  things  that 
may  be  regarded  as  very  commonplace,  | 
I  recognise  that  he  spoke  truly  when  he  , 
said  that  agriculture  was  in  a  bad  con- 
dition because  capital  was  not  applied  to  ' 
the  land.     But,  then,  the  difficaltj  at 
the  present  moment  has  been — and  the 
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ChaoceUor  of  the  Exchoquer  hBS  found 
it  out,  though  the  Minister  of  Agricul- 
ture has  not — not  that  capital  cannot  be 
fonad  for  the  land^  but  that  capital  has 
been  lost  in  the  cultivation  of  the  laud, 
and,  at  present,  there  ia  not   much  to 
invest  in  it.    I  do  not  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  had  any 
experience  in  the  last  few  jears  of  in- 
vesting capital  iu  hmd,  or  of  taking 
farms  into  his  own  hmda,  off  if  bis 
experience  has  l)een  immense  and  the 
results  remunerative  to  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture,  whether  it  has  been  fanning 
in  Essex  or  other  parts  of  the  country. 
But  what  I  have  got  to  say  is  this.  He 
says  that  I  have  of  old  supported  the 
abolition  of  the  Law  of  Distress,  that  I 
sapportcd  it  in  1874,  and  that  I  did  not 
support  it  in  1883,  and  he  says  that 
only  shows  the  captiousoess  and  re- 
actionary tendency  of  the  Tory  Party. 
Very     well,    all    I     can     say  is, 
that    so    long  as  the   law  expressly 
gave  a  six,  seven,  or  eight  years*  prior 
claim.    I  was  right  in  saying  that  was  a 
remnant   of  feudalism.    Was  I  to  set 
myself  against  a   Liberal  Government 
when  they  laid  down  a  prior  claim  of  one 
year  as  perfectly  just  ?  Who  am  I  ?  Am 
I  not  to  be  satisfied  with  that  concession  ? 
It  is  ridiculous  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  say  that  the  Tory  Party  did  not 
ooncur  loyally  in  the  abolition.   To  some 
extent  I  know  from  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
sod  large  owners  of  property  that  the  reten- 
tion of  one  year  enabled  the  landlord  to 
be  put  in  a  better  poeitioa  with  r^ard 
to  his  tenants  than  if  he  had  no  Law  of 
Distress  at  all.    The  Minister  of  Agri- 
cdture  has  made  a  speech  of  the  most 
aiimirable  official  type  of  any  speech  I 
ever  heard  ;  a  grand  collection  (k  pretty 
maxims,  with  just  a  tinge  of  Liberalism 
that  a  Liberal  Government  would  give  to 
pretty     maxims,   but    which   are  yet 
maxims  ;  and  what  I  want  to  know  is, 
will  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
eonsider  this  question  from  the  p<Hnt  of 
view  tliat  the  real  logical  condusion  is  to 
appoiot  a  Select  Committee  which  would 
have  time  to  examine  and  probably  find 
out  some  information  that  might  corrobo- 
rate the  Minister  of  Agriculture,  and 
might  even  add  to  his  knowledge  and 
that  of  the  House  ?    Though  there  is  no 
Boyal  road  to  agricultural  prospects,  yet 
it  is  just  as  well  to  know  by  inquiry 
VOL.  Xin.     [FOnRTH  SERIES.  | 


what  has  been  the  reason  of  the  great 
agricultural  distress,  and  what,  in  the 
present  time,  will  make  a  change  more 
rapid.  That  is  the  proposition  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  knows  I 
have  been  advocating  for  some  yean,  and 
I  hop  he  will  give  us  some  information  on 
the  snbject. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  th» 
EXCHEQUER  (Sir  W.  Harcourt,. 
Derby)  :  With  every  desire  to  gratify  the 
noble  Lord,  I  would  point  out  that  he 
was  not  in  the  House  when  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment especially  appealed  to  me  not  to 
speak,  but  to  allow  the  Minister  for  Agri- 
culture to  speak  upon  this  subject,  and 
the  Debate  closes  with  a  reproach  upon 
the  Minister  for  Agriculture  for  speaking, 
and  appealing  to  me  to  speak.  It  is  very 
difficult  to  please  both  sides.  My  right 
bou.  Friend  the  Minister  for  Agriculture 
has  made  a  speech  ou  the  subject.  I  will 
make  no  speech  on  the  subject  at  all,  but 
reply  simply  to  the  appeal  the  noble 
Lord  has  made.  It  will,  I  think,  be 
satisfactory,  at  all  events,  that  the  House 
is  going  unanimously  to  pass  this  Reso- 
lution ;  that,  at  all  events,  is  something 
gained— ["Oh  !"]  I  understand  that 
this  Resolution,  including  the  abolition 
of  the  Law  of  Distraint,  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (he  Member  for  Sleaford 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  regrets,  is  going  to  be 
passed  unanimously,  and  with  his  vote 
also. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  Pro  form&. 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  Pro  forma. 
All  I  can  say  is,  that  in  1881  we  had 
also  a  Resolution  for  the  abolition  of  the 
Law  of  Distraint,  which  was  carried 
unanimously  by  this  House. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  This  is  not  a  Resolution  ;  this  is  an 

Amendment. 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  How  does  he 
distinguish  between  an  Amendment  on 
going  into  Supply  and  a  Resolution  ?  But 
the  practical  point,  as  I  understand  it,  is 
this  :  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
proposes  that  this  matter  should  be 
referred  to  a  Committee.    Very  well ;  I 
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am  verj  williog  that  this  and  other 
matters  relating  to  agriculture  should  be 
referred  to  a  Committee,  We  have 
been  trying  to  refer  these  matters 
to  a  Committee  all  the  Session,  and  what 
is  proposed  in  this  Amendment  is  that 
we  should  take  this  limited  Committee, 
which,  mind  you,  would  not  include  the 
Law  of  Distress  at  all,  because  that  i» 
notpart  of  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act. 
We  desire  to  include  it  in  another  Com- 
mittee which  we  have  proposed,  and  there- 
fore what  I  have  to  say  upon  this  subject  is 
this.  I  should  suggest  that  we  negative 
the  Amendment  of  the  hou.  and  gallant 
Member  and  appoint  the  Select  Committee 
that  stands  in  the  name  of  my  right  hou. 
Friend  the  Minister  for  Agriculture  that 
these  questions  and  others  may  be  referred 
to  it. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  What  is  the 
Reference  ? 

SiE  W.  HARCOURT  :  It  stands  on 
the  Paper,  and  if  the  House  desires  it  to 
be  appointed,  let  us  carry  the  Committee 
the  (xovernment  propose  instead  of  this 
Committee. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  hope  the 
House  and  those  who  watch  our  Debates 
outside  the  House  will  understand 
exactly  what  it  is  the  Groverument  are 
proposing  to  do.  The  Motion  before  us 
is  an  Amendment  to  the  Original  Motion 
that  yon.  Sir,  do  now  leave  the  Chair. 
Now,  it  has,  by  itself,  no  efficacy  at  all, 
and  it  would  probably  end  by  your 
leaving  the  Chair.  It  is  impossible  for 
US,  while  it  is  merely  an  Amendment,  to 
move  an  Amendment  on  an  Amendment ; 
therefore,  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
could  only  announce  his  intention  of 
moving  an  Amendment  to  this  Resolu- 
tion when  it  becomes  a  substantive 
Motion.  We  are,  therefore,  in  this  posi- 
tion. My  hon.  Friend  is  prepared  to 
assent  to  the  Amendment  as  it  is,  so  that 
it  may  become  a  substantive  Motion, 
though  we  do  not  bind  ourselves  in  i^ree- 
ment  to  every  clause  of  the  Amendment 
put  upon  the  Paper.  But  I  want  to  point 
out  to  the  House  what  the  Government 
desire  to  do.  They  mean  to  accept  the 
absb«ct  Amendment  that  has  been  pro- 
posed; but  they  absolutely  refuse  to 
accept  the  Amendment  to  the  Besolution 
Sir  W.  Hareourt 


that  is  required  to  make  it  practical.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  says  he 
has  a  desire,  and  the  Government  has 
been  desirous  from  the  beginning  of  the 
Session,  to  have  a  Committee  of  Inqniry 
into  agriculture  generallj. 

An  hou.  Member  :  Into  the  causes  d 

the  depression, 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Into  the 
causes  of  depression. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  That  is  what 
the  noble  Lord  just  now  said  he  desired. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No,  I  think 
not ;  he  desired  to  have  an  inquiry  into 
the  causes  of  depression.  He  must  know 
it  is  certain  such  an  inquiry  must  be  of 
enormous  length,  and  almost  certain  that 
it  would  be  barren  of  practical  results. 
An  opportunity  now  ,  occurs  on  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  by  which 
the  Government  might  have  an  inquiry 
not 'endless  and  not  impracticable,  and 
the  Government  take  the  opportunity  of 
rejecting  it.  I  hope  it  will  be  under- 
stood by  the  whole  agricultural  com- 
munity throughout  the  country  that  while 
one  Party  in  the  State  is  prepared,  in 
order  to  throw  dust  in  the  eyes  of  the 
electorate,  to  have  an  inquiry,  vague  io 
tta  terms,  interminable  in  its  operation, 
and  barren  in  its  results,  they  are  not 
prepared  to  adopt  the  inquiry  which  may 
be  practical,  which  deals  with  a  question 
nearest  to  the  hearts  and  interests  of  the 
farmers,  and  which  might  be  carried  out 
within  the  compass  of  a  Session,  and 
which  might  lead  to  some  practical  and 
salutary  results  by  which  it  is  possible 
and  not  improbable  the  agricultural  com- 
munity might  be  benefited.  That  is 
the  proposal  b^ore  us — ^Are  we  to  have 
the  miserable  abstract  inquiry  of  the 
GoTemment,  or  the  practical  inqoiij 
proposed  by  mj  hon.  friend  ?  It  is  on 
that  quesUon  we  shall  divide  t<^night. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL :  I  wish  to 
make  a  personal  explanation.  I  did  not 
say  that  I  was  in  favour  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Committee,  but  I  sud  I  vas 
in  favour  of  the  Committee  ang^ested  by 
my  hon.  Friend. 
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Cloiure,  which  he  had  acceptotl.  Adj 
hon.  Member  who  wished  to  continue 
the  Debate  could  not  add  a  fresh  Ques- 
tion which  had  never  been  put  from  the 
Chair. 


Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  oat  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
put,  aod  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  added.** 


And,  it  being  after  Midnight,  Mr. 
Speaker  proceeded  to  interrupt  the 
Business. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Herbert  Gardner  rose 
in  his  place, and  claimed  to  moTe,  "That 
the  Question  be  now  put.** 

CoLONSL  KENYON-SLANET  said, 
be  proposed  to  move  the  Amendment 
standing  iu  his  name  on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  speaker  :  That  Question  has 
not  been  put  from  the  Chair. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL :  As  the 
Motion  has  been  agreed  to,  and  the 
Amendment  has  been  practically  carried, 
we  object  to  going  any  further. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  understand  the 
right  hon.  Glentleman  claimed  that  the 
Amendment  be  now  put. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL :  There  was 
no  Motion  to  that  effect. 

Sib  W.  HARCOUBT:  My  right 
hon.  Friend  claimed,  after  the  first  Ques- 
tion had  been  decided,  that  the  substan- 
tive  Amendment  be  put,  .and  I  under- 
stand 70U  granted  that. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  May  I  ask, 
for  the  information  of  the  House,  and 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  clearing  up  the 
qnMtion^  how  the  matter  stands  ?  I 
understand  we  have  agreed  that  you  do 
Dot  now  leave  the  Chair  ;  and,  therefore, 
the  Question  before  the  House  is  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
shoold  become  the  substantive  Motion. 
We  are  anxious  to  assent  to  that  with  a 
Tiew  of  nuking  Amendments  to  it. 
What  is  our  position  as  regards  Amend- 
ments ? 

*Ub.  speaker  pointed  out  that  the 
Minister  for  Agriculture  had  moved  the 


Question,  That  the  Question  be  now 
put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  That  those  words  be  there 
added,**  put  accordingly,  and  AgneA  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bescdved,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
anundmenti  <3t  the  Zjaw  are  argeotlj  needed  to 
enable  the  tenant  to  obtain  adequate  compensa- 
tion on  the  determination  of  a  tenaooy  for  all 
agricnltoral  improTements  executed  bj  him  on 
his  holding,  to  give  greater  aecnrity  (rf  tenure 
and  fieedom  to  make  improToments,  to  eulttrate 
and  to  sell  produce  without  detrimeot  to  the 
agricultoral  value  of  the  holding,  to  abolish  the 
landlord's  right  to  diatrain  for  rent,  and  to 
simplif;  and  cheapen  thesettlement  of  compen- 
Bation  cases  and  other  differences  between  land- 
lord and  tenant. 

SopFLT, — Committee  upon  Monday 
next, 

INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  LOCAL  VETO 
(IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  124.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  witiidrawn. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  [Zordt.] 
8TAHDXNO  0RDSB8  MOT  PMVIOtJSLT 

INQUIRED  INTO  OOUPLIED  WITH. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bills,  originating  in 
the  Lords,  and  referred,  on  the  Furet 
Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  not 
previously  inquired  into,  and  which  are 
applicable  thereto,  have  been  complied 
with,  namely  : — Pontypridd  Local  Bowd 
(Gas)  Bill  [£onf«]  ;  Waterford  and 
Limerick  Railway  Bill  [^Lords']' 
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Ordered,  That  tho  Bills  be  read  a 
•econd  time. 

INTEBHBDIATK  BDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 
Copy  presented, — of  Rules  and  Pro- 
grunme  of  ExaminatioDS  for  1894  [by 
Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  tiie  Table. 

EDUCATION  {-SCIENCE  AND  ART 
SCHOOLS). 
Copy  presented, — of  Directory  (Re- 
Tiaed  to  JuDe,  1893)  with  Regulations 
for  establishing  and  conducting  Science 
and  Art  Schools  and  Classes  pjy  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 

Oopy  presented, — of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports  on  Trade  and  Finauce, 
Kos.  1222  (Berlin)  and  1223  (Rome)  [by 
Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EXCISE  SPIRIT  DUTIES  (IRELAND). 

Copy  ordered,  "  of  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  Inland  Revenue  to  the 
Treasury,  dated  tiie  6th  day  of  June, 
1893,  explaining  ui  error  ia  the  compu- 
tation of  Ireland's  contribution  to  the 
Spirit  Duty,  as  shown  in  the  *  Financial 
Relations*  Returns  of  1891  and  1893." 
—{Sir  John  HUtbert.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to^be  printed.  [No. 
248.] 

POST  OFFICE  (REVENUE  AND 
EXPENDITURE). 
Betom  ordered,  "of  Revenue  and  Es- 
penditare  of  the  Post  Office  for  each  year 
from  since  1869-70  (in  continuation  of 
Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  281,  of  Session 
189S),  and  showing  tiie  Estimate  of  the 
same  for  the  year  ended  the  31st  day  of 
March,  1898."— (i/r.  Amoid  Morley.) 


POST  OFFICE  TELEORAPHS  (REVENUE 
AND  EXPENDITURE). 

Return  ordered,  "  of  the  Revenne 
and  Expenditure  of  the  Post  Office  Tele- 
graphs for  each  year  since  the  purchise 
of  the  Telegraphs  (in  continuation  of 
Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  282,  of  Sessicm 
1892),  and  showing  the  Estimate  of  tbe 
same  for  the  jvax  ended  the  31st  day  of 
March,  1893.**— (3/r.  Arnold  Mortey.) 

CHARITABLE  TRUSTS  (RENT-CH  ARGES). 

Return  ordered,  "of  Rent-Charges 
subject  to  Charitable  Trusts,  in  the 
County  of  Wilts.,  returned  as  paid  in  the 
Reports  of  the  Commissioners  for  inqaiiy 
concerning  Charities  1819-37,  and  not 
now  paid."— (ilfr.  TAontat  Ellit.) 

POLICE  AND  SANITARY  RBOULATIUNS 
BILLS. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  reported  from 
the  Select  Committee  on  Police  and  Sani- 
tary Regulations  Bills,  That  the  parties 
promoting  the  St.  Helen's  Corporation  Bill 
had  stated  that  the  evidence  of  Frederic 
Campbell  Hnlton,  Cletk  to  the  Lanca- 
shire County  Council,  was  essential  to 
their  case ;  and  it  having  been  proved 
that  his  attendance  could  not  be  procured 
without  the  intervention  ai  the  House, 
he  had  been  instructed  to  move  that  the 
said  Frederic  Campbell  Hulton  do  attend 
the  said  Committee  upon  Tuesday  next, 
at  Twelve  of  the  clock. 

Ordered,  That  Frederic  Campbell  Hul- 
ton do  attend  the  Select  Committee  on 
Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations  Bills 
upon  Tuesday  next,  at  Twelve  of  the 
clock. 

House  adjoamed  at  a  qoarter  after  Twelve 
o'clott  till  M<mday  nect. 
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HOUSE    OF  LORDS, 
Monday^  12tk  June  1893. 


The  Lord  Brougham  and  Vaux — Took 
.    the  Oath. 
• 

1  OFFICUL   LIQUIDATORS  (IRELAND) 
^  BILL. 

^  The  Marquess  of  WATERFOED 
^  uked  the  Doble  Lord  in  charge  of  Irish 
Basioess  io  the  House,  having  giveu  him 
Q  private  notice  of  the  questiou,  whether, 
j    ir  viev  of  the  objection  which  had  been 

2  taken  to  the  Official  Liquidators  (Ire- 

I  «  land)  Bill  by  the  mercantile  classes  in  Ire- 
!  I  land,  and  also  bj  the  Incorporated  Law 
!  I   Society,   the  GovernmeDt  intended  to 

1  proceed  with  the  Bill,  which  stood  for 

the  Committee  stage  next  week  ? 
$      LoBO  ACTON :  In  eonaeqnence  of 
I,  the  opposition  which  has  arisen  to  this 
Bill  outside,  the  Government   do  not 
i'v   P'^po^  to  proceed  with  the  Bill.    I  do 
1^   not  propose,   therefore,    to   ask  your 
fl    Lordships  to  take  further  trouble  in  dig- 

I I  ctuuing  it  ;  and,  at  the  proper  time,  I 
I  ihall  be  prepared  to  move  that  the  Order 
I   be  discharged  and  the  Bill  withdrawn 

.  I   with  the  consent  of  the  House. 

!!      8ALR   OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS 

(IRBLAND)  BILL  [h.l.].— (No.  54.) 
1^  COMMITTEE. 

ft  House  agaiu  in  Committee  (according 
•*    to  Order). 

^      Clause  L 

^      Lord  ROOKWOOD  moved— 

V  In  line  8,  to  leave  out  all  tbe  words  after 
("  on")  and  insert  ("  Sundays  within  the  Metro- 
politan police  district  of  Dublin  Metropolis,  and 
within  the  Cities  of  Cork,  Limerick,  and 
Waterford,  and  the  town  of  Belfast,  shall, 
instead  of  the  hoars  now  fixetl  by  that  Act,  be 
the  boars  from  2  to  5  p.ni.") 

He  said,  it  would  be  lin  the  recollection 
ot  thor  Lordships  that  he  had  on  a  pre- 
vious occasion  moved  an  Amendment  by 
which  he  proposed  to  limit  the  hours  of 
closing  iu  the  five  exempted  cities  in 
Ireland  which  it  was  now  proposed  to 
include  io  this  Bill,  and  he  had  then 
asked  their  Lordships  not  to  agree  to 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  which  praeti- 

YOL.  XIII.   Cfourth  series.] 


cally  abolished  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors  oa  Sundays  in  those  cities. 
Since  that  time  be  had  endeavoured  to 
make  himself  acquainted  with  some  of 
the  facts  bearing  upon  the  case,  and  in- 
formation was  now  probably  in  their 
Lordships*  possession  which  showed  that 
there  was  still  a  very  strong  feeling  in 
those  cities  on  this  question.  He  had 
already  said — and  he  still  maintained  the 
opinion — that  unless  there  was  practical 
unanimity  with  r^ard  to  questions  of  this 
kind  the  attempt  to  cany  out  restrictive 
legislation  meant  more  often  than  not 
the  defeat  of  the  very  object  in  view ;  and 
he  asserted  that  the  evidence  which 
they  had  in  other  cases  only  tended  to 
prove  that  restrictions  of  this  sort 
carried  to  excess  against  tbe  wishes  even 
of  a  strong 'minority  often  led  to  the 
creation  of  secret  drinking,  which,  unfor- 
tunately, took  the  place  of  more  open  and 
legitimate  forms  of  drinking.  Since  the 
last  occasion  on  which  this  question  had 
been  discussed  in  their  LoTdahipe'  House, 
in  the  City  of  Dublin  itself — although  he 
regretted  to  learn  that  the  Lord  Arch- 
bishop of  Dublin  took  a  contrary  view- 
there  bad  beeu  meetings  which  had  ex- 
pressed their  views  and  their  opinions 
on  this  subject.  The  Corporation  of  the 
City  of  Dublin  had,  by  a  majority 
of  Z5  to  5,  decided  to  oppose  the  ex- 
tension of  the  Bill  to  their  city.  He 
believed  the  Trades  Council  in  that 
city  had  come  to  the  same  conclusion, 
and  also  that  the  North  Dublin  Poor 
Law  Union  had,  by  a  large  majority, 
taken  the  same  view.  At  the  mass 
meeting  held  the  other  day  at  the  Rotunda 
to  consider  this  question  a  very  strong 
minority  opposed  the  extension  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  to  Dublin.  The 
noble  Lord  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill 
had  intimated  to  their  Lordships  that  tu 
case  ttte  Amendment  was  carried  he 
should  move  that  the  City  of  Belfast 
should  be  exempted  from  it,  so  that  that 
city  would  come  within  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill.  Even  in  Belfast  there  was  a 
very  strong  opposition,  as  was  evidenced 
tliut  day  by  the  Petition  from  that  city, 
signed  by  ld,000,  presented  by  the  noble 
Earl  (tbe  Earl  of  Wemyss),  and  he  uliio 
held  in  his  hand  a  telegram  from  Belfast  in 
which  the  sender  of  tbe  telegram  stated 
that  he  had  interviewed  Mr.  Macarthy, 
the  senior  Resident  Magistrate  iu  Belfast, 
and  Mr.  Singletou,  the  Chl^f  Commis- 
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sioner  of  Police,  and  they  were  opposed 
to  total  Sunday  closing  for  Belfast, 
and  regarded  the  present  state  of  affairs 
there  as  most  satisfactory.  They  also 
meutioued  the  Petitiou  which  had  been 
presented  to  their  Lordships.  Even  in 
Belfast,  which  was  supposed  to  be  the 
one  town  thoroughly  in  favour  of  the 
operation  of  the  Bill,  the  unanimity  in 
support  of  the  measure  was  not  so  great 
as  to  lead  him  to  suppose  that  the  experi- 
ment ought  to  be  tried  in  all  its  full 
force.  The  Amendment  which  he  had 
reatured  to  propose  restricted  the  exist- 
ing hours  in  force  in  all  large  towns — 
that  they  should  be  practically  exempted 
from  the  Act  extending  otherwise  over 
the  whole  of  Ireland,  but  that  the  hours 
of  opening  on  Sundays  should  be  cur- 
tailed only  by  two  hours.  It  would 
practically  leave  those  towns  as  they 
were  at  present,  merely  with  the  limita- 
tions of  the  hours  in  future  from  2  to  5 
oVlock.  He  believed  that  would  be  a 
proper  aud  wholesome  restriction  on  the 
time  for  selling  intoxicating  liquors  iu 
those  places,  and  that,  at  the  same  time, 
it  would  prevent  that  opposition  which 
might  eveotnally  be  fatal  to  the  object 
which  the  Bill  had  in  view.  He,  there- 
fore, begged  to  move  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  moved, 

Id  line  8,  to  leave  oat  all  the  words  after 

S'  on ")  anfl  insert  ('*  SandavB  within  the 
Eetropolitan  police  district  of  Dublin  Hetro- 
polis,  and  within  the  Cities  of  Cork,  Limerick, 
and  Waterford,  and  the  town  of  Belfast,  shall, 
instead  of  the  hour  now  fixed  by  that  Act,  be 
the  hours  from  2  to  5  p.m.")  -  (^The  Lt>rd  linok- 
woodJ) 

•Lord  PLUKKET  (Archbishop  of 
Dublin)  said,  he  could  not  see  his  wav 
to  assent  to  the  Amendment  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord.  This  Bill  dealt  with  an 
Irish  question  and  with  local  interests, 
especially  as  regarded  the  City  af  Dublin, 
which  it  was  proposed  to  exempt  from 
its  operation.  The  Debate  had  been 
adjourned  in  order  that  their  Lordships 
might  obtain  further  information  with 
regard  to  the  whole  question,  and  especially 
with  reference  to  the  five  cities  men- 
tioned. In  the  meantime,  as  they  had 
heard  from  the  noble  Lord,  information 
had  been  supplied,  but  of  a  very  conflict- 
ing character.  He  had  himself  met  one 
noble  Lord  who  had  said  that  to  him  it 
appeared  that  there  had  been  unanimity 
on  both  sides.    He  thought  that  their 

Lord  Rookwood 


Lordships  would,  therefore,  listen  to  one 
who,  as  an  Irishman  and  as  connected  with 
one  of  those  cities,  would  like  to  plead 
the  cause  of  that  city,  aud  to  show  why, 
in  his  opinion,  it  should  not  be  exempted 
from    the     full    advantages    of  the 
Bill.      He  was   a   citizen  of  Dublin. 
Fifty  years  of  his  life  had  been  passed  in 
that  city  ;  and  as  a  public  man,  and  one 
who  he  hoped  had  an  interest,  not  merely 
in  the  welfare  of  the  Church  with  which 
he  was  officially  connected,  but  also  of 
the  community  at  large,  he  bad  come  into 
contact  with  a  great  number  of  his  fellow- 
citizens,  and  be  had,   he  ventured  to  i 
think,  the  confidence  of  a  great  many  of 
those  who  were  interested  in  the  cause  of 
temperance  apart  from  any  question  of 
religion  or  politics.    Upon  the  occasion 
of  the  laying  of  the  first  stone  of  the 
memorial  to  that  great  apostle  of  temper-  , 
ance,  that  noble  priest  who  would  ever  | 
be  remembered  in  Ireland  as  having  done 
more  than  uiyone  else  to  forward  the 
cause — he  meant  Father  Hathew — and 
again  on  the  occasion  of  the  nnveiting  of 
his  statue,  those  who  had  the  manage- 
ment of  the  proceedings  had  been  kind 
enough  to  ask  him  to  take  a  pronainent 
part  in  those  ceremonies.    He  himself,  ' 
therefore,  did  not  speak  on  this  question 
in  any  spirit  of  partisanship,  either  as 
regarded  religious  or  political  matters. 
As  far  as  he  had  conversed  with  his 
fellow-citizens  on  this  subject,  he  had  no 
doubt  whatever  that  the  vast  majority  of 
the  citizens  of  Dublin,  exoluding  one 
class  of  the  community  who  might  be 
expected  to  take  a  different  view  of  the 
question,  were  earnestly  desirous  that  the 
City  of  Dublin  should  not  be  exempted 
from  the  full  privileges  conferred  by  the  | 
Bill.    Reference  bad  been  made  to  certain  | 
meetings  which  had  been  held.    One  of  \ 
those  meetings  was  that  of  the  Trades  ^ 
Council,  which  consisted  of  a  number  of  i 
delegates  elected  by  a  large  constituency ;  | 
but  he  did  not  think  that  when  they  were  j 
elected  on  the  Council  this  question  was  | 
before  the  electorate  ;  and  there  appeared 
in  one  of  the  Dublin  newspapers  a  few 
days  ago  an  indignant  letter  from  a  work- 
ing man  who  complained  that  before  this 
meeting  was  held  no  notice  had  been 
given  to  the  members  of  the  Societies  of 
which  the  delegates  were  the  representa- 
tives.   There  had  also  been  a  meeting 
of     the     Corporation.      He  doubted 
whether,  when   the^^embens  of  the 
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Cwpontion  were  elected,  this  question 
vas  before  the  constitaenta.    In  any 
ease  there  were  on  the  Corporation  a 
verj  large  number  of   publicans.  He 
did  not  for  a  moment  suppose  that  tfaejr 
were   actuated   by  any  sordid  motive 
whatever,  or  that  they  said  or  did  that 
which  they  did  not  believe  to  be  essen- 
tially right ;  bat  in  some  way  or  other 
they  might  reasonably  be  supposed  to  be 
unconsciously  biased  in  adopting  a  certain 
course.    He  did  not  ignore  the  signifi- 
cance of  those  meetings,  bat  he  thought 
Uiat  the  considerations  which  he  urged 
ongbt  to  be  present  to  their  Lordships* 
minds  when  they  weighed  them  against 
other  manifestations  that  had  taken  place 
since  the  question  was  last  considered. 
Among  those  manifestations  was  a  meet- 
ing of  a  bona  fide  working  men^s  Society, 
which  unaaimously  passed  a  resolution 
in  favour  of  Dublin  being  included  in 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill.    There  was 
^Douier  meeting  at  which  some  1,500 
were  present,  mainly  working  men,  and, 
in  a  paper  which  had  been  supposed 
by  some  to  be  antagonistic  to  the  cause, 
the  resolution  passed  was  described  as 
being  passed   practically  unanimously, 
there  being  only  70  or  80  dissentients. 
But  he  would  poiM  to  what  seemed  to 
him  to  be  a  surer  test.    A  plebiicite  was 
taken  of  the  citizens  of  Dublin  10  years 
ago.    A  number  of   reepectable  and 
trustworthy  men  were  sent  to  every  tene- 
Duent  house,  and  they  left  papers  asking 
whether  or  not  the  occupant  was  in 
favoor  of  full  Sunday  closing  being  ex- 
tended to  all  these  five  cities.  The 
messenger  used  no  influence  and  had  no 
interviews  ;  but  when  a  week  afterwards 
he  called  for  the  replies,  the  result  was 
found  to  be  upwards  of  34,000  in  favour 
of  Sunday  closing  in  all  its  fulness  to 
the   City  of   Dublin,  and   only  8,000 
against.    Another  test,  and  a  touching 
one,  was  contained  iu  a  telegram  which 
had  just  reached  him  from  the  grocers* 
and  victuallers'  assistants,  who  yesterday 
passed  a  resolution  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
being  extended  to  Dublin,  notwithstand- 
ing that  they  must  have  had  before  them 
the  possibility  of  getting  into  disfavour 
with   their  employers.    Their  position 
was  a  very  trying  one.    Whereas  the 
ordinary    number    of    working  hours 
in  the   week  was  64,  the  number  of 
working    hours    for    those  assistants 
was   101.    Such  an  appeal  ought  to 


touch  a  chord  in  some  hearts,  and  their 
Lordships  ought  to  try,  if  possible,  to 
procure  for  these  hard-worked  men  some 
little  rest  on  one  day  of  the  week  at 
least.  In  the  resolutions  which  were 
passed  on  the  other  side  there  was  not  in 
any  case  a  repudiation  of  the  principle  of 
Sunday  closing,  but  merely  a  protest 
against  its  being  extended  to  Dublin  at 
the  present  time.  The  fear  was  that  the 
closing  of  the  public-houses  might  lead 
to  secret  drinking  in  dubs  on  an  ex- 
tensive scale.  But,  even  supposing  it 
were  not  possible  i^ter  the  passing  of 
the  Bill  to  reach  bogus  clubs,  and  to 
extinguish  them  by  further  legislation, 
he  should  consider  it  a  thousandfold 
leas  mischievous  to  the  interests  of  the 
community  at  large  that  there  should  be 
drinking  in  bogus  clubs  than  in  the  open 
public-houses ;  and  for  this  reason — 
bogus  clubs  would  be  frequented  by  those 
whom  their  Lordships  might  regard  as 
belonging  to  the  class  of  deliberate 
drinkers — men  who,  in  spite  of  any 
legislation,  would  find  some  way  ot 
gratifying  their  propensities.  The  open 
public-houses,  on  the  other  hand,  were 
frequented  not  merely  by  the  deliberate 
drinkers,  but  by  a  multitude  of  persons 
who  never  intended  to  drink  to  excess. 
It  was  for  this  class  of  men  that  they 
ought  to  feel  the  strongest  sympathy — 
men  who  went  forth  in  the  morning 
with  no  intention  whatever  to  fall  into 
temptation;  but  who  were  allured  by  the 
bright  lights  and  other  attractions  of 
the  public-house,  and  who  afterwards 
loathed  not  only  the  sin  into  which 
they  had  fallen,  but,  as  in  the  analogous 
case  of  open  gaming  houses,  the 
place  and  the  surroundings  which  had 
led  to  their  fall.  What  appeared 
to  him  to  be  so  strange  was  that 
it  should  be  thought  necessary,  because 
of  the  existence  of  bogus  clubs,  or  the 
fear  of  them  in  the  future,  that  their 
Lordships  should  decline,  when  it  was 
in  their  power,  to  pass  this  Bill  with  refer- 
ence to  Sunday  closing  in  other  respects. 
By  passing  the  Bill  their  Lordships 
would  assert  it  to  be  a  duty  of  the  State  to 
interfere  in  preventing  the  evil  results  of 
intemperance  on  the  Lord's  Day,  and  the 
establishment  of  that  principle  would 
make  it  all  the  easier  afterwards  to 
extend  it  to  any  clubs  which  might 
seek  to  evade  the  law.  He  looked  upon 
further  legislation  with  regard  to  these 
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bogus  clubs  Bfl  being  the  necessary 
corollary  <tf  the  Bill.  He,  therefore, 
conld  not  see  why  any  of  the  cities 
should  be  exempted  from  the  advantages 
of  the  Bill.  It  was  illogical  that  great 
cities,  above  all,  should  be  exempted 
from  these  privileges  ;  because  it  was 
in  them  that  the  evils  of  intemper- 
ance  were  most  to  be  seen.  In  a  great 
city  it  was  also  easier  for  the  working 
man  to  obtain  his  refreshment  at  home. 
He  would,  therefore,  implore  their  Lord- 
ships on  this  occasion,  in  the  interests  of 
the  community  at  large,  and  especially 
of  the  working  man,  to  extend  the  ad- 
vantages of  this  Bill  to  all  five  cities 
without  restriction  or  reservation  of  any 
kind. 

The  Eahl  of  HOWTH  said,  that, 
like  the  most  rev.  Prelate,  he  might 
almost  call  himself  a  citizen  of  Dublin, 
for  he  resided  close  to  it,  and  took  a  deep 
interest  in  its  welfare.  He  was  thoroughly 
in  support  of  the  principle  which  the 
Bill  embodied,  and  also  desired  to  support 
Lord  Bookwood^s  Amendment,  with  a 
ngret  that  the  noble  Lord  had  not  sub- 
stituted two  hours  instead  of  three  as  the 
period  for  the  public-houses  remaining 
open.  The  people  of  Dublin  had  beautiful 
recreation  grounds — the  Phoenix  Park, 
St.  Stephen's  Green,  and  the  Dublin 
Sands — and  it  was  very  hard  that  on 
Sundays,  when  walking  out,  they  should 
not  have  the  opportunity  of  takiug 
refreshmeuts.  Leaving  the  public-houses 
open  for  two  hours,  from  2  to  4'  or 
from  8  to  5,  would  stilt  give  the 
aasistfuits  a  half-holiday;  and  they 
would,  therefore,  be  better  off  than  at 
present.  Another  point  to  be  considered 
was  the  natural  disposition  of  the  Irish 
people ;  and  to  prevent  au  Irishman 
passing  a  convivial  hour  with  friends, 
even  in  a  public-house,  would  be  to  him 
a  worse  deprivation  than  it  would  be  to 
an  Englishman  or  Scotchman.  He, 
therefore,  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
agree  to  Lord  Rookwood's  Amend- 
ment. 

•The  Eahl  op  WEMTSS  reminded 
the  House  that  he  had  proposed  on  the 
Report  to  more  that  Dublin,  Cork,  and 
Bel&st  should  be  altogether  exempted 
from  the  Bill ;  but  he  had  not  received 
the  necessary  information  until  this 
morning  with  regard  to  the  state  of 
feeling  in  those  places,  and  had,  there- 
forCf  been  prevented  from  giving  the 
Lord  Plunhet 


requisite  notice.  Limerick  and  Water- 
ford  had  given  no  expression  of  opinion 
as  to  their  being  included  in  the  Bill, 
and,  therefore,  there  was  no  reason  why 
they  should  be  exempted  ;  but,  as  re- 
garded Dublin,  Cork,  and  Belfast,  the 
case  was  wholly  different.  The  most 
rev.  Prelate  had  said  the  feeling  was 
unanimous  in  Dublin,  with  the  exception 
of  a  certain  class,  whom  he  no  doubt 
regarded  as  "  pariahs  "  ;  but  perhaps  he 
was  not  aware  that  a  Petition,  freely 
signed  by  20,000  wwking  men  in  Dublin 
— signatures  not  obtained  hy  canvassing, 
but  by  free  signature — had  been  present^ 
against  the  Bill.  In  opposition  to  that, 
the  most  rev.  Prelate  read  a  letter  from  a 
working  man  in  favour  of  the  BiU.  As 
regarded  t\ie  plebiscite  10  years  ago,  when 
there  were  only  8,000  against  this 
principle,  there  were  now  20,000. 
Apparently  the  most  rev.  Prelate  would 
take  the  bogus  clubs,  where  any  number 
of  men  might  be  corrupted,  under 
his  patronage.  On  the  Third  Reading 
he  should  certainly  move  the  exemption 
of  those  three  towns. 

Lord  PLUNKET  said,  that,  so  far 
from  takiug  the  bogus  clubs  under  bis 
protection,  he  and  those  with  whom  he 
was  acting  wore  especially  desirous  of 
bringing  about  their  extinction. 

•TuE  Eael  op  MEATH  said,  that 
since  the  last  occasion  on  which 
this  Bill  was  before  the  House,  he 
had  been  closely  watching  the  feeling  in 
Dublin,  and  he  certainly  could  not  agree 
that  it  was  unanimously  iu  favour  of 
the  Amendment. 

•The  Earl  op  WEMYSS  said,  he  had 
pointed  out  that  the  Petition  he  had 
presented  against  the  Bill  was  signed  by 
20,000. 

•The  Earl  of  MEATH  said,  as  far  as 
he  had  been  able  to  make  out,  public 
opinion  iu  Dublin  was  very  much  against 
the  Amendment.  Iu  fact,  he  had  been 
blamed,  as  an  owner  of  property  there, 
for  his  willingness  to  come  to  a  com- 
promise in  the  matter ;  and  he  had 
received  several  resolutions  passed  by 
important  bodies.  The  noble  Lord  ou 
the  Cross  Benches  seemed  to  forget  that 
this  country  was  largely  governed  by 
public  meeting,  and  at  a  public  meeting 
in  Dublin  an  enormous  majorilv  had 
declared  in  favour  of  the  Bill  as  it  stood. 
No  doubt,  20,000,  or,  if  necessary, 
30,000,  signatures  could  I;^  obtained  to 
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Petitions  left  at  public-houses  for  that 
purpose;  but  that  would  only  show  there 
Was  A  large  number  of  hard  drinkers  in 
Dublin.  He  had  himself  presented 
a  Petition  from  the  Commiesionera  of  the 
Killinej  and  Baliybrack  Township,  which 
vas  partly  within  the  Dublia  Metro- 
politan District,  in  faTOur  of  the  Bill, 
and  had,  besides,  received  several  resolu- 
tions and  letters  expressing  similar 
opinion.  He  therefore  protested  against 
the  Amendment. 

•Lord  O'NEILL  moved  to  omit  («  Bel- 
fast") from  the  Amendment,  because 
in  that  town  the  general  feeling  was 
strongly  in  favour  of  total  Sunday  closing. 
Judging  from  the  large  number  of 
Petitions  and  Resolutions  that  had  been 
adopted  in  Belfast,  be  could  nut  help 
thinking,  in  spite  of  Petitions  ou  the 
other  side,  that  the  great  bulk  of  feeling 
was  in  faronr  of  Sunday  closing  in  that 
city.  It  had  been  stated,  and  not  contra- 
dicted, that  there  were  no  bogus  clubs  in 
Belfast.  At  a  meeting  of  the  Belfast  Cor- 
poration, held  I  St  J  line,  a  large  and  repre- 
sentativedeputation  attended,  amoug  them 
the  President  of  the  Belfast  Chamber  of 
Commerce  and  Archdeacon  Seaver,  also 
the  President  of  the  Methodist  Assembly 
and  Congregation.  A  meeting  of  several 
thousands  of  the  working  classes  had 
also  been  held  at  the  Custom  House. 
He  moved  the  omission  of  the  City  of 
Belfast  from  the  Amendment,  so  that 
that  city  might  come  under  the  full 
operation  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  moved,  to  omit  ("  Bel- 
fast ")  from  the  Amendment. — (  The  Lord 

•Loud  ASHBOURNE  said,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  Bill  was 
regarded  with  great  and  sympathetic 
interest  in  Ireland  generally,  whatever 
differences  of  opinion  there  might  be  as 
to  some  of  its  proposals.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  that  Sunday  closing  had  so 
far  worked  extremely  well ;  and  there 
had  been  a  good  deal  of  discussion  with 
regard  to  the  exempted  cities.  Within 
the  last  few  years  there  had  been  an 
inquiry  by  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  under  the  Presidency  of  Mr. 
Madden,  now  Mr.  Justice  Madden,  who 
drew  up  a  Report  embodying  the  pro- 
posals contained  in  Lord  Itookwood's 
Amendment  to  shorten  the  hours  of 
Sunday  opening  in  the  five  exempted 


I  cities.  Personally,  he  was  in  favour  of 
'  Sunday  closing  ;  but  he  wished  to  pro- 
I  ceed  prudently  ;  and  he  was  anxious  to 
see  the  Bill  leave  that  House  in  the  form 
that  would  give  it  the  best  chance  of 
passing  into  law.  There  was  great  force 
in  the  arguments  of  the  most  rer.  Primate 
of  Irelfti^ ;  and  they  were  presmt  to  the 
minds  of  the  Committee  which  con- 
sidered the  proposals  of  Mr.  Justice 
Madden.  He  was  disposed  to  think  it 
was  best  to  proceed  prudently,  and  to 
adopt  the  Amendment  of  Lord  Rookwood, 
subject  to  considering  the  Amendment  of 
Lord  O'Neill  for  striking  out  the  City  of 
Belfast,  where  much  local  feeling  seemed 
to  be  in  favour  of  bringing  that  city 
under  the  operation  of  the  Bill. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  th« 
COUNCIL  AND  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (The  Earl  of 
Eihberlbt)  :  My  Lords,  no  doubt  this 
is  a  Bill  with  which  it  is  not  verv  easy 
to  deal,  because,  as  the  most  rev.  Prelate 
said,  there  is  (what  I  am  afraid  is  not  a 
usual  state  of  circumstances  in  Ireland) 
an  unanimous  opinion  on  both  sides. 
That  places  its  in  some  difBculty  ;  but, 
upon  the  whole,  I  am  disposed  to  agree 
with  the  uoble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Ashbourne).  I  feel  great  sympathy 
with  the  objects  of  this  Bill.  We  desire 
to  see  the  Act  made  perpetual,  and  in 
such  a  way  as  to  meet  as  far  as  possible 
the  real  desires  of  the  people  of  Ireland  ; 
and  we  rather  regret  that  there  is  not 
that  unanimity  on  one  side  which  we  are 
accustomed  to  look  for.  It  is,  indeed, 
more  than  doubtful  whether  we  ought  to 
enact  the  Bill  in  its  present  form,  in- 
cluding the  five  towns.  Upon  the  other 
points  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  serious 
difference  of  opinion.  I  think  we  should 
do  wisely  to  accept  the  Amendment  to 
Lord  Bookwood*s  Amendment,  by  which 
Belfast  would  remain  entirely  within  the 
purview  of  the  clanse,  and  not  be  ex- 
empted.  I  know  there  is  a  difference  of 
opinion  in  that  city  ;  but  on  the  whole, 
from  the  best  information  we  have  been 
able  to  secure,  there  is  really,  I  think,  a 
state  of  feeling  in  Belfast  which  warrants 
us  in  including  that  city  within  the  com- 
plete Sunday  closing  provisions  of  the 
Bill.  With  regard  to  Dublin,  it  is  clear 
there  is  not  the  same  unanimity,  and  I 
have  received  a  resolution  passed  bj  the 
Dublin  Municipal  Council  deprecating 
that  city  being  included  f^^thsiBill. 
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As  to  Cork,  Wmtertrndt  and  Limerick,  I 
cannot  ta^  that  I  am  in  po«e»ion  of 
fall  infonnatiou.    There  appears  to  be 

a  desire  in  Cork  for  stringent  provisions ; 
but  I  cannot  say  how  far  that  is  genera!. 
Subject  to  what  I  have  said,  I  should 
not  oppose  Lord  Rookwood's  Amend- 
ment, which  would  allow  the  opening  of 
public-houses  for  a  short  period  in  the 
exempted  cities. 

Lord  BOOKWOOD  declared  that  he 
could  not,  consistendy  with  what  he  had 
already  aaid,  accept  the  proposal  to  ex- 
empt Belfast  from  the  scope  of  the 
Amendment.  The  city  was  by  no  means 
unanimous  in  favour  of  the  Bill ;  at  all 
events,  15,000  of  the  inhabitants  were 
opposed  to  it,  while,  at  a  meeting  of  the 
City  Council  held  to  consider  the  Bill, 
oat  of  20  members  present  1 1  voted  in 
fovonr  of  it,  two  against,  and  seven  de- 
clined to  vote  at  all.  There  was  some 
groDDd  to  fear,  too,  that  if  Sunday 
doeing  were  made  absolute  in  Belfast 
it  would  lead  to  the  creation  of  bogus 
olnbs.   

*The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  said  he  bad 
received  an  opinion  of  the  Head  Inspector 
of  Police  of  Belfast  in  confirmation  of 
the  concluding  statement  of  Lord  Rook- 
wood  as  to  bogus  clubs,  and  that  the 
Roman  Catholic  Bishop  of  that  place 
was  opposed  to  the  Bill. 

•The  Earl  op  CRANBROOK  :  My 
Lords,  this  is  one  of  the  subjects  upon 
which  one  always  feels  coDsiderable 
difficulty  from  the  desire,  on  the  one 
hand,  to  check  intemperance,  and,  at  the 
•same  time,  not  to  do  tt  in  such  a  way  as 
to  bring  worse  evils  in  its  train.  I  am  not 
very  well  satisfied  with  the  evidence  as  to 
these  five  towns.  They  were  all  exempted 
in  the  first  instance,  and  I  certainly  do 
not  see  my  way  to  take  Belfast  out  of 
that  exemption  and  put  it  on  a  different 
footing  from  the  other  four.  The  noble 
Lord  O'Neill  did  not  himself  appear 
without  doubt  on  the  matter.  The 
noble  Lord  spoke  with  a  good 
deal  of  hesitation  as  to  the  feeling  in 
Belfast.  He  did  not  speak  with  a  strong 
ccmTiction  that  there  woald  be  no  re- 
sistance to  the  Bill.  What  they  really 
wanted  to  do  was  to  obtain  the  general 
result  of  shortening  the  hours  of  Sunday 
opening,  so  as  to  be  ready  for  further 
legislation  when  the  time  arrived  for  it. 

•Lord  PLUNKET,  having  regard  to 
what  had  been  said  in  favour  of  the 

The  Earl  of  Kimberley 


principle  of  the  Bill  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  and  as  to  its  being  prepara- 
tory for  future  legislation,  did  not  feel 
justified  iu  pressing  the  matter  to  s 
Divisiou.  He  hoped,  when  the  Bill 
came  up  on  Report,  Amendments  would 
be  introduced  still  further  shortening 
the  hoars. 

Amendment  to  the  Amendment,  on 
question,  disagreed  to. 

Original  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

ViscouKT  POWERSCOURT 
moved— 

In  pueLUne  35,  ifter  (••  boilding  ")  inttti 
("Provitfedthai  notbing  in  this  Act  abaU  in 
any  way  interfere  with  the  right  of  any  licenaed 
person  who  is  the  proprietor  or  manager  of  a 
hotel  or  restaurant,  as  defined  in  43  and  44  Vict, 
c.  20,  Sab-sections  S  and  4,  who  is  to  hare  the 
same  rights  and  pririlegea  as  he  now  has  under 
the  existing  licensing  laws.") 

He  said  the  Amendment  did  not  touch 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  it  would 
prolttbly  commend  itself  to  their  Lord- 
ships. Hotels  and  restaurants  had  not 
hiiherto  been  included  in  this  kind  (tf 
legislation,  and  he  hoped  their  Ix>rdshipe 
wonld  say  it  was  reasonable  they  afaould 
be  definitely  excepted  from  the  action  of 
the  Bill. 

Lord  O'NEILL  accepted  the  Amend- 
ment, 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

'The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  gave  notice 
that  he  should  propose  an  alternative  to 
the  provisions  of  the  clause  as  suggested 
by  Lord  Aberdare  with  r^j^ard  to  hoars. 

Clause,  as  anunded,  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  re-committed  to  ^e  Standing 
Committee  ;  and  to  be  printed  as 
amended.    ^No.  144.) 

IMPORTATION  OF  ADULTERATED 
FOOD-STOFFS. 
QrBKTlOX.  OBSEBrATIOXd. 

The  Duke  of  St.  ALBANS  asked 
Her  Majesty's  Government  whether  any 
steps  could  be  taken,  in  concert  with 
Foreign  Governments,  to  cheek,  and,  if 
possible,  prevent,  the  importation  of 
adulterated  fnoil>stufFs  CQnsigned  as  pure 
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butter,  lart],  cheese,  &c.  ?    He  said  the 
questioD  was  directed  to  an  eril  vbich 
had  arisen  in  the  application  of  the  Food 
and  Drags  Act.   At  present  the  Inspec- 
tors of  the  County  Council  inspect  butter 
at  a  couotrj  shopkeeper's,  and,  finding 
that  it  was  adulterated,  the  shopkeeper 
was  prosecuted  and  fiued.    The  shop- 
keeper said  truly  that  he  bought  it  as 
pure  of  a  wholesale  dealer,  who,  in  his 
turn,  protested  that  be  bought  it  as  pure 
of  the  foreign  merchant.     In  order  to 
show  how  much  more  severe  was  the  law 
against  adulteration  in  France  than  that 
which  prevailed  in  this  coantry,  he  men- 
tioned the  case  of  a  batter  merchant 
who,  being  convicted  at  the  Assize  Court 
at  Cberbonig  of  selling  butter  mixed 
with  margariae  as  pure  butter,  was  con 
demned  to  three  months'  impi  iaonment, 
a  fine  of  2,000f .,  and  the  payment  of  the 
costs  of  the  prosecution;  and  be  was  also 
condemned  to  the  humiliation  of  publish- 
ing,  at  his  own  expense,  the  judgment  in 
30  local  newspapers  and  of  paying  for 
posters  proclaiming  bis  misdeeds  to  be 
exhibiled  outside  the  Town  Hall,  the 
Market  Place,  and  each  one  of  his  own 
places  of  business.    He  suggested  that 
the  simplest  way  to  avoid  the  importa- 
tion of  adulterated  butter  would  be  by 
having  it  officially  examined  before  ex- 
portation.   He  held  in  his  hand  an  in- 
voice from  Hamburg  for  butter  which, 
it  was  stated,    was  guaranteed  "  pure 
batter  made  here."    This  pioved  that  it 
was  possible  to  insure  that  the  commodity 
before  sent  from  abroad  was  not  adul- 
terated.   He  hoped  that  this  very  im- 
portant question  would  receive  the  atten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
*LoRD  FLATFAIR  said,  that  accord- 
ing to  the  presout  law  for  articles  which 
were  adulterated  in  such  a  way  as  to  be 
detectable  by  the  Benses — pight,  touch, 
taste,  ur  smell — the  Customs  tried  to  give 
specific  heads.  Since  1889  a  special  list  of 
such  substances  as  imitation  cheese  and 
imitation  butter  had  been  made  by  the  Cus- 
toms, and  goods  coming  under  those  heads 
had  to  be  declared.  The  import  of  them, 
then,  was  perfectly  legal.    The  annual 
importation  of  oleo-margarine,  a  butter 
snbstitate,  was  no  less  than  3,750,000  lbs. 
Bat  the  avowed  imitations  of  butter, 
cheese,  lard,  &c.,  had  not  succeeded  in 
this  country.  In  1889  the  import  of  imi- 
tation cheese  was  1,852  cwt.,  valued  at 
£3,669;  and  in  1892  it  was  11  cwt., 


valued  at  £21.  In  1892  the  import  of 
imitation  lard  was  37,000  cwt.,  valued  at 
£57,000 ;  but  that  was  iDsignificant  be- 
side the  import  of  real  lard,  which  was 
1,239,000  cwt.,  valued  at  £2,250,000. 
Therefore,  the  present  law  protected  the 
consumer  against  gross  adulterations  by 
indicating  them  as  imitations ;  but 
against  slight  adulterations  it  did  not 
operate — for  example,  there  was  the 
factory  butter  from  Hamburg.  The 
Danish  Govemment  declared  that  it  was 
good  to  the  taste  and  smell  and  in  ap- 
pearance, though  it  contained  oleo-mar- 
gu'ine,  but  in  such  small  quantities  as  to 
be  undetectable  by  chemical  analysis. 
Oleo-margarine  was  simply  ox-batter  in- 
stead of  cow-butter,  and  95  per  cent,  of 
it  was  exactly  the  same  as  oow-butter. 
The  noble  Duke  proposed  a  Conference 
with  foreign  nations  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  the  export  of  adulterated 
foods.  As  the  noble  Duke  said,  that 
would  mean  inspecting  the  factories 
abroad  at  which  the  adulterated  foods 
were  produced.  The  corollary  to  that 
action  would  be,  if  a  oertain  number  of 
nations  jraned  a  Convention,  the  boy- 
cotting of  those  nations  which  did  not 
join  ;  and  the  experience  of  the  Sugar 
CoDvention,  with  France  remaining  out- 
side, must  have  shown  that  it  was 
perfectly  hopeless  to  try  such  a  plan. 
The  consumer  at  present  did  not  suffer 
much,  for  be  got  bis  factory  butter 
10s.  per  1001b.  cheaper  than  real  butter, 
and  it  was  quite  healthy  and  pleasant. 
Another  expedient  for  prevention  was 
to  make  the  Customs  the  universal 
analysers  of  all  food  brought  into  the 
country.  But  the  macfainerr  of  the 
Customs  was  never  intended  for  such  a 
purpose,  nor  would  it  be  advisable  to 
attempt  it.  Chemical  analyses  took 
time,  and  it  would  be  intolerable  to  think 
of  large  cousignments  of  dairy  produce, 
for  example,  being  delayed  for  the  com- 
pletion of  these  analyses.  But  the  Food 
and  Drugs  Act  and  the  Margarine  Act 
already  protected  the  consume  by  en- 
abling the  Local  Authorities  to  prevent 
the  sale  of  adulterated  food.  A  general 
examination  of  the  Customs  would  huass 
trade,  and  our  great  object  in  this  country 
was  to  leave  trade  as  free  as  possible. 
He  could  not  hold  out  to  the  noble 
Duke  any  hope  that  the  Government 
were  likely  to  ask-  for  an  International 
Convention. 
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Lord  BELPER  said,  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  hardly  appreciated  the  importance  of 
the  qnestion.  There  was  an  essential 
differenoe  between  ox-batter  and  cow- 
bnttor,  inasmuch  as  the  latter  was  made 
of  milk  and  the  former  of  fat.  The 
Mai^wine  Act  provided  that  anything 
that  was  not  pure  butter  must  be  labelled 
margarine,  and  if  that  were  not  done  in 
the  case  of  these  adulterated  food-stuffs 
there  was  a  distinct  evasion  of  the  Act. 
He  thought  the  Government  might  see 
that  some  pains  were  taken  at  the  ports 
of  entry  to  prevent  this  impure  butter 
from  being  brought  in,  not  in  the  name  of 
margarine,  but  as  pure  butter. 

[The  subject  then  dropped.] 

NORTH  8BA  FI8HERIBS  BILL.— (No.  110.) 
COUKITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order.) 

"The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  called  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  there  were 
novelties  in  the  Bill.  Clause  3  provided 
that  thefts  by  sailors,  who  were  stated  to 
be  now  in  the  habit  of  stealing  their 
owners'  gear  or  fish  and  exchanging 
them  for  drink,  should  be  punishable  by 
either  fine  or  imprisonment.  This,  he 
imagined,  was  the  first  time  that  theft 
was  made  punishable  by  fine.  He  be- 
lieved there  was  no  precedent  for  it  in 
law.  And  yet  this  Bill  was  got  through 
without  objection  on  the  part  of  anybody  ! 
Another  novelty  was  that  if  a  man  paid 
for  a  glass  of  spirits  he  was  liable  to 
be  fined.  Thus,  for  the  first  time,  the 
cnstomer  of  a  grog  shop  was  made  a 
criminal.  He  did  not  know  whether 
this  idea  came  from  Germany  or  else- 
where, but  it  was  certainly  a  prin- 
ciple that  was  absolutely  novel  in  this 
country.  Especially  should  it  be  con- 
demned as  wrong  in  these  days  when 
ideas  travelled  so  fast,  for  what  was  done 
to-day  in  the  North  Sea  might  very 
soon  be  carried  out  within  the  Kingdom. 
He  merely  called  attention  to  this  matter 
that  it  might  be  considered  in  the  Stand- 
ing Committee;  and  if,  when  it  came 
back  to  tiie  House,  no  alteration  had  been 
made,  he  should  divide  their  Lordships 
upon  it. 

•Lord  PLAYFAIR  said,  that  ou  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  he  had  ad- 
mitted that  it  was  altogether  an  excep- 
tional Bill.    But  the  evil  agajast  which 


it  was  directed  was  altogether  excep- 
tionaL  It  was  simply  to  try  and  erect  a 
barrier  between  the  devil  and  the  deep 
sea,  and  he  thought  the  noble  Earl  would 
find  there  was  no  other  remedy  for  the 
evils  which  existed  in  the  North  Sea 
than  that  which  was  contained  in  the 
Bill. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment; 
and  re-committed  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee. 

VOLUNTBKR   INSPECTIONS   IN  HTDB 
PARK. 

QDE8TI0N.  OBSEBTATIONS. 

Earl  CADOGAN  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  on  what 
grounds  it  was  decided  that  tbe  annual 
inspection  of  the  2ud  South  Middlesex 
Rifle  Volunteers  should  not  take  place  in 
Hyde  Park,  as  originally  ordered  ?  He 
said  :  My  Lords,  the  question  affects  not 
only  the  Volunteer  regiment  mentioned 
in  it,  and  with  which  I  have  the  faononr 
to  be  connected,  but  it  is  one  of  con- 
siderable importance  to  all  the  Yohmtew 
regiments  within  liie  Metropolitan  Du- 
trict.  For  the  last  25  or  30  years  the 
regiment  in  question  has  been  annually 
inspected  in  that  part  of  Hyde  Park 
which  lies  south  of  the  Serpentine  and 
extends  to  Kuightsbridge  Barracks.  At 
the  beginning  of  this  year  the  usual  cor- 
respondence took  place  between  the 
Military  Authorities  and  the  Colonel 
commanding  the  regiment  as  to  when  and 
where  the  inspection  should  take  place. 
The  result  was  that  the  inspection  was, 
at  the  request  of  the  Colonel,  fixed  for 
June  10  in  Hyde  Park.  Subsequently, 
the  Colonel  received  a  ccHnmunication 
from  the  Military  Authorities  informing 
htm  that  a  large  demonstration  would 
take  place  in  Hyde  Park  on  June  10,  and 
requesting  that  the  regiment  should  pro- 
ceed for  inspection  to  the  Guards* 
Barracks  at  Chelsea.  The  Colonel,  in 
reply,  requested  that  the  inspection 
might  not  take  place  within  the  barrack 
square  at  Chelsea,  inasmuch  as  tbe  re^- 
ment  possessed  a  very  lai^e  ground  of  their 
own  in  Kensington.  Afewdaysafterwsrds 
another  communication  arrived,  to  the 
effect  that  it  was  requested  -  that  no 
Volunteers  should  muster  at  all  either  in 
or  near  Hyde  Park  ou  June  10.  I  do 
not  in  any  way  wish  to  express  an 
opinion  adverse  to  the  holding  of  demou' 
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stratioos  ia  Hyile  Park,  for  I  consider 
there  ia  no  locality  within  the  MctropoliB 
that  i9  better  suited  for  these  demonstra- 
tions, which  I  believe  afford  pleasure 
to  a  very  large  number  of  persons,  and 
causes  no  injury  and  very  little  iucon- 
Tenience.  Hyde  Park  is  certainly  a 
more  appropriate  place  for  meetings 
tb»u  Tra^lgar  Square.  With  regard  to 
the  sabject  of  Uie  demonstration  which 
took  place  on  Saturday,  I  am  quite  sure 
that  eTery  noble  Lord  present  will 
agree  with  me  that  it  ie  impossible 
to  admire  too  much  and  too  sin- 
cerely the  attitude  of  the  members  of 
the  working  classes  who  in  such  large 
nombers  and  in  such  an  orderly  fashion 
attended  to  express  their  desire  to  get 
rid  as  much  as  possible  of  the  vice  and 
iatemperance  in  London,  and  to  support 
aoy  measures  for  the  promotion  of  tem- 
perance ;  and  I  am  also  quite  sure  that 
the  action  of  Her  Majesty's  Grovernment 
with  respect  to  the  matter  I  am  bringing 
before  your  Lordships  was  in  no  way 
dictated  by  the  fact  that  the  demonstra- 
tion was  in  favour  of  a  Bill  that  was  pro- 
moted by  the  Government  themselves, 
for  I  am  sure  they  would  have  acted  in 
the  same  way  whatever  the  object  of  the 
demonstratioD  might  have  been.  My 
object  is  to  call  attention  to  the  manner 
in  which  this  affects  the  Volunteer  Force. 
I  cannot  but  think  that  those  raiments 
which  were  ordered  for  inspection  in 
Hyde  Park  on  Saturday  were  hardly 
treated  with  proper  courtesy  and  respect. 
It  is  not  necessary  in  this  House  to 
express  admiration  for  the  self-denial 
and  patriotism  which  animates  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Volunteer  Force,  or  for  their 
great  unselfishness  with  regard  to  the 
Urge  appropriation  of  their  time  and 
money  to  the  service  of  their  country, 
and  I  venture  to  think  that  the  least  we 
ean  do  is  to  riiov  them  every  considera- 
tion, and  to  show  our  desire  to  support 
diem  in  the  efforts  they  are  making  in 
the  service  of  their  country  ;  but  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Government  whether  this 
exclusion  of  the  Volunteers  from  Hyde 
Park  is  to  take  place  on  all  future  occa- 
sions when  demonstrations  are  appointed 
to  be  held  there  ?  There  were  two  other 
regiments  excluded  from  the  Park  on 
Saturday ;  but  I  can  only  say,  on  behalf 
of  the  officers  and  men  of  the  regiment 
to  which  I  belong,  that  they  were 
deeply  disappointed  that  they  had  not 


been  afforded  the  opportunity  to  which 
they  always  looked  forward — of  being 
inspected  in  public  instead  of  on  their 
'  own  private  ground.  On  looking 
through  the  list  of  inspections  for  the 
summer,  I  find  that  on  each  Saturday 
regiments  are  ordered  for  inspection  in 
Hyde  Park,  and  that  on  Saturday, 
the  24th,  there  are  five  regiments 
ordered  to  l>e  inspected  there.  If  any 
demonstration  should  be  got  up  for  the 
24th,  or  for  any  other  Saturday,  will 
those  regiments  now  ordered  to  proceed 
thither  for  inspection  in  the  Park  be 
exclnded  and  be  relegated  to  their  own 
headquarters  ?  That  is  a  question  which 
I  think  is  worthy  the  consideration  of 
the  Grovernment.  I  am  not  acting  in 
this  matter  in  a  spirit  of  criticism,  but 
simply  wish  to  know  what  we  are  to 
expect  in  the  future.  These  demonstra- 
tions are  now  carried  out  in  a  different 
fashion  from  what  they  were  formeriy, 
for  they  are  now  held  with  the  con- 
nivance and  assistance  of  the  Home 
Office.  They  cannot,  as  I  understand, 
take  place  without  previous  communicar 
tion  with  the  Home  Office,  and  police 
protection  is  afforded  to  them.  I  am, 
therefore,  very  anxious  to  hear  from  the 
Government  that  the  Home  Office  will 
communicate  with  the  Military  Autho- 
rities with  a  view  to  making  arrange- 
ments to  prevent,  if  possible,  such 
clashing  of  fixtures  in  the  future,  and 
that,  at  all  events,  some  arrangemento 
will  be  made  whereby  the  Volunteers  will 
not  be  deprived  of  a  privilege  which 
they  value  very  highly. 

•The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  thought  that 
the  noble  Earl  had  done  good  service,  not 
only  to  his  regiment  but  to  the  nation,  by 
calling  attention  to  this  subject.  As  the 
defence  of  the  country  depended  so  much 
on  the  efficiency  of  the  Volunteer  Force, 
he  thought  it  was  in  the  interest  of  the 
efficient  training  and  drilling  of  the 
regiments  that  the  inspections  should  he 
held  in  Hyde  Park  rather  than  in  a 
barrack  square.  Speaking  as  honorary 
Colonel  of  the  London  Scottish,  he 
pointed  out  that  bis  regiment  had  also 
been  ordered  to  parade  for  in.spection  at 
Chelsea  Barracks  instead  of  in  Hyde 
Park,  as  previously  arranged.  That  the 
corps  filled  the  whole  length  of  the 
square  at  Chelsea — there  were  753  men 
on  parade  —  and  when  they  came  to 
manoeuvre  Uiey  had  to  broik  in  twa  the 
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result  beiag  that  the  regiment  wag  uot 
seen  to  advantage  or  properly  testedf  as  it 
ought  to  be.  Ibis  was  not  oulj  unfair 
to  the  regiment,  but  to  the  friends  of  the 
men  and  to  the  public.  Now  it  appeared 
that  the  VoluDteers  were  being  shunted 
into  barrack  squares  for  the  sake  of 
demonstratiouH.  He  did  not  wish  to  say 
a  word  about  the  recent  demonstration  on 
the  Local  Veto  Bill,  Bor  as  to  the  use  of 
Hyde  Park  for  the  purpose.  But  he  re- 
membered the  time  when  Hyde  Park  was 
forbidden  ground  for  such  demonstrations. 
It  wna  through  the  weakness  of  the 
Home  Secretary  of  the  time  and  the 
weakness  of  the  Park  railings  that  the 
prohibition  was  broken  down  ;  and  now 
demonBtrations  were  held  in  the  Park 
from  time  to  time,  to  the  great  incou- 
Tonience  of  street  traffic  and  tbe  injury  of 
tbe  Park  itself.  But  even  though  these 
demonstrations  were  allowed  in  tbe  Park, 
he  did  not  think  that  tbe  Volunteer 
Force  ought  to  be  shunted  iu  their  favour 
to  the  detriment  of  the  Force.  He  was 
not  quite  so  guileless  as  the  noble  Lord 
(Earl  Cadogau),  and  had  no  doubt  tliat 
it  was  because  the  demonstration  on 
Saturday  was  in  favour  of  a  Government 
Bill  that  tbe  Government  were  probably 
anxious  to  see  a  demonstration  in  its 
favour.  That  demonstration  bad  also  its 
inspecting  officer — the  head  of  the 
Opportunists  in  Europe,  tbe  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  He  had  witnessed 
the  procession,  and  be  could  say  that  it 
was  not  a  mass  of  working  men  ;  it  was 
mainly  a  procession  on  wheels,  consist- 
ing, so  far  as  he  saw  it,  of  breaks, 
banners,  bands,  and  boys,  with  no  end  of 
women  and  children,  some  of  these  being 
inftints  at  tbe  breast,  who  had  not 
reached  tbe  length  of  water.  He  hoped 
that  the  Goverumeut  would  uot  be 
deluded  into  tbe  belief  that  this  demon- 
stration, sucb  as  it  was,  was  to  be 
viewed  as  a  great  national  demonstration 
in  favour  of  the  Local  Veto  Bill.  If 
they  were,  at  any  rate,  there  would  be 
an  awakening  at  the  next  General 
Election. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Lord  Sandhurst) 
said,  he  fully  shared  the  respect  and 
admiration  which  bad  been  expressed  for 
tbe  Volunteer  Force  by  tbe  noble  Earl ;  and 
heregretted'as  much  as  the  noble  Earl  the 
inconvenience  whiob  had  been  caused  to 
the  regiment  mentioned,  as  well  as  the 

The  Earl  of  Wemys$ 


disappointment  which  they  had  8u£fored* 
The  arrangement  with  reference  to  the 
Guards'  ground  had  been  altered  owmg 
to  the  demonstration  and  tbe  inspection 
clasfoing.  As  to  the  future,  he  could 
only  say  that  tbe  Secretary  of  State  and 
tbe  other  Authorities  would,  no  doubt, 
be  guided  by  circumstances  as  they 
arose. 

•The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  :  Which 
fixture  came  first — that  of  the  regiment 
or  tbe  demonstration  ? 

Lord  SANDHURST-said,  he  did  not 
kuow  when  the  date  of  the  demonstration 
was  fixed,  nor,  indeed,  that  any  specifie 
date  had  been  fixed  for  it. 

Earl  CADOGAN  :  May  I  ask  why, 
eveu  when  it  was  found  tbe  demon- 
stration was  going  to  take  place,  the 
inspection  of  the  regiment  was  not 
allowed  to  go  on  upon  the  spot  requested 
by  tbe  Colonel — on  the  south  side  of  tbe 
Serpentine,  where  there  was  no  demon- 
stration ? 

Lord  SANDHURST  said,  his  answer 
must  be  that  the  increased  crowd  atten- 
dant upon  such  a  demonstration  rendered 
that  step  necessary. 
•The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  said,  the 
question  be  had  interjected  with  regard 
to  tbe  dates  of  fixture  was  with  the  view 
of  ascertaining  wbetber  in  future,  if  a 
demonstration  was  fixed  after  a  Volunteer 
inspection  in  tbe  Park,  the  Volunteer 
corps  would  have  precedence. 

[The  subject  then  dropped. J 

ELECTRIC  POWERS  (PBOTEOTIVB 

CLAUSE). 

Leave  given  to  the  Select  Committee 
to  hear  parties  interested,  by  themselres, 
their  counsel,  agents,  and  witnesses,  so 
far  as  the  Committee  tbink  fit :  The 
evidence  taken  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee from  time  to  time  to  be  printed  for 
tbe  use  of  the  Members  of  this  House ;  but 
no  copies  thereof  to  be  delivered,  except 
to  Members  of  tbe  Committee,  and  to 
such  other  persons  as  the  Committee 
shall  think  fit,  until  further  order. 
(No.  142.) 

isle  of  HAN  (church  BUILDING 

acts)  bill  [h.l.] 

A  Bill  to  remove  doubts  mi  to  the  appUcs- 

bilitv  of  tiie  Church  Bailding  Acts  aod  New 
PariBhee  Acts  to  the  [sleof  Man— Wasinesonted 
bj  the  Lord  Chancellor ;  Read  I*,  to  ta 
printed.  (No.  148.)        ^  . 
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OFPICUL  LIQUIDATORS  (IBELAND) 
BILL  [HA.3-(No.  43.) 

Order  of  the  5th  of  Maj  re-oonunitting 
the  BUI  to  the  Staoding  Committee, 
diachaiged. 

PRIVATE  AND  PRUVISIONAL  OBDEB 
CONPIBMATION  BILLS. 

Ordered,  That  Standiog  Orders  I^os.  72 
aod  82  be  suspended  for  the  remainder  of 
the  Session. 

I 

I  PIEB  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 

I  ORDERS  (No.  1)  BILL.— (No.  117.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

PIBB  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL.— (No.  118.) 
Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

I      LOCAL     GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  BILL. 
Read  2*  (according  to  Order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow. 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  3)  BILL.— (No.  72.) 
;        Read  2*  (according  to  Order),  aud  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow. 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL.— (No.  115.) 
Read  2*  (according  to  Order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow. 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  5)  BILL.— (No.  78.) 
Read  2»  (according  to  Order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PRGVl.'ilOS'AL 
ORDERS  (No.  9)  BILL.-(No.  llfi.) 
Read  2*  (according  to  Order),  aud  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER    (HOUSING     OF  WORKING 
CLASSES)  BILL.— (No.  114.) 
;         Read  2*  (according  to  Order),  aud  com- 
I      mitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
Hoiifle  To-morrow, 


ELECTRIC     LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL. -(No.  134.) 

Read  2*  (according  to  Order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow. 

PIER    AND    HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  3)  BILL.— (No.  128.) 

Read  2*  (according  to  Order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

PIER    AND    HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL.-(No.  129.) 

Read  2"  (accordiug  to  Order),  aud  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow. 

RAILWAY  BATES  AND  CHARGES  PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDER  (CRANBROOK 
AND     PADDOCK     WOOD  RAILWAY, 

fcC.)  BILL  (No.  130.) 

Read  2'  (accordiug  to  Order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow. 

EDUCATIONAL  PROVISIONAL  ORDER 
CONFIRMATION  (LONDON)  BILL 
[hx.]— (No.  94.) 

Read  2^  (according  to  Order). 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  6)  BILL  [H.L.]— (So.  89.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order) :  Amendments  made  :  Standing 
Committee  negatived  :  The  Report  of 
Amendments  to  be  received  To-morrow. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
OKDER  (No.  6)  BILL  [H.L.J— (No.  90.) 
House  ia  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived  : 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-moirow. 

BUUGH  POLICE  (SCOTLAND)  ACT 
(18112)  AMENDMENT  HILL. -(No.  !!.-..) 
Read  3*^  (acoonliug  to  Onler),  with  the 

Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned 

to  the  Commons. 

SEAL  FISHERY  (NORTH  PACIFIC)  BILL 
[H.L.I— (No.  132.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived  ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 
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DUCHY  OF  CORNWALL  pILL. 
Read  1%  aud  to  be  printed.  (No.  146.) 

Hotue  adjourned  at  halt  past  Six  o'clock, 
till  To-momiw,  a  quarter 
past  Ten  aclock. 


HOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 
Mondayy  12th  June  1893. 


QUE  STIONS. 


THE  BENGAL  GANJA  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  CAINE  (Bradford,  E.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  if  he  can  now  state  what  is  the 
composition  aud  Reference  of  the  Bengal 
Ganja  Commission  ? 
•The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  von  INDIA  (Mr.  George 
,  RU88ELL,  North  Beds.)  :  The  Govern- 
ment of  India  have  found  it  necessary,  in 
order  to  ensure  the  thoroughness  of  the 
inquiry,  to  consult  the  Local  Govern- 
ments both  as  to  tlie  choice  of  members 
aud  as  to  thu  terms  of  Reference.  It  is 
hoped  the  matter  will  be  settled  by  the 
end  of  the  month,  and  as  soon  as  we  have 
the  information  I  will  hand  it  to  my  hou. 
Friend. 

THE  MANDAT-CARTB. 
Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  his  atteution  has  been 
called  to  the  system  adopted  in  India, 
Switzerland,  Germany,  and  other 
countries^  of  transmitting  money  by 
means  of  the  "  mandat-carte,"  that  is,  a 
kind  of  postcard  entitling  the  addressee 
to  receive  from  the  postman  delivering  it 
the  amount  thereon  endorsed,  such 
amount  having  been  previously  deposited 
by  the  sender  at  the  office  of  issue  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  total  annual 
value  of  money-order  and  postal-order 
business  in  francs  for  each  inhabitant  is, 
in  Germany,  122f.,  in  Switzerland,  119f., 
and,  in  Great  Britain,  only  29f. ;  and 
whether  be  will  consider  the  propriety  of 
introducing  the  mandat-carte  system  in 


the  United  Kingdom  iu  the  fonn  reccuo- 

mended  by  the  Postal  Union,  or  hmik 
modification  thereof  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEY,  Nottingham,  E.) :  Tlie 
subject  referred  to  has  been  engaging 
my  attention,  but  I  have  not  yet  received 
sufficient  information  to  show  whether  it 
would  be  a  desirable  arrangement  to 
adopt  in  this  country. 

THE  GOVBRNMBNT  AND  THE  TELE- 
PHONE COMPANIES. 
Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  (Manchester, 
N.E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  what  progress  has  been  made 
under  "The  Telegraph  Act,  1892,"  in 
the  acquisition  of  the  trunk  lines  of 
telephones  from  the  Compani^,  in  the 
construction  of  additional  lines,  and  in 
the  delimitation  of  the  exchanges  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY :  In  reply  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  say  that 
there  has  been  some  delay  in  carryiug 
out  the  arrangements  which  were  the 
subject  of  discussion  l>efore  the  late 
Government  left  Office,  due  partly  to 
the  death  of  the  late  Duke  of  Marlborough, 
who  was  one  of  those  who  conducted  the 
negotiations  on  behalf  of  the  Telephone 
Companies.  Considerable  progress  has, 
however,  now  been  made,  and  the  de- 
limitation of  the  exchange  areas  has 
been  practically  completed.  I  trust  that 
the  transfer  of  the  trunk  lines  of  the 
Companies  to  the  Post  Office  will  oot  be 
long  delayed.  The  construction  of  seven 
additional  lines  by  the  Post  Office, 
including  a  submarine  telephone  cable 
to  Ireland,  has  been  completed ;  and 
progress  has  been  made  with  the  con- 
Btniction  of  main  lines  from  London  to 
12  towns  in  tlie  North,  including  Glas- 
gow and  Edinburgh, and  from  South  Wales 
and  the  South-West  of  England  lo  the  coal 
ports  on  the  north-east  coast.  These 
works  are  of  considerable  magnitude,and 
I  do  not  anticipate  that  they  will  be 
completed  before  the  end  of  the  fiuanciid 
year. 

FOREIGN  WHIPS. 

Mr.WOOTTONISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  is  aware  that,  owing  to  the  great  :m- 
portation  of  foreign  whips,  which  are 
subsequently  sold  as  British,  a  grieTous 
injury  is  inflicted  oir~thQ  ^wnltPien  em- 
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plojed  iu  whip-makiog  in  this  country  ; 
and  whether  he  will  take  immediate 
stepB  to  cause  all  imported  whips  to  be 
marked  with  their  place  of  origin  ? 

Thb  president  of  the  BOARD 
or  TRADE  {Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
I     Brightaide)  :  Whips  not  being  separated 
f     from  other  articlea  of  leathern  niaiiu- 
!     facture  on  the  import  lists,  I  do  not 
I     know   bow    many   are   imported.  If 
j     foreign  whips  are  sold  as  British  the 
Yendors  come  imder  the  provisions  of 
the  Merchandise  Marks  Act.    I  have  no 
power  to  compel  the  marking  of  anv 
article  of  merchandise. 

THE  CKNTRAL  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE. 

Mb.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Romford)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  if 
he  will  state  the  umnl>er  and  rank  of  the 
officers  in  the  Controller's  Office  at  the 
Central  Telegraph  Office ;  if  it  is  his  iutou- 
tion  to  continue  to  fill  vacancies  iu  that 
I  office  by  officers  already  within  the 
I  office,  excluding  clerks  on  the  staff  out- 
side the  office,  who  may  be  many  years 
senior  and  as  efficient  as  those  now 
within  the  Controller's  Office  ;  and  whe- 
ther he  will  state  the  nature  of  the  steps, 
if  any,  taken  to  ascertain  whether  clerks 
f  poBsees  the  special  qualifications  alleged  to 
be  necessary  to  fnlfil  the  duties  in  that 
office  ? 

Mr.  A.  MORLEY  :  As  I  informed 
the  hon.  Member  in  answer  to  a  question 
OD  May  11,  the  ControUerV  Office  has  uo 
separate  classificatiou,  but  the  Controller 
selects  from  the  general  bmly  of  officers 
the  best  men  he  can  find.  Thereareat  the 
present  time  10  such  officers — four  rank- 
ing as  Superintendents,  two  as  Assistant 
Superintendents, one  Senior  Telegraphist, 
and  three  Telegraphists  of  the  First 
Clatts.  In  answer  to  the  second  and 
third  paragraphs,  iu  the  event '  of 
vacancies  occurring,  they  will  be  tilled  in 
the  future,  as  iu  the  past,  by  the  selection 
of  men  who  are  considered  best  fitted  to 
perform  the  duties  which  require  sj^eclal 
qualifications  and  experience. 

t:ib  galway  and  clifdkn  line. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireluud  wlntther  all 
the  money  has  yet  been  advanced  by  the 
Treasury  as  a  free  grant  to  the  Midland 
Great  Western  Railway  Company  of 
Ireland,  contractors  with  the  Treasury 
for  the  coDstructton  of  the  Galway  aud 


Clifden  Line  ;  whether  the  Government 
pay  out  of  the  balance  iu  their  hands,  or 
compel  the  contractors  to  pay,  the  wages, 
about  £800,  due  to  the  staff  carmeu  and 
others ;  whether  the  Goverameut  is 
aware  that  the  Midland  Great  Western 
Company  retained  in  their  bands  reten- 
tion money  from  their  sub-contractor 
over  £7,000,  and  seized  on  bis  engines, 
horses,  rails,  wagons,  &c.,  valued  at 
£16,000,  making,  with  work  not  paid  for 
as  alleged,  in  all  about  £30,000  ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  only  about  £3,000 
was  paid  by  the  Midland  Great  Western 
Railway  Company  to  labourers,  amd  that 
great  discontent  exists  among  the 
employes  of  the  Company  ;  and  whether 
be  will  make  inquiries  into  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  ?  ' 
•The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  IIiBKEKT,  Oldham)  : 
There  was  paid  up  to  3rd  May,  1893, 
the  sum  of  £165,219,  and  the  balance 
remaining  is  £99,381.  The  (iovernmeut 
cannot  interfere  between  the  Midland 
Great  Western  Railway  Company  aud 
the  labourers  employed  by  it  or  its  agents. 
I  have  no  information  as  to  the  circum- 
stances alleged  in  paragraphs  3  and  4, 
nor  do  I  consider  it  my  duty  to  make 
inquiries,  particularly  as  I  understand 
that  legal  proceediugB  are  pending. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby)  : 
May  1  ask  if  the  engineer  who  has  to 
pass  theaccouutsof  the  contractor  is  per- 
mitted to  have  a  pecuniary  interest  in  the 
contract  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  that  question. 

A  LIVERPOOL  POSTAL  GRIEVANt^E. 

Mb,  HENNIKER  HEATON  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  if  he  will 
explain  why  the  annual  leave  of  absence 
of  Mr.  Lascelles,  a  sorting  clerk  at 
Liverpool,  has  been  suspended,  although 
llic  official  medical  officer  has  certified 
that  tiie  health  of  this  clerk  will  prolmbly 
snffer  in  cousequonoe,  and  that  15  months 
have  elapsed  since  be  was  previously  on 
leave  of  absence ;  whether  suspeusiou  of 
leave  is  a  punishment  opposed  to  the 
RuIcR  of  the  Department ;  and  whether 
he  will  esercis  his  discretion  to  remove 
the  suspension  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  1  am  informed 
that  the  medical  officer  at  Liverpool  has 
made  110  such  Report  as  that  stated  in 
the  question.  Mr.  Lascelles  took,  a 
promiuent  part  som^,tiiQOMa8>(ft^gl& 
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trauijactioiiB  which  iuvolved  serjoiia 
breach  of  discipUue;  and  after  very  care- 
ful cousideratioD  of  all  the  factst  I  decided 
tbat,  in  view  of  his  expressions  of  regret 
as  au  alternative  to  a  more  serious  punish- 
ment, his  leave  of  absence  should  not  be 
granted  without  special  authoritj.  My 
answer  to  the  »ecoud  and  third  paragraphs 
are  in  the  negative. 

THE  NEW  BATTLE-SHIPS. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  (Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  if  he  can  now  give  in  a 
Memorandum  the  dimensions,  cost,  &c., 
of  the  two  battle-ships  to  be  laid  down 
this  year ;  and  whettter  the  designs  of 
the  two  proposed  Urge  cruisers  will  be 
complete  aud  mule  kuowu  to  the  House 
I>eFore  the  discusi^ioD  on  Navy  Estimates 
is  resumed  ? 

The  SECRKTARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kav-Shuttleworth, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  The  Memoran- 
dum as  to  battle-ships  will  probably  be 
presented  in  two  or  three  weeks,  as  the 
designs  are  now  in  the  final  stages.  The 
designs  for  the  two  large  cruisers  are  uot 
yet  sufficiently  advanced  to  give  par- 
ticulars, but  I  adhere  to  the  promise 
already  given  to  Furnish  them. 

SUNDAY  DRINKING  IN  WALES. 

Mr.  J.  ROBERTS  (Denbighshire, 
W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
practice  uf  Sunday  drinking  in  the  open 
air  at  Cardiff ;  whether  he  is  aware  that, 
with  the  view  of  testing  the  legality  of 
this  proceediug,  a  summons  was  recently 
issued  against  James  Donovan,  who  was 
charged  with  selliug  beer  by  retail,  iu 
contravention  of  Section  3  of  "  The 
Lieeusiug  Act,  1872";  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Stipendiary  Magistrate 
who  tried  t'.ie  case  'llsmissed  tlie  sum- 
mons oil  the  ground  that  the  defendant 
and  his  associates,  by  assembling  to- 
gether under  such  circumstances,  and  by 
subscribing  money  for  the  purchase  of 
beer  which  w^as  consumed  on  the  spot, 
constituted  theniselvrs  into  a  bon&  fide 
club  ;  that  the  transaction  was  not  a  sale 
of  '.or,  and  that,  therefore,  no  breach 
of  the  Licensing  Act  was  committed  ; 
whether  he  ha!<  been  informed  that  this 
decision  has  had  a  serious  effect  upon  the 
continuance  of  this  evil,  and  that  further 
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test  cases  have  been  brought  forward; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  ue  importut 
consequences  of  the  decision  in  refennce 
to  the  operation  of  the  Walsh  Sunday 
Closing  Act,  he  will  give  his  view  (rfthe 
law  upon  the  point  ? 

The  SECRETARY  or  STATE  foe 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  have  had  mv 
attention  called  to  this  case,  and  ban 
received  from  the  Stipendiary  Magis- 
trate a  copy  of  his  Judgment.  It  appean 
from  it  that  he  was  of  opinion  that  to 
authorise  a  conviction  there  must  bare 
been  a  sale  by  retail,  and  the  defendant  I 
must  have  been  proved  to  be  the  seller, 
and  that  he  did  not  consider  that  eilber 
of  these  points  had  been  established.  Id 
his  view,  the  defendant  was  merely  ft  i 
distributor  of  liquor  provided  by  a  fiiDd 
raised  by  voluntary  subscriptions.  I  am 
also  informed  that  no  steps  have  been 
taken  to  have  the  case  carried  to  a 
superior  tribunal,  and  that  the  time  for 
doing  so  has  elapsed.  I  have  no  autho- 
rity to  interfere  with  a  decisiou  of 
acquittal,  even  if  I  disagreed  with  it, 
and  I  do  not,  thwefore,  think  it  desirable  i 
that  I  should  express  any  opinion  on  the  ! 
law  as  it  stands. 

MARBUaE  LICKNCES. 
Mr.  perks  (Lincolnahire,  Louth)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  he  is 
aware  that  upon  the  marriage  on  Tues- 
day last  of  Mr.  Campbell  Swinton  at 
St.  George's  Chapel,  Albemarle  Street, 
that  gentleman  was  compelled  to  pay 
£25  to  the  officials  of  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury  for  a  special  licence  to  marry 
in  that  chapel,  owing  to  the  Bishop  of 
London  having  declined  to  license  the 
chapel  (a  proprietary  one)  for  marriage^ 
the  Rector  of  St.  George's,  Hanover 
Square,  the  parish  church,  declining  to 
consent  to  the  licensing  of  the  chapel 
for  marriages  ;  and  whether  he  can  in- 
form the  House  who  actually  gets  the 
benefit  of  the  payment,  or  In  what  pro* 
portions  or  by  what  persons  it  is  ulU- 
niatcly  shared  ? 

Mk.  ASQUITH  :  I  must  ask  my  boo. 
Friend  to  postpone  this  question  unlit 
to-morrow,  when  1  hope  to  be  in  posses- 
sion of  the  necessary  information  which 
will  enable  me  to  ans^^er  it.  . 
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THB  TBALSE  AND  DINOLE  BAILWAY. 

Sib  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  Mk  the  Presideut  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  he  is  aware  that  a  train  on  the 
Tralee  and  Dingle  fiailway  went  oS  the 
rails  on  Thursday  last  at  a  place  called 
Deelish,  and  also  that  a  train  on  the 
same  line  had  to  remain  over  two  hours 
the  same  day  at  ADnaacanl,  being  un- 
aUe  to  proceed  owing  to  the  state  of 
the  line ;  and  whether  he  will  cause 
inqniry  to  be  made  into  the  condition  of 
this  line  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  I  am  informed 
by  the  Company  that  the  branch  line 
engine  left  the  line  at  Deelish  owing  to 
the  displacement  of  the  rails  caused  by 
expansion  due  to  extreme  heat,  and  the 
maio  line  train  was  delayed  for  a  short 
time  from  the  same  cause.  It  is  added 
that  no  injury  was  caused  to  anybody. 
My  hon.  Friend,  will  remember  that 
Major  Marindin  and  Mr.  Adams  are  at 
present  engaged  in  holding  an  inquiry 
into  the  causes  of  the  recent  fatal  acci- 
dent OD  this  line — an  inquiry  which  I 
hare  reason  to  believe  will,  in  itself, 
afford  eTidence  as  to  the  condition  of  tlie 
line. 

CLASSiriCATIOX  IN  THE  DOCKYARDS. 

Uh.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Onns- 
kirk)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Adoniratty  what  would  have  been  the 
approximate  additional  charge  on  the 
Navy  Estimates  of  last  year  had  the 
workmen  in  Her  Majesty^s  Naval  Estab- 
lishments been  paid,  instead  of  on  a 
graduated  or  classified  principle,  at  a 
uniform  rate  of  wages  based  on  the 
highest  rate  paid  in  each  trade,  not  being 
a  special  rate ;  if  he  will  state  what 
would  have  been  the  amonnt  of  such  in- 
crease, separately  for  each  of  the  follow- 
ing trades  and  occupations :  Iwiler 
makers,  ship  and  engine  fitters,  joiners, 
skilled  labourers,  ordinary  labourers, 
shipwrights,  smiths  and  hammernicu, 
other  trades  and  occupations  ;  and  how 
many  men  have  been  advanced  from  the 
lower  to  the  higher  rate  of  pay  under 
the  terms  of  the  Admiralty  Circular  of 
27th  Jane,  ltt92,  in  addition  to  vacancies 
eraated  in  the  ordinary  way,  by  deaths, 
■npemmiuationSi  and  discharges  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  information  desired  in  the  last  para- 
graph can  only  be  obtained  by  reference 


to  the  yards.  If  this  part  of  the  ques- 
tion is  repeated  in  a  few  days'  time,  I 
shall  be  happy  to  answer  it.  The  first 
two  paragraphs  consist  of  a  purely  hy- 
pothetical question — namely,  what  would 
have  been  Uie  burden  thrown  on  the  late 
Board  of  Admiralty^s  Estimates  by 
changes  which  were  not  made,  and,  so 
far  as  I  know,  never  were  even  con- 
templated. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
can  scarcely  expect  the  present  Board  to 
institute  hypothetical  calculations  of  this 
character  as  to  what  the  cost  might  have 
been  if  the  late  Board  had  adopted  a 
policy  totally  different  from  what  they 
actually  carried  out. 

Mb.  KEARLEY  (Devonport):  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if 
it  is  not  a  fact  tliat  this  classification  has 
caused  general  dissatisfaction  since  its 
introduction  two  years  ago  by  the  late 
Government,  and  if  among  the  ship- 
wrights alone  no  less  than  3,600  out  of 
4,000  men  have  signed  a  Petition  protest- 
ing against  its  continuance  ? 

Mb.  FORWOOD  :  Is  it  not  the  case 
that  all  the  other  employes  approve  the 
system  ? 

Sib  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH : 
I  believe  a  large  amount  of  evidence  in 
the  direction  indicated  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Devonport  has  been  received 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Civil  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty. 

Mb.  FORWOOD:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  announcing  his  de- 
cision as  to  classification,  state  the  effect 
on  the  Estimates  ? 

Sib  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH: 
Certainlv. 

•Mr.  "  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis) :  Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
state  if  the  workmen  who  are  dissatisfied 
with  the  system  are  those  at  the  top  of 
the  list  or  those  at  the  bottom  ? 
[The  question  was  not  answered.^ 

ADMIRALTY  CONTRACTS. 

Mi:.  W.  ALLAN  (Gatesheail)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
the  prices  quote<i  by,  and  name  of,  each 
firm  tendering  for  the  following  vessels 
lately  sold  by  the  Admiralty,  namely  : — 
Rover^  Watch  Vessel  No.  2s,  EagU^ 
Otter,  OronteSf  Victoriay&iid  Procris ;  and 
to  what  firm  or  firms  were  thcv  sold  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
I  shall  be  glad  to  give  to  my  hon.  Friend 
a  list  of  the  firms  who  purchased  the 
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vessels  tiamed  in  his  queetioa,  and  of  the 
prices  received  for  them.  It  would  uot 
be  consisteut  with  the  practice  of  the 
Admiralty  to  state  the  amoiiuta  of  the 
uusuccessfiil  tenders. 

Mr.  ALLAN  :  Could  not  the  ships  be 
■old  by  anctiou  iustead  of  being  tendered 
for? 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  Are 
thcafe  tenders  put  out  to  open  competitiou 
or  only  offered  to  a  few  firms  ? 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  system  of 
selling  by  auction  was  tried  and  had  to 
be  abaudoned  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
I  think  that  notice  should  be  given  of 
all  these  questions.  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  refer  to  the  records  of  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee  he  will  find  that 
the  auction  system  has  been  tried. 

EDUCATIONAL  CENSUSES. 
Mr.  TALBOT  (Oxford  University)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  tlie 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  demand  has 
been  made  by  one  of  Her  Majesty's  In- 
spectors upon  the  managers  of  a  voluntary 
school  in  Kent  for  a  house-to-house 
census  of  the  population  residtug  within 
two  miles  of  such  school ;  and  whether 
such  demand  has  been  made  under  the 
authority  of  the  Department ;  if  so, 
under  what  powers  such  demand  is 
made  ? 

•The  vice  PRESIDENT  or  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham) :  The  Department  require 
to  be  satisfied,  before  paying  a  grant 
under  Article  104  or  lUo  of  the  Code, 
that  the  population  is  within  the  limits 
stated  by  those  Articles  ;  and  where  the 
claim  is  made  on  the  ground  that  the 
population  within  two  miles  of  the  school 
is  below  a  certain  number,  the  Depart- 
ment docs  uot  pay  the  grant  without 
ascertaiiiiug  the  actual  population  in  the 
manue:'  Hinted  lu  the  question.  The 
Department  has  full  powers  to  call  for 
such  Returns  under  Article  87  of  the 
Code. 

Mr.  TALBOT :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  that  it  has  a  right  to 
demand  that  the  managers  of  private 
voluntary  schools  should  take  such  a 

census  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND:  Yes;  it  can  be  de- 
manded of  any  Board  of  Managers. 

Sir  U,  Kay-ShtUtleworth 
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Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Thanet) : 
What  statutory  powers  have  the  managers 
to  take  such  a  census  ? 

"Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  imagine  they  have 
powers.    At  any  rate,  we  often 
for  censuses  and  find  no  difficulty. 

BUTTEB  RATKS  BETWBBN  ENNIB  AND 

CORK. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Clare,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Great  Southern  and  Western  Railway 
Company  are  charging  4d.  per  firkm 
more  tlun  h;st  year  for  single  firkins 
sent  irotn  Ennis  to  Cork  and  iDtenreoing 
stations ;  and  whether  he  will  make  any 
representation  to  the  Company  on  the 
subject  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  I  have  abeady 
made  representations  on  the  subject,  and 
the  Board  of  Trade  have  now  received  a 
letter  from  the  Manager  of  the  Waterford 
and  Limerick  Railway,  in  which  he  says 
that  that  Company  will  a{pw  to  ante  of 
16s.  5d.  per  ton— station  to  station — ^for 
butter  by  goods  train  from  Ennis  to 
Cork,  and  that  this  will  only  mean  an 
increase  of  Id.  on  a  firkin  of  three 
quarters  weight  ou  the  old  rate.  The 
Manager  of  the  Great  Southern  and 
Western  Company  has  agreed  to  the  same 
rate. 

Mr.  FIELD  :  May  I  ask  whether  a 
rebate  will  be  allowed  to  those  traders 
who  have  been  charged  the  extra  rates 
siuce  the  beginning  of  the  year  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  It  is  always 
understood  that  a  reduction  of  the  rates 
involved  such  a  rebate. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemau  convey  that  opiuion  to 
the  Railway  Companies  '! 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  I  do  not  think  it  is 
required.  Still,  I  will  do  so  if  it  is  shown 
that  the  repayment  is  refused  in  any 
cases. 

Mr.  FIELD :  The  undertaking  to 
repay  is  uot  alwayjs  acted  up  to. 

THE  IRISH  MAGISTRACY. 
Mr.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Bomfoid): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  steps 
have  been  taken  by  the  Lord  Chaucellor 
in  the  case  of  Mr.  John  Clune,  who  was 
appointed  a  Magistrate  for  Limerick  by 
the  present  Government,  in  consequence 
of  his  having  presided^t  a  nweting  at 
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which    a   so-called    landgrabber  was 

deooaoced,  and  boycotting  resolutioDS 
were  passed  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
iipoD-Tyne)  :  The  statement  as  to  Mr. 
Clune  oaly  appeared  in  a  newspaper 
report.  I  understand  from  the  Lord 
ChanceUor  that  he  is  taking  steps  to 
obtain  evidence  as  to  the  real  facts,  and 
when  he  has  ascertained  them  he  will 
lake  such  action  aa  the  case  requires. 

QBSENWICH  AGS  PENSIONS. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversham)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
has  had  under  his  cousideratiou  the 
Report  of  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Conunons,  presented  last  year,  upon  the 
subject  of  the  Greenwich  Age  Pensions  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  has  arrived  at  any 
decision  in  reference  thereto  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir W.  Harcolrt,  Derby) : 
Part  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  have  already  been  acted  upon, 
but  in  the  present  state  of  the  finances 
it  is  impossible  to  make  any  further 
provision. 

THE  4th  V.B.  west  SUBRfiy 
RBGIMENT. 
Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  he  is  aware  that  a  member 
of  the  4th  V.B.  West  Smrey  Regiment, 
being  in  delicate  health,  was  advised  not 
to  attend  the  Review ;  but,  having  a 
full  knowledge  of  the  dismissal  of  Colour 
Sergeant  Sleap  last  year,  he  went  to 
Brighton,  with  the  result  that  he  died 
the  following  week  ;  a  military  funeral 
was  then  ordered  or  Sanctioned  by  the 
Commanding  Officer  ;  but,  although  be- 
tween 200  and  300  mun  paraded  uuder 
arms,  not  a  single  commissioued  officer 
pat  ID  an  appearance  ;  and  whether  this 
constituted  an  infringement  of  the  Voluu- 
teer  Act  on  the  part  of  the  commissioned 
officers  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  Ca.»pbell  -  Ban.verman, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  The  deceased  member  of 
the  Volunteer  corps  was  not  known  to 
be  in  delicate  health,  and  his  attendance 
at  the  Review  was  entirely  voluntary. 
As  an  acknowledgment  of  the  good  ser- 
vice the  deceased  sergeant  had  rendered, 
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the  Commanding  Officer  ordered  a  mili- 
tary funeral  with  a  parade  of  the  ser- 
geanta*  company.  The  Captain  of  the 
company  was  unfortunately  prevented 
from  attending  by  the  serious  illness  of 
a  near  relative  ;  but  the  Commanding 
Officer  was  present,  though,  as  it  was 
only  a  company  parade,  he  could  not 
appear  in  uniform.  There  is  uo  power 
to  compel  attendance  on  such  an  occa- 
sion. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  :  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  when  this  sergeant  asked  to  be 
relieved  oo  the  occasion  of  a  special 
parade  he  was  told  that  if.  the  state  of 
his  health  permitted  him  to  attend  to 
business  engagements,  it  would  not  inter- 
fere with  the  performance  of  his  military 
duties  ;  and  was  it  not  his  knowledge  of 
the  way  in  which  Colour  Sergeant  Sleap 
was  treated,  and  the  threat  th»t  he  must 
attend  or  send  in  his  resignation,  that 
induced  him  in  his  bad  state  of  health  to 
be  present  ? 
•Me.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  am  not  aware  of  the  intricate  details  of 
this  matter ;  but  1  understand  this 
sergeant  was  one  of  the  first  to  intimate 
his  willingness  to  attend  the  Easter 
Review,  and  I  am  unable  to  find  any 
trace  of  compulsion. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  :  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  a  colour  sergeant  with  28  years' 
service  had  been  dismissed  from  the 
corps  previously  because  he  declined  to 
attend  a  Review  on  account  of  the  state 
of  his  health  ? 
•Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  see  what  the  hon.  Member  thinks  may 
have  been  the  effect  on  the  second 
sergeant  named,  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
he  died  of  a  complaint  which  was  not  at 
all  connected  with  any  state  of  health  in 
which  he  may  have  been  at  the  time 
of  attending  the  Review. 

POSTCARDS  AND  ADHKSIVE  LABELS. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  printing  the 
address  on  a  halfpenny  postcard,  or 
placing  an  adhesive  label  with  a  printed 
addr^  on  the  same,  are  contrary  to  the 
Post  Office  Regulations,  and  subjects  the 
receiver  of  a  postcard  so  addressed  to 
the  payment  of  Id.  extra  postage  ; 
if  so,  whether  he  will  alter  the  Regula- 
tions so  that  a  type-written  or  printed 
address  may  be  accepted,  wjiether  it  be 
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on  the  card  itself  or  fixed  thereto  by 
adhesive  material  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  Regulations 
sanction  the  address  ou  a  postcard  being 
type-written  or  printed,  and  the  use  of  an 
aidhesive  label  with  a  type-written  or 
printed  address;  bnt  ifa  label  is  employed, 
it  must  not  exceed  two  inches  in  length 
by  three  quarters  of  an  inch  in  breadth. 
I  would  refer  the  right  hon.  Member  to 
Rule  2  on  page  5  of  the  Post  Office 
Guide. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  1  have  sent  the 
right  hon,  GentlemaD  a  label ;  can  he 
tell  me  why  it  was  ruled  out  of  order  ? 

Mb.  a.  MORLEY  :  Its  dimensions 
were  in  excess  of  the  limits  laid  down  by 
the  Rules. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  It  was  lialf  an 
inch  too  large  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY :  I  think  it  was 
nearly  double  the  proper  width. 

THE  CLYDE  DREDGINOS. 

Mr.  MACFARlAnE  (ArgyU)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  he  is  aware  that  the  Clyde 
Lighthouse  Trustees,  notwithstaDding 
that  the.  deposit  of  iilthy  dredgiugs  from 
Glasgow  and  the  Clyde  generally  has 
been  prohibited,  continue  to  deposit  the 
dredgings  of  Greenock  and  Port  Glasgow 
in  Loch  Long  ;  whether  this  action,  ou 
the  , part  of  the  Trustees,  has  the  sanction 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  ;  whether  he  has 
received  Petitions  from  fishermeu  and 
others  praying  for  protection  ;  and  what 
course  he  proposes  to  adopt  ? 

Me.  MUNDELLA  :  Complaints  have 
recently  been  received  by  me  on  the 
subject  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member. 
By  statutory  powers  the  Clyde  Light- 
house Trustees  are  authorised  to  improve, 
deepen,  dredge  and  widen  the  navigable 
channel  of  the  Clyde  within  certain 
specified  limits,  and  to  deposit  the  stuff 
dredged  in  the  contiguous  lochs  or  sea. 
The  Act  in  question  was  passed  in  1680, 
and  will  expire  in  1895.  No  sanction 
has  been  applied  for,  and  none  has  been 
given  by  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  :  Is  it  not  in 
the  power  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  pre- 
vent persons  depositiug  unclean  matter 
in  any  of  the  lochs  ?  Is  the  only  resource 
for  the  inhabitants  either  death  from 
disease  or  an  expensive  action  at  law  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  The  Board  of 
Trade  cannot  over-ride  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
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ment  which  was  granted  13  ^ears  ago. 
When  it  expires,  the  Board  will  interfere 
in  the  matter. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE:  Do  the 
powers  of  the  Clyde  Lighthouse  Trustees 
apply  to  the  docks  at  Greenock  and  at 
the  Port  of  Glasgow  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  They  apply 
within  certain  areas.  I  cannot  now  siy 
what  those  areas  are. 

THE  NEW  COUNTY  HALL  FOE 
LONDON. 

Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
whedier  there  has  been,  or  is,  any  echeme 
for  the  erection  of  Grov^ment  Offir-es 
on  the  vacant  land  to  the  west  of  Failia- 
ment-  Street,  and  between  Great  George 
Street  and  the  Offices  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  on  which  it  is  now 
suggested  that  a  new  Coanty  UaU  for 
London  should  be  built  ? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  or 
WORKS  (Mr.  Shaw  Lekevbe,  Brad- 
ford, Central) :  There  was  some  years 
ago  a  scheme  for  erecting  Govenmient 
Offices  on  the  site  fronting  Parliament 
Street  now  offered  to  the  London  Couodl; 
but  successive  GDvemments  appear  to 
have  decided  against  it,  and  in  the 
opinion  of  the  present  Government  there 
is  no  need  for  the  erection  of  Offices  on 
this  site.  A  portion  of  the  land  behind 
King  Street  aud  fronting  the  India  Office 
may  be  required  for  the  purpose  ;  bnt 
this  is  not  included  in  the  site  offeteA.  to 
the  London  Council. 

THE  SITE  OP  THE  UILITART 
EXHIBITION. 

Mr.  WHITMORE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office 
whether  he  can  state  in  what  way  the 
Commissiooera  of  the  Royal  Hospital, 
Chelsea,  are  proposing  to  deal  with  the 
lands  adjoining  it  and  Gordon  Hous^  in 
which  the  Military  Exhibition  was  held, 
and  which  are  now  unused  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Woodau, 
Hanley)  :  The  front  portion  of  the 
Gordon  House  property,  facing  the 
Thames  Embankment,  has  been  let  by 
the  Chelsea  Commissioners  on  building 
lease.  An  agreement  has  been  come  to 
as  regards  the  remainder  of  the  property  ; 
but  the  lease  is  not  yet^goed. . 
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CHARITY  SCHEMES. 


Mb.  storey  (Sunderland)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Merionethshire 
vbether  he  will  make  arrangements  by 
wliioh  a  copy  of  each  new  scheme  pro- 
posed by  the  Charity  Commissioners  for 
a  ChariU  may  be  placed  in  the  <  Library 
of  this  House  at  the  same  time  as  copies 
are  sent  to  the  local  newspapers  for  the 
information  of  the  locality  ? 

The  parliamentary 
CHARITY  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
T.  E.  ELLiii,  Merionethshire) :  This 
question  may  be  answered  by  quoting 
the  reply  given  on  I7tfa  April  last  to  a 
suiular  question  put  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Maldon  Division  of  Essex  ;  that 
answer  ww  as  follows : — 

"The  qnestion  of  plsdog  oq>ies  of  these 
Dumerous  Schemes  in  the  Librai?  of  the  House 
would  seem  to  be  one  For  the  decision  of  the 
HouM  itself.  It  may  be  added  that  steps  are 
always  taken  by  the  Commissioners  to  cany 
oat  the  provisions  of  the  Charitable  Trusts 
Acts  and  Endon-ed  Schools  Acts  by  eiring  such 
public  notice  in  the  localitiesaffectenas  may  be 
most  effectoal.for  tnsoring  the  publicity  of  the 
Bchemos.  Farther,  in  deference  Co  a  wish  ex- 
pressed in  the  House  a  few  -years  ago,  a  com- 
plete list  of  Schemes  published  and  not  yet 
finally  settled  is  kept  in  the  OtBce  of  the  Oom- 
missioners  for  inspection  by  the  pubKc  on  ap- 
plication to  the  Secr^«ry  ^  the  Commission. 

Mr.  STOREY  :  May  I  point  out  to 
my  hon.  Friend  that,  although  the 
Schraies  under  consideration  are  nu- 
merous, those  actnally  settled  are  few? 
Sorely  those  few  could  be  placed  in  the 
Library. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  :  The  number  of 
Schenaes  settled  iu  any  one  week  may  be 
small,  bat  those  under  consideration  may 
be  numbered  by  scores  and  by  hundreds. 

MILLBAN£  PRISON  SITE. 

Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  (Shef- 
field, Hallam;  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Commiasioner  of  Works  whether  he  has 
conveyed,  or  offered  to  convey,  any  part 
of  the  Millbank  Prisou  site  to  the  Loudon 
County  Couucil  ;  if  so,  what  is  the 
acreage  of  the  part  so  to  be  dealt  with  ; 
and  whether  the  London  County  Couucil 
are  to  pay  any  price  for  such  land ;  if 
so,  whether  any,  and  what,  price  has 
been  fixed  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  The 
GoTernment  have  offered  a  portion  of 
the  site  at  Millbank  to  the  London 
Council — about  9  or  10  acres — ^for  the 
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erection  of  artisans'  dwellings.  The 
price  asked  for  the  land  is  £2,500  per 
acre.  The  London  Council  has  the  offer 
now  under  its  consideration. 

Me.  STUART-WORTLEY  :  May  I 
ask  whether  die  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  advised  that  £2,500  per  acre  re- 
presented the  fair  market  price  of  the 
land,  and  one  which  in  the  interests 
of  the  taipayerti  he  was  bound  to  ask  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  will  answer 
that  qnestion.  As  I  consider  that  it 
is  very  desirable  that  this  laud  should  be 
appropriated  to  the  building  of  artisans' 
dwellings,  I  offered  the  land  at  a  price 
below  the  market  value,  if  they  would 
take  it  for  that  purpose. 

Mb.  STUART-WOBTLEY  :  Is  it 
not  the  fact  that  the  principle  of  ob- 
taining a  fair  market  price  for  this  Und 
was  forced  on  the  Conservative  Govern- 
meut  in  1 88d  by  the  Liberal  Party, 
which  had  a  majority  in  the  House,  and 
exercised  power  without  responsibility  ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  cannot  go 
back  on  these  questions.  I  had  to  de- 
tenniue  at  what  price  the  land  should 
be  offered.  I  have  offered  it  at  a  price 
which  I  think  is  appropriate  to  the 
purpose  to  which  it  is  to  be  devoted,  and 
I  am  prepared  to  defend  my  action. 

Sir  J.  GOBST  (Cambridge  Uni- 
versity) :  Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
acted  under  the  authority  of  a  Statute  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  have  acted 
on  my  own  authority. 

MR.  HANBURY:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  prepared  to  apply  the  same 
principle  all  over  the  country  in  the 
case  of  all  Borgugh  and  County  Councils  ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  will  answer 
that  question  when  the  case  arises. 

Mb.  DARLING  (Deptford) :  May  I 
ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  made  the  County  Council  enter  into  a 
contract  to  let  the  dwellings  to  be  erected 
to  workmen  at  less  than  the  market  rent, 
seeing  that  they  are  getting  the  land  at 
less  thau  market  value  ? 


[No  answer  was  given.] 

CUSTOSIS  BXAMINING  OFFIOBBS. 
Mr.  THEOBALD  :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Board  of  Customs  have 
refused  to  recognise  the  right  of  ex- 
amining officers  to  an  alternate  fortnightly 
half-holiday  g™nte^g|o^t^.@^I^ 
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sury  Order,  1891,  and  that,  iu  certain 
cases,  officers  on  lauding  and  aliipping 
duties  can  only  obtain  a  fortnightly  half- 
lioUday  at  a  monetary  loss  ;  and  whether 
be  can  take  any  steps  to  grant  to  these 
officers  the  holiday  recommended  by  the 
Treasury  ? 
•Sir  J.  T.  IIIBBERT :  I  am  not 
aware  of  the  existeuce  of  any  such 
Treasury  Order.  Examining  officers  em- 
ployed on  landing  and  shipping  duty,  or 
any  other  duties,  when  allowed  by  their 
superiors  leave  for  part  of  a  day,  do  not 
incur  any  loss  of  salary.  If  such  leave 
should  affect  the  48  hours  a  week,  which 
an  officer  employed  on  landing  aud 
shipping  duty  is  required  to  serve  be- 
fore becoming  entitled  to  Crown  over- 
time, a  monetary  loss  might  result.  The 
rules  do  not  call  for  any  alteration. 

REDUCTION   IN  THE  NUMBER  OF 

LONDON  SURVEYORSHIPS. 
Mb.  THEOBALD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the  Trea- 
sury Minute  of  24th  Marcl;,  1891,  in- 
structing the  re-creation  of  seven  out  of 
the  22  Surveyorships  in  London,  which 
have  been  allowed  to  lapse  since  1882  ; 
and  whether  the  reduction  in  the  nnmher 
of  Surveyorships,  as  shown  in  the  Esti- 
mates for  1893-4,  will  deprive  officers  of 
the  increased  flow  of  promotion  promised 
in  the  above-mentioned  Minute  ? 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  Trea- 
sury Minute  of  24th  March,  1891,  re- 
created in  the  Port  of  London  three  first 
class  and  four  second  class  Snrreyorships, 
and  promotions  to  the  re-created  places 
were  accordingly  made.  The  re-created 
places  in  the  first  and  second  classes  will 
remain  until  the  whole  of  the  third  class 
Surveyors  serving  at  the  date  of  the 
Minute,  who  may  be  fit  for  promotion, 
shall  have  been  promoted,  as  directed  by 
the  Minute, 

INCOME  TAX. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer by  what  authority  Income  Tax 
at  tlie  rate  of  7d.  in  the  £1  is  being  de- 
ducted from  dividends  for  the  half-year 
ending  1st  June  paid  on  1st  June  ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  It  is  assumed 
that  the  question  refers  to  foreign  and 
colonial  dividends.  The  Statutes  go- 
verning the  matter  are  the  Income  Tax 
Acts  of  1842  and  1853,  the  "Act  to 
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amend  -the  law  relating  to  the  Inland 
Revenue,"  1861,  and  the  "  Cnstoms  and 
Inland  Revenue  Act,"  1866. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Was  it  not  dis- 
tinctly stated  in  the  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  Bill  this  year  that  the  rate  of 
7d.  was  to  be  charged  for  the  year  which 
commenced  on  the  6th  of  April,  1893, 
aud,  if  that  is  so,  how  can  the  chwge 
of  7d.  be  made  for  the  previons  six 
months  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  look  at  the  Statutes  which 
he  has  referred  to  he  will  find  that  divi- 
dends on  foreign  securiti^  are  liable  to 
be  taxed  when  they  arrive. 

LEITRIM  PARLIAMBNTABY  REGISTKR. 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  :  In  the  absence 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Leitrim,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr. 
James  Faris,  Clerk  of  the  Peace  for  the 
County  of  Leitrim,  neglected,  at  the 
last  Presentment  Sessions  for  the  county 
at  large,  to  enter  a  presentment  for  the 
printing  of  the  Parliamentary  Register 
of  the  county  For  the  coming  year ;  is 
there  any  rule  in  existence  in  Ireland 
requiring  Clerks  of  the  Peace  to  call  for 
tenders  for  the  printing  of  County 
Registers,  and  to  leave  the  contracts 
open  to  public  competition  ;  and  will  he, 
in  the  interest  of  the  cesspayers,  be 
good  enough  to  order  an  inquiry  into 
the  action  of  Mr.  Faris  in  regard  to  the 
printing  contract  for  the  County  Leitrim 
Parliamentary  Register  in  this  and 
previous  years  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  I  have  not  yet 
completed  my  inqniries  in  this  matter, 
and  would  ask  the  hon.  Member,  there- 
fore, to  postpone  the  question  for  a 
couple  of  days. 

THE  RECENT  BIOTB  IN  BELFAST. 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester)  :  T  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  has 
seen  a  statement  issued  by  the  Catholic 
Committee  in  St.  Mary's  Hall,  Belfast, 
and  entitled  a  True  Account  of  the  Riot$ 
in  Belfast  in  the  month  of  April,  1898; 
whether  he  has  now  iuformatioa  which 
enables  him  to  confirm  or  to  deny  the 
statements  thwein  made  as  to  the  rioting 
and  wrecking  in    North    Street  and 
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Connolly's  house  ;  and  as  to  the  repeated 
attacks  on  Catholic  workmen  in  Queen's 
Island  in  the  absence  of  the  police  ;  and 
whether,  on  a  revieir  of  the  whole 
evidence,  he  can  now  state  what  provo- 
cation the  Protestant  population  had 

•Sir  E.  HARLAND  (Belfast,  N.)  : 
Is  it  not  true  that  peace  and  order  have 
been  again  restored  in  those  particular 
districts  in  Belfast ;  that  both  the  Catho- 
lics and  the  Protestants  are  working 
together;  and  is  it  not  unwise  to  rake  up 
this  unfortunate  disagreement  amongst 
them  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  In  answer  to  the 
question  of  the  hou.  Baronet,  I  can  only 
say  that  I  do  not  think  it  is  quite  fair 
that  I  should  be  called  upon  to  judge  of 
the  wisdom  or  unwisdom  of  the  questions 
put  to  me.  With  regard  to  the  question 
on  the  Paper,  I  have  seen  the  statement 
referred  to..  I  eau  only  say  that  I  find 
nothing  in  this  publication,  nor  have  I 
received  any  subsequent  information, 
which  materially  affects  the  view  of 
these  disturbances  which  I  gave  to  the 
House  on  April  28. 

Mr.  PICTON:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  there  lias  been 
deliberate  and  persevering  looting,  and 
that  Connolly's  house  was  persistently 
attacked  and  set  fire  to  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  iidhere  entirely 
to  the  account  I  gave  of  the  transaction. 

H.M.S.  "OAENET"  AT  CALLAO. 

Sib  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) :  I  beg  to  ask  tlie  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  if  any  Report  has  been 
received  as  to  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  officers  of  H.M.S.  Garnet^  at 
Callao,  were  said  to  have  instituted  a 
rifle  competition  on  Suuday,  19th  June, 
1892,  at  Lorenzo  Island,  and  also  to  have 
taken  a  leading  part  in  a  regatta  at 
Callao  on  Sunday,  26th  June,  1892  ; 
whether  it  is  in  accordance  with  Article 
V.  of  the  Naval  Discipline  Act  to 
employ  the  men  on  Sundays  in  boat 
races  or  rifle  matches  ;  and  if  he  will  lay 
the  Report  upon  the  Table,  and  also 
state  what  steps  the  Xaval  Authorities 
propose  taking  for  the  prevention  of  such 
conduct  in  the  future  ? 

Sib  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
A  Report  has  been  received  upon  this 
subject  from  the  Captain  of  the  Garnet. 
From  this  it  appears  that  the  officers  of 


the  Garnet  did  not  institute  the  rifle 
competition,  and  that  they  were  only 
spectators  at  the  regatta.  Moveover, 
the  men  were  not  employed  m  alleged. 
Article  I.  of  the  Naval  Discipline  Act 
does  not  apply  to  officers  and  men  on 
leave,  who  are  not  interfered  with  unless 
anything  disgraceful  or  improper  is 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Authorities. 
Nothing  of  such  a  character  seems  to 
have  occurred  on  the  occasion  in  ques- 
tion, and  the  Admiralty  do  not  propose 
to  take  any  steps  in  the  matter. 

PHOVIDENT  SOCIETIES   AND  INCOME 
TAX. 

Mr.  E.  H.  BAYLEY  (Camberweil, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  if  he  will  kindly  state  if  there 
are  any  Societies,  and,  if  so,  how  many, 
whose  incomes  exceed  £1,000  per  annum, 
which  do  not  pay  Income  Tax  by  reason 
of  the  provisions  of  "The  Industrial 
and  Provident  Societies  Act,  1 876," 
Section  II,  Sub-section  4  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Act  re- 
ferred to  provides  that  such  Societies  "  shall 
not  be  chargeable  under  Schedule  C  or 
Schedule  D  of  the  Income  Tax  Acts."  Con- 
sequently, as  no  return  of  profits  is  made 
by  such  Societies,  and  their  names  do 
not  appear  in  any  Income  Tax  assess- 
ments, I  have  no  information  which 
would  enable  me  to  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green, 
N.E.)  :  May  I  ask  whether  it  is  not  the 
fact  that  the  members  of  such  Societies, 
whose  incomes  are  chargeable  with  In- 
come Tax,  hare  to  pay  Income  Tax  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  suppose  aa 
indiriduals  they  would  pay,  but  I  am 
asked  as  to  the  Societies. 

MILITARY  WATER  SUPPLY  AT  AGRA. 

Sir  W.  HOULDSWORTH  (Man- 
chester, N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  he  has  been  informed  that  the 
water  supplied  to  the  troops  in  the  City 
of  Agra  is  drawn  from  wells  which 
are  more  or  less  contaminated,  while  at 
the  same  time  there  is  a  plentiful  supply 
of  pure  water  to  be  obtained  from  water- 
works, but  which  has  never  been  laid  on 
to  the  cantonments  ;  and,  if  so,  can  he 
inform  the  House  why  this  has  not  been 
done,  and  if  he  is  aware  that  deaths  are 
constantly  occurring  at  Ajgca  from,  en- 
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teric  foTBT  brought  on  \>j  drinking  impure 
water  ? 

•Me.  G.  RUSSELL  :  Tlje  neces- 
sarj  work  for  the  extension  to  can- 
tonments of  the  water  supply  from 
the  Agra  Municipality  has  been  in  pro- 
gress since  last  year,  bnt  there  is  no  in- 
formation here  as  to  irhcD  it  will  be 
completed.  The  garriBOu  in  the  Fort  of 
Agra  have  been  supplied  with  water 
from  the  municipal  works  since  the  be- 
ginning of  1892.  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  no  information  as  to  any  un- 
usual number  of  deaths  from  enteric 
fever  at  Agra. 

BBTDOWBD  CHARITIES  IN  WILTSHIRE 
AKD  GL0UCESTKR8HIRB. 
Mr.  fuller  (Wilts,  Westbury) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for 
Merionethshire,  as  a  Charity  Commis- 
sioner, whether  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners are  preparing  a  Digest  of  all 
Endowed  Charities  in  each  county,  the 
particulars  of  which  are  recorded  in  their 
books,  but  are  not  recorded  in  the 
General  Digest  of  Endowed  Charities  in 
each  county ;  whether,  without  any 
Motion  being  made  in  Parliament, 
Returns  will  be  made  of  unpaid  rent- 
charges  in  each  county  ;  and  whether 
such  Returns  are  being  prepared  for  the 
County  of  Wilts  ? 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  :  The  Charity 
Commissioners,  as  stated  in  paragraphs 
10  and  11  of  their  38th  Report  to  the 
Queen,  and  repeated  in  paragraph  8  of 
their  last  (40th)  Report,  for  the  year 
1 892,  undertake  to  furnish  to  every  County 
Council  making  a  definite  request  by 
resolution  a  Digest  of  the  kind  men- 
tioned in  the  question ;  and  they  will 
prepare  a  Return  of  rent-charges  unpaid 
in  any  given  county  on  receiving  a  like 
request.  A  Digest  of  Charities  in  the 
County  of  Wilts  has  already  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
has  been  ordered  by  the  House  to  be 
printed  ;  and  a  Return  of  unpaid  rent- 
charges  in  that  county  is  in  course  of 
preparation. 

Mr.  H.  W.  L.  LAWSON  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester)  :  Is  a  similar  Digest  being 

prepared  for  Gloucestershire  ? 

Mk.  T.  E.  ELLIS :  I  am  not  aware, 
bnt  I  will  inquire. 

Sir  W.  BouldnooHh 


MUTINY  OF  LASCAR  FIRBMBN  AT 
TILBURY  DOCKS. 

Mr.  CAINE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  DepartmeDt 
if  his  attention  has  been  caUed  to  a 
mutiny  which  broke  out  on  30tb  May  on 
board  the  Bibby  liner  steamship  York- 
shire^ lying  in  Tilbury  Docks,  among 
the  Lascar  firemen,  in  consequence,  as 
alleged  by  them,  of  harsh  treatment  from 
the  engineers  of  the  steamer;  whethw 
he  is  aware  that,  on  Friday  last,  one  of 
these  Indian  seamen  was  sentenced  to 
two  months*  imprisonmimt,  anodier  1o 
six  weeks,  and  three  more  to  one  month 
each,  with  hard  labour  in  each  case ;  ftnd 
that  on  Monday  32  more  were  sentenced 
to  10  days'  hard  labour  for  leaving  their 
work,  all  of  the  prisoners  being  un- 
defended, while  the  prosecutors  were 
represented  by  solicitors ;  whether  he  is 
also  aware  that  the  statements  of  the 
prisoners  were  translated  by  an  inter- 
preter to  the  Court,  while  what  the 
solicitors  for  the  prosecution  said,  and 
theirwitnessesdeposed,wasnot  translated 
to  the  prisoners,  preventing  them  from 
making  any  adequate  defence ;  and  tliat 
the  prisoners  declared  in  Court  on  Mon- 
day that  they  had  been  kept  without 
rations  and  water  for  two  or  three  days 
after  the  outbreak ;  and  whether  be  will 
cause  careful  investigation  to  be  made 
into  the  matter,  with  a  view  to  the 
immediate  release  of  the  prisoners  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  made  care- 
ful inquiry  into  all  the  circumstances 
connected  with  these  two  sets  of  con- 
victions. The  facts  as  to  the  sentences 
imposed  are  correctly  stated  in  the  second 
paragraph  of  the  question.  The  longer 
sentences  were  imposed  for  an  assault 
committed  by  five  of  the  Lascars  upon 
the  second  engineer.  The  attack  was  a 
concerted  one,  and  was  carried  out  by 
men  who  had  armed  themselves  with  crow- 
bars and  other  iron  instruments.  The 
injuries  inflicted  were  of  a  serious  cha- 
racter, and  the  Magistrates  were  in  some 
doubt  whether  they  ought  not  to  send 
the  case  for  trial.  Allegations  of  harsh 
treatment  by  the  engineers  in  the  couri>e 
of  the  voyage  were  made  by  the  Lascars, 
and  denied  by  the  officers,  and  I  have 
directed  the  evidence  to  be  laid  before 
the  Board  of  Trade.  But  the  second 
engineer,  who  was  the  victim  of  the 
assault,  had  only  joined  the  vessel  the 

Digitized  by  Google 


785     Shipping  BegulaHont     {12  Jure  1893}  at  Bombag.  786 


day  before,  and  I  cannot  saj  that,  on  the 
facts  proved,  the  punishment  was  ox- 
eesBive.  After  these  convictions  a  large 
number  of  the  men  refused  to  do  any 
work  unless  both  the  chief  and  the  second 
engineer  were  discharged  and  the  men  in 
custody  released.  They  were  accord- 
ingly prosecuted  for  a  breach  of  Section 
243  of  tlie  Merchant  Shipping  Act — 
that  is,  for  disobeying  a  lawful  command 
of  the  officera.  The  allegation  that  the 
men  had  been  deprived  of  food  and 
water  was  denied,  and  does  not  appear  to 
have  been  sustained  by  the  evidence. 
As  to  the  procedure,  it  is  true  that  the 
prisoners  were  undefended ;  but  I  am 
informed  by  the  Magistrates  that  ou  both 
occasions  ihe  whole  of  the  evidence  was 
translated  to  the  defendants  by  a  native 
missioiiary  engaged  at  the  Thames  Church 
Mission.  Written  statements  by  the 
defendants  were  handed  up  to  the 
Bench,  who  cross-examined  the  wit- 
neseea  upon  them,  and  at  the  request  of 
the  Magistrates  the  defendants  elected 
two  or  three  of  their  number  as 
spokesmen,  and  these  men  made  state- 
ments, cross-examined  witnesses  for  the 
prosecution,  and  called  evidence  for  the 
defence.  Upon  the  whole,  though  I  re- 
gret that  these  ignorant  men  had  not  the 
advantage  of  professional  assistance,  I 
see  no  reason  to  doubt  that  they  had  a 
fiair  trial,  and  that  the  Magistrates  gave 
them  every  possible  opportunity  of  putting 
forward  tiieir  case. 

OUTRAGE  IN  GALWAT. 

Mb.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware 
that  an  ass,  the  property  of  a  widow 
liviDg  near  Bunmore,  County  Gaiway, 
wbioh  wa?  found  grazing  on  an  evicted 
farm,  was  iputUated  by  having  its  tongue 
burnt  out ;  and  whether  any  person  has 
been  made  amenable  for  this  outrage  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  I  am  informed 
that  the  brutal  outrage  referred  to  in  the 
question  did  take  place,  but  that  the 
motive  assigned  in  the  question  is  not 
correct.  The  animal  had  been  trespass- 
ing among  the  oats  of  some  neigh)>ours. 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  nobody  lus  been 
made  amenable. 

THE  AMERICAN  MAILS. 
Mb.  MACARTNEY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  at  what  hour  and 


day  the  Campania  and  Paris  arrived  at 
Queenstown  and  Southampton  respec- 
tively ;  and  when  the  mails  brought  by 
these  vessels  were  delivered  in  Loudon, 
Dublin,  Belfast,  Liverpool,  Manchester, 
ami  Glasgow  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  Campania 
arrived  at  Queenstown  on  the  9th  instant, 
at  11.30  a.m.,  and  the  Paris  &t  South- 
ampton on  the  10th  instant,  at  5.57  p.m. 
The  Correspondence  brought  by  the 
Campania  was  delivered  at  Dublin  on 
Friday  night,  and  at  the  rest  of  the 
places  named  on  Saturday  morning,  and 
that  brought  by  tbe  Paris  was  delivered 
at  the  several  places  named  either  yester- 
day or  to-day. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  :  Were  the  mails 
brought  by  the  Paris  able  to  catch  the 
night  mail  on  Saturday  ? 

Mb.  a.  MORLEY  was  understood  to 
reply  in  the  negative. 

SHIPPING  REGrLATIONS  AT  BOMBAY. 

Mb.  CAY'ZER  (Barrow-iD-FumeBs)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  the  Bombay 
Government,  in  applying  to  British  vessels 
regulations  as  to  the  load  line  which  are 
not  made  applicable  to  foreign  vessels 
when  loading  at  Bombay,  have  given 
foreign  ships  an  advantage  of  one- 
twentieth  per  cent,  in  their  earning 
capacity  over  British  vessels ;  whether 
the  regulations  for  shipping  at  foreign 
ports  is  applied  to  shipping  of  every 
nationality;  if  he  can  state  on  what 
grounds  foreign  ships  loading  in  India 
are  exempt  from  the  operations  of  the 
Load  Line  Act,  to  which  they  are  sub- 
ject in  the  United  Kingdom ;  and  whether 
he  will  take  steps  to  remedy  this  injury 
to  the  British  shipping  interests,  and 
give  immediate  instructions  to  have  the 
same  regulations  applied  to  foreign  and 
British  vessels  when  IcHuUng  at  Indian 
ports  ? 

•Mb.  G.  RUSSELL:  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  is  not  aware  that 
foreign  vessels  loading  at  Indian  ports 
enjoy  the  advantage  suggested  in  the 
question.  He  will  inquire  as  to  the 
instructions  to  Customs  and  Fort  Autho- 
rities in  India  regarding  the  loading  of 
foreign  vessels,  and  the  detention  of 
overloaded  foreign  vessels  clearing  from 
Indian  ports.  The  result  of  the  inquiry 
will  be  communicated  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber.   The  Secretary  of  State  is  not  able 
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to  give  a  specific  answer  to  so  wide  a 
question  regarding  the  practice  of  foreign 
nations. 

FRANCE  AND  SIAM. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  have,  within  the 
last  few  days,  any  iuformation  which 
they  can  communicate  to  the  House 
regarding  the  movemeuts  of  the  French 
on  the  River  Mekong,  or  in  the  eastern 
districts  of  the  Siamese  Kingdom  ? 
•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Berwick) : 
'  The  only  recent  iuformation  that  has 
reached  Her  Majesty's  Government  has 
been  that  given  by  the  French  news- 
papers, as  there  are  no  British  Agents 
at  or  near  the  localities  affected.  Ac> 
cording  to  the  Matin  of  June  3,  the 
Siamese  had  evacuated  the  post  of  Cam- 
Mou,  ftod  the  French  had  occupied 
Stung-Treng  and  Khoug.  The  same 
paper  announced,  on  the  7th  instaut, 
that  Monsieur  Delcasse,  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  of  the  French  Colonial 
OiHce,  had  received  a  telegram  from  the 
Governor  General  of  Indo-Chiua  an- 
nouncing that  the  Vice  President,  Mon- 
sieur Dubreuil,  had  arrived  at  the 
confluence  of  the  Selmug-Hion  and  the 
Mekong,  opposite  to  Kcmmarat,  and 
that  the  French  had  possessed  them- 
selves of  all  the  posts  occupied  by  the 
Siamese  between  Cara-lo  and  Kemmarat, 
from  which  the  Siamese  had  retired  to 
the  right  bank  of  the  Mekong.  But  I 
must  repeat  that  this  iutelligeuce  comes 
to  us  entirely  through  the  French  Press, 
and  that  we  have  no  direct  information 
&om  Siam  on  the  subject.  Negotiations 
are  still  proceeding  between  the  French 
and  Siamese  Governments  with  reference 
to  the  territory  in  dispute. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  May  I 
ask  whether  there  is  any  objection  to 
laying  on  the  Table  of  the  House  the 
Correspondence  affecting  Siam  which 
has  passed  between  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  and  the  Grovemmeot  of 
France  ? 

•SiE  E.  GREY  :  I  believe  I  am  correct 
in  saying  that  no  Correspondence  has 
taken  place  between  Her  Majesty's 
Government  and  the  Government  of 
France.   But  if  any  Correspoq4ence  had 
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passed  it  could  not  be  laid  at  thia  stage 

of  the  proceedings. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Might  I 
ask  whetlier  any  Correspondence  that 
has  taken  place  between  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  and  the  Siamese  Govern- 
ment can  be  laid  ? 

*SiR  E.  GREY  :  As  I  have  said, 
negotiations  are  proceeding  between  the 
Siamese  and  the  French  Governments, 
and  I  cannot  imagine  anything  more 
undesirable  than  to  publish  any  Cor- 
respondeuce  at  this  stage. 

FREE  EDUCATION. 
Sir  R.  TEMPLE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  as  to  the  meaning 
of  the  words  with  regard  to  dis^icta 
where  all  school  places  are  not  yet  free,** 
which  occur  in  the  Memorandum  on  Free 
Education  recently  issued  by  the  Educa- 
tion Department  ;  and  whether  they 
indicate  any  intention  of  the  Department 
to  press  for  the  extinction  of  all  school 
fees  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  words  quoted 
by  the  hon.  Member  indicate  no  intention 
on  the  part  of  the  Department  to  deviate 
from  the  strict  administration  of  the  Act 
of  1891,  uuder  which  certain  schools  are 
permitted  to  charge  fees.  All  parents 
have  a  right  in  every  district  to  free 
places  if  they  desire  them,  and  are  en- 
titled to  write  to  the  Deparhnent  claiming 
such  free  places  if  they  have  any  diffi- 
culty. The  object  of  the  Memorandum 
is  to  make  clear  the  method  by  which 
free  education,  where  it  is  desired,  can 
be  obtained. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  also  clear  that  this 
demand  can  only  be  made  ou  those 
schools  in  which  education  is  free  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  A  Memorandnm 
showing  people  how  to  get  edaoation 
free  in  districts  in  which  education  ia 
universally  free  would  be  of  no  use.  The 
object  of  the  Memorandum  is  to  show 
them  where  they  can  get  free  education 
in  districts  in  which  edacation  is  not 
universally  free. 

WRITBSS  AND  ABSTBACTORSHIPS. 

Sib  B.  TEMPLE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  wheUier  he  is 
aware  that  writers  with  over  20  yean* 
service  at  the  time  of  promotion  to 
abstractorships  have  commenced  at  die 
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same  salary  as  a  writer,  similarlj  pro- 
moted, with  only  16  years'  previous  aer- 
Tice ;  and  whether  the  Government 
would  arrange  (where  the  merits  in  each 
ease  have  been  identical  except  as  to 
length  of  service)  that  men  so  promoted 
maj  be  enabled  to  reach  their  maximum 
salary  after  the  same  number  of  years' 
service  as  those  with  less  previous 
service  ? 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  appoint- 
ment of  copyists  to  abstractorships 
depends  upon  the  nature  of  the  duties  to 
be  performed,  and  has  no  reference  to 
their  previous  service.  The  rule  as  to 
the  salary  at  which  copyists  take  up 
their  appointments  as  abstractors  is 
simple  and  intelligible,  and  it  is  not 
possible  to  make  any  change  such  as  the 
hoQ.  Baronet  desires. 

THE  ROYAL  COURTS  OF  JUSTICE. 

Mb.  darling  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment wluither  he  is  aware  that,  in  con- 
Mquence  of  the  insufficiency  in  the  pro- 
visioQ  of  Courts  at  the  Royal  Courts  of 
Justice,  a  Judge  was,  on  three  separate 
occasions,  between  Easter  and  Wlutsun- 
tide  last,  unable  to  give  hia  attendance  in 
Court ;  and  whether  the  Goveniment 
have  under  their  consideration  any  plan 
for  providing  more  adequate  accommoda- 
tion at  those  Courts  ? 

Me.  ASQUITH  :  In  my  opinion 
Lincoln's  Inn  Old  Hail  is  a  very  con- 
venient and  proper  place  for  the  purpose, 
and  very  mnch  more  convenient  than  any 
of  the  Royal  Courts  of  Justice.  Why  a 
Judge  is  sitting  there  I  do  not  know.  1 
was  not  aware  of  the  absence  of  a  Judge 
on  the  occasions  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member,  or  of  the  insufficiency  of  neces- 
sary accommodation.  I  understand  that, 
with  the  two  Courts  which  now  sit  at 
Guildhall,  the  additional  room  which  has 
bieu  fitted  np  as  a  Court  in  the  Royal 
Courts,  and  the  Old  Hall  of  Lincoln's 
Ion,  which  has  been  placed  at  tlie  dis- 
posal of  the  Judges  by  the  Benchers, 
there  is  an  adequate  unmber  of  Courts 
for  all  the  requirements  of  business.  I 
am  informed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor 
that,  following  the  recommendations  of 
the  Judges,  arrangements  of  judicial 
business  are  in  progre^  which  will 
mateimlly  diminish  the  pressure  now 
oooasioned  at  intemls  durii^  the  sittings. 


OOYBBNIIENT  LAB0URBR6. 


Mr.  FORWOOD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether, 
when  the  minimum  rate  of  wages 
of  "  labourers "  in  certain  Depart- 
ments of  the  Admiralty  and  War  Office 
is  increased,  artisans  and  skilled  work- 
men will  be  included  in  the  term 
"labourers;"  and,  if  so,  will  he  state 
what  are  the  trades  on  which  the  men 
whose  wages  are  too  low  are  em- 
ployed ? 

Mr.  WOODALL  :  Artisans  and 
skilled  workmen  are  distinguished  from 
labourers,  who,  in  their  turn,  are  divided 
into  " skilled  "  and  "unskilled."  The 
decision  of  the  Government  has 
special  reference  particularly  to  the 
latter  class  of  men,  whose  wages  in  cer- 
tain cases  are  rated  at  figures  which,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  G^Ternment,  are  lower 
than  are  paid  by  the  better  class  of 
private  employers,  do  not  afford  the 
means  of  proper  subsistence,  and  do  not 
offer  sufficient  incentive  to  the  men  to 
discbarge  their  duty  with  zeal  and 
diligence.  In  the  confident  hope  that 
the  Public  Service  will  realise  the  ad- 
vantages that  have  followed  like 
liberality  in  private  enterprise,  the 
Government  has  determined  to  lift  the 
standard  minimum  rating,  discriminating, 
of  course,  according  to  tlie  nature  of  the 
employment,  the  local  conditions,  and  the 
capacity  of  the  workers. 

ARMY  MEDICAL  OFFICERS' 
GRIEVANCES. 
Di(.  MACGREGOR  (Inverness- 
shire)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  if  he  will  explain  on  what 
grounds  the  executive  officers  of  the 
Army  Medical  Staff,  who  went  ont  to 
India  during  last  .trooping  season,  are 
shown  in  the  ofiicial  Army  List  with 
"  India  '*  only  opposite  their  names  ; 
whether  it  has  been  customary  hitherto 
to  give  the  particular  Presidency  in 
which  tiiey  are  doing  dnty ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  inconvenience 
thus  caused  to  their  friends  in  not  being 
able  to  ascertain  their  station  from  the 
official  Army  List,  he  will  order  the  old 
arrangement  to  be  reverted  to,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  this  was  one  of 
the  points  brought  to  his  notice  by  the 
Parliamentary  Bills  Committee  of  the 
British  Medical  Association  (Paragraph 
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VI.)  tbroagh  thdr  deputation  on  the  13th 
May? 

•Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
This  is,  as  mj  hon.  Friend  sayn,  one  of 
the  points  urged  by  the  deputation  I 
recently  received  on  the  subject  of  the 
alleged  grievances  of  medical  officers.  It  is 
being  examined  with  the  others,  and  it  is 
not  desirable  to  anticipate  the  genenU 
decision. 

ROYAL  WEDDING  GIFTS. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy,  &c.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  he  is  aware  that  in  many  public 
schools  in  the  Metropolis  pressure  is 
being  brought  to  bear  on  the  scholars  to 
induce  them  to  subscribe  to  a  fund  now 
being  formed  in  connectioD  with  the  ap- 
proachmg  Royal  Wedding ;  whether  the 
collection  of  subscriptions  for  such  a 
purpose  properly  falls  within  the  duties 
of  teachers ;  and  whether  he  propoees 
to  take  any  action  in  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  Department 
has  received  no  definite  information  to 
the  effect  stated  by  the  hoo.  Member ; 
but,  under  the  circumstances  stated  by 
him,  it  would  depend  upon  the  nature 
luid  amount  of  the  pressure  put  upon  the 
scholars  whether  it  would  be  necessary 
to  take  any  action.  The  collection  of 
subscriptions  for  such  a  purpose  does  not 
fall  within  the  duty  of  a  teacher  as  such. 
In  the  absence  of  further  information,  I 
do  not  propose  to  take  any  action  ;  but 
if  it  were  shown  that  any  child  suffered 
any  kind  of  disability  for  not  subscribing, 
it  would  be  a  matter  for  careful  considera- 
tion. 

Mb.  DALZIEL  :  Has  the  attention  of 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  been  directed 
to  the  case  of  n  scholar  attending  a 
school  in  Eennington,  who,  having 
brought  the  teacher  a  message  from  her 
mother  saying  that  she  was  too  poor  to 
subscribe,  was  told  by  the  teacher  that 
her  mother  "  must  be  a  very  meao  per- 
son." Can  any  steps  be  taken  to  pre- 
vent a  repetition  of  such  incidents  ? 

Mb.  ACLAND  :  Though  such  inci- 
dents are  to  be  regretted,  the  only  duty 
of  the  Department  is  to  consider  cases 
where  children  suffer  any  kind  of  dis- 
ability through  the  action  of  the  teacher. 

Mb,  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough)  : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  inform 
the  managers  of  Board  Khoola  titat 
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these  enforoed  snbscriptioDS  must  not  h« 
made? 

Mb.  ACLAND  :  I  will  do  so  if  I 
should  see  any  reason  for  such  action. 

RE-DIRECTED  LETTERS. 

Mr.  A.  C.  MORTON  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  he  will 
agree  to  continue  the  arrangement  which 
has  hitherto  been  in  force — namely,  that 
letters  and  papers  might  be  re-directed 
and  sent  to  a  fresh  adc^ess  without  extra 
charge  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  Under  an  amnga- 
ment  which  came  into  foree  on  the  Ist 
June  last  year,  letters  are  exnnpt  frav 
charge  for  re-direction,  other  postal 
packets,  however,  remaining  liable  to  the 
charge.  It  is  not  in  contemplation  to 
disturb  this  arrangement. 

Mb.  a.  C.  MORTON :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  ^at  within  the 
last  week  the  postmaster  in  this  House 
has  been  enforcing  the  extra  cliarge,  and 
that  I  have  been  called  upon  to  pay 
several  halfpence  for  extra  postage 
which  has  not  previously  been  denwndea  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY :  I  will  inqaire  into 
the  matter. 

THE  REFRESHMENT  ROOUB  OF  THE 

HOUSE. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON 
(Shropshire,  Oswestry)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether, 
in  view  of  the  unprecedented  number  of 
Members  who  ccmsido-  it  their  duty  to 
frequent  the  House  day  and  night,  and 
of  the  inadequate  size  of  the  apartments 
provided  for  their  refreshment,  and  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  there  are  within 
the  precincts  of  the  Housesof  Parliament 
dining  rooms  set  apart  for  the  use  of 
Members  of  the  other  House,  but  rarely 
occupied  by  them,  he  will  luw  his  in- 
fluence to  effect  an  arrangement  by  which 
a  joint  use  of  these  respective  dining 
rooms  may  be  enjoyed  by  Hembm  of 
both  HoQses  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  A  proposal 
in  this  direction  was  made  to  the  Himie 
of  Lords  a  few  years  ago,  but  met  with 
no  response.  I  will  endeavour  to  asow- 
tMn  whether  there  is  any  prospect  of  a 
more  favourable  rejdy  at  the  praaent 
time. 
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PKOPOSBD  XATIONAL   HOLIDAY  FOB 

THE  ROYAL  WEDDING. 
Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  whether  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemmeut  propose  to  proclaim  a  holi- 
day on  the  day  of  the  marriage  of  His 
Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  ?  In 
patting  this  question,  I  may,  perhaps,  be 
alkiw^  to  say  that  among  the  London 
bankera  the  feeling  ia  in  favour  of  a 
boiiday,  and  I  am  informed  that  the  Early 
Closing  Association  has  evidence  of  a 
desire  among  shopkeepers  in  many  towns 
and  districts  of  London  in  the  same  sense. 
Id  any  case,  it  would  be  convenient  to 
know  soon  the  fntentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment; but,  of  course,  I  will  postpone  the 
question  if  my  right  hon.  Friend  wishes 
it. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  :  May  I  ask  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  that 
the  Glasgow  Trades  Council,  which 
represents  all  the  principal  Trade  Unions 
ID  the  West  of  Scotland,  has  unanimously 
protested  against  the  proclamation  of  a 
public  holiday  ;  and  whether,  in  view 
of  the  Bubatantiai  pecuniary  loss  that 
would  be  inflicted  upon  workmen  by  the 
proclamation  of  a  holiday,  he  will  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  leaving  the  matter 
entirely  to  the  discretion  of  individual 
localities? 

Mb.  CREMBB  (Shoreditch,  Hag- 
gems  ton) :  I  wish  to  ask  a  question  some- 
what akin  to  that.  It  is  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  before  coming  to 
any  decision,  will  consider  the  serious 
loss  which  a  forced  abstention  from 
labour  for  even  o<ae  day  must  entail  upon 
millions  of  working  men  in  the  United 
Kingdom  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone, Edinburgh,  Midlothian)  :  As  I 
intimated  on  Friday,  there  must  neces- 
sarily be  some  delay  before  I  shall  be 
in  a  position  to  give  a  full  reply  to  the 
question.  When  the  subject  was  first 
broached  it  appeared  to  me  at  onoe  that 
the  present  state  of  trade  in  the  country 
and  the  danger  of  imposing,  except 
with  almost  ananimons  concorrence,  any 
limitation  upon  the  opportunities  of  em- 
ployment formed  an  element  in  the  case 
which  must  be  taken  into  consideration. 


THE  tBISfi  HABP  VER8V8  THE  THBEB 
CROWNS. 

Mk.  THEOBALD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  I/)rd  of  the  Treasury  whether,  con- 
sidering that  this  House  is  desirous  of 
maintaining  the  supremacy  of  the  Crown  in 
Ireiuid,  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  re-substituting  the  three  crowns  on 
the  Irish  quarter  of  the  Royal  Standard 
iu  place  of  the  harp,  the  harp  having 
taken  the  place  of  the  tbree  crowns  in 
the  reign  of  Henrv  VIII.  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  believe 
it  is  the  case  that  the  three  crowns  were 
the  proper  emblems  of  Ireland  down  to 
the  period  of  Henry  VIII.  That 
Monarch  then  adopted  the  harp  iu  con- 
sequence of  an  idea,  which  was  by  no 
means  irrational,  that  confusion  might 
arise  between  the  three  crowns  of  Ireland 
and  the  symbol  of  the  Papal  Anthority — 
the  tiara.  The  harp  has  now  been  the 
recognised  symbol  of  Ireland  for  nearly 
400  years,  and  it  ought  not  to  be  changed 
without  a  good  reason.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber suggests  that  it  ought  to  be  changed 
in  order  to  manifest  our  intention  to 
maintain  the  supremacy  of  the  Crown ; 
but  I  fear  that  if  we  were  to  set  about 
maintaining  the  supremacy  of  the  Crown 
by  removiug  this  emblem,  which  was 
selected  by  Henry  VIII.,  it  might  be 
thought  that  our  intentions  were  of  a 
different  nature. 

METROPOLITAN  FEVER   AND  SMALL- 
POX HOSPITALS. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  a  ques- 
tion of  which  I  have  given  him  private 
notice,  and  that  is  whether  the  Local 
Government  Board  will  undertake  to 
assist  the  Metropolitan  Asylums  Board 
in  acquiring  further  sites  for  fever  and 
small-pox  hospitals  ;  and  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Asylums  Board  have  in- 
formed the  Sanitary  Inspectors  that  they 
are  unable  to  accommodate  patients 
whom  they  have  been  asked  to  receive  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler,  Wolverhampton,  E.)  :  As  this 
is  a  very  important  question,  and  one  on 
which  there  is  a  considerable  amount  of 
public  interest,  I  may,iperhap8,  beallowed 
to  give  a  rather  long  answer.  In  connec- 
tion with  this  question,  it  is  desirable  that 
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I  should  state  the  facts  as  regards  the 
action  of  the  Local  GoTemment  Board 
during  the  Ust  three  years.  We  have 
received  in  all  four  applications.  The 
first  application  had  reference  to  the  site 
at  Tottenham.  The  proposal  was  sub- 
mitted in  April,  1891,  and  was  most 
strongly  opposed  by  the  Local  Authori- 
ties and  the  owners  and  ratepayers  iu- 
tereated  in  the  matter.  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  after  full  consideration 
of  all  the  circnmstences,  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  Managers  should  endea- 
vour to  obtain  some  other  site  for  the 
erection  of  a  hospital  for  that  part  of  the 
Me^polis.  This  decision  was  arrived 
at  in  June,  1891.  No  further  proposal 
was  made  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  for  nine  mouths.  On  March  18, 
1892,  there  was  a  proposal  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Managers  with  regard  to  a 
site  at  Stoke  Newington.  The  Board 
replied  on  March  30,  pointing  out  that 
the  New  River  ran  through  a  portion  of 
the  site  in  an  open  cut,  that  a  park  which 
had  recently  been  provided  for  the  use  of 
the  inhabitants  was  only  separated  from 
the  site  by  a  road,  and  that  the  Board 
felt  obliged  to  direct  attention  to  these 
facts  as  likely  to  afford  grounds  of 
objection  beyond  those  which  are  usually 
offered  to  the  erection  of  a  fever  hospital. 
The  recommendations  of  the  Committee 
which  had  been  dealing  with  this  matter 
were,  however,  negatived  by  the 
Managers,  and  the  proposal  was  not, 
therefore,  proceeded  with.  The  Board 
received  no  further  proposal  until  June, 
when  tlie  Managers  revived  the  Totten- 
ham site  ;  and  Mr.  Ritchie^  having  l>een 
assured  that  after  careful  inquiries  the 
Managers  were  satisfied  that  no  suitable 
site  for  a  hospital  could  be  obtained 
in  the  North-Easteru  part  of  the 
Metropolis,  agreed  to  re-open  the 
question,  and  after  a  local  inquiry 
assented  to  the  use  of  tbe  laud  in 
question  temporarily  for  hospital  pur- 
poses. As  the  time  in  respect  of  which 
the  consent  has  been  given  is  expiring,  I 
have  had  this  site  under  my  consideration, 
and  after  another  local  inquiry  I  have 
informed  the  Managers  of  my  willingness 
to  assent  to  the  continued  occupation  of 
this  site  on  certain  conditions  as  to  the 
reception  of  patients  from  the  Tottenham 
district  into  tbe  hospital.  Early  in  the 
resent  year  there  was  a  proposal  as  to  a 
ospitel  at  Tooting  Bee.    This  proposal 
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aroused  strong  opposition.  The  inquiry 
was  held  in  March  ;  I  subsequently  in- 
spected the  site  in  company  with  Sir  W. 
Foster  and  Sir  H.  Owen,  and  ^ter  veiy 
careful  consideration  we  decided  that 
a8t>CDt  to  the  acquisition  of  this  site  mtifit 
be  withheld.  The  only  other  site  whicb 
has  been  proposed  to  the  Board  is  one  in 
the  Lewisham  district.  The  application 
was  received  last  month.  It  has  since 
been  the  subject  of  au  inquiry"  by  two  of 
tho  Board's  luspectors,  and  I  am  now 
awaiting  the  reply  ot  the  Managers  as  to 
certain  alternative  sites  which  have  been 
suggested  by  those  who  are  opposing  the 
present  proposal.  I  am  fully  aware  of 
the  difficulties  which  always  attend  the 
acquisition  of  a  site  for  a  fever  hospital. 
At  the  same  time,  Parliament  has  made 
the  acquisition  of  sites  by  the  Managers 
subject  to  the  consent  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  ;  and  the  Board,  however 
desirous  they  may  be  of  assisting  tbe 
Managers,  are  bound  to  exercise  the 
power  thus  entnisted  to  them  with  a  due 
regard  to  their  responsibility  to  Parlia- 
ment and  the  public.  I  quite  realise  the 
difficulty  iu  which  the  Managers  are 
placed  as  regards  applications  for  the  ad- 
mission of  fever  patients — a  difficulty 
which  is  considerably  increased  by  tbe 
fact  that  buildings  which  would  other- 
wise be  available  arc  now  required  for 
small-pox  patients — and  I  am  aware  that 
the  Managers  are  discouraging  applica- 
tions except  in  necesBltous  cases.  I  shall 
do  everything  in  my  power  in  the  way 
of  giving  prompt  attention  to  any  pro- 
posals which  the  Managers  may  submit 
to  me  for  providing  further  aco(»nmoda- 
tion. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  thank  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemau  for  his  very  full  answer. 
May  I  further  ask  him  whether  the  ares 
within  which  it  is  now  lawful  for  the 
Metropolitan  Asylums  Board  to  acquire 
sites  might  not  be  somewhat  increased,  so 
as  to  give  further  facilities  for  the  ac- 
quisition of  sites  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  limit  imposed  by  law,  and  I  have 
considered  the  matter  in  the  Tottenham 
case,  and  consented  there  to  the  erection 
of  a  permanent  hospital  outside  the 
Metropolitan  area.  If  I  find  that  any 
further  legislation  is  necessary  I  shall  be 
happy  to  attend  to  it,  as  it  is,  in  my  view, 
quite  impossible  to  confine  the  provision 
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for  thme  patients  within  the  present 
HetropoHtan  area. 

M«.  J.  HOWARD  (TottCDham) : 
May  I  ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
maQ  will  give  directions,  in  reference  to 
the  Tottenham  site,  that  it  shall  not  be 
uaed  for  small-pox  patients  ? 

Mb.  H.  H.FOWLEE  :  I  have  already 
done  so. 

MR.   SBXTOXS    REPORTED  RBSIONA- 
TIOH. 

Mr.  darling  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
the  Stewardship  of  the  Chiltem  Hundreds 
has  been  applied  foi  by  the  hou.  Member 
for  North  Kerry  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  have  no 
snawer  to  give  to  that  question. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAV, 


GOVERNMENT  OF  IRELAND  BlLL. 
(No.  209.) 

COMMITTEE.    [ProjTCM,  9th  JwHP.] 
^EIGHTEENTH  NIGHT.] 

Conaideretl  in  Comn.Mttee. 

(lu  the  Committee.) 

Legislative  Authority^ 

Clause  3  (Exceptions  from  powers  of 
Irish  Legislature). 

•SiE  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) :  The  Amendment  which 
stands  on  the  Paper  in  my  name  deals 
with  banks  ;  but  I  have  another  Amend- 
ment lower  down  to  insert  in  line  14, 
after  "  or,"  the  words  "  bills  of  exchange." 
It  might  be  a  convenience  to  the  Com- 
mittee if  I  were  to  combine  the  two.  I 
do  not  know  whether  that  will  meet  with 
the  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Government ; 
but  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  no 
objection  I  will  move  the  two.  .  The 
Amendment  I  will  submit  will  he  in  line 
13,  after  "  legal  tender/'  to  insert "  banks, 
bills  of  exchange."  The  argnmenta  in  sup- 
pwt  of  the  two  subjects  will  be  somewhat 
different,  and,  therefore,  I  will  deal  with 
the  two  things  separately.  As  to  banks, 
the  Amendment  which  I  move,  though 
akin  to  that  on  the  "currency,"  which 
the  Government  were  good  enough  to  say 
they  would  consider,  stands  upon  different 
grounds,  and  I  hope  it  may  be  accepted 
bj  my  right  hon.  Friend.  Various 


countries  have  endeavoured  to  raise  loans 
by  granting  privileges  to  a  bank.  Tfai« 
policy  has  been  always  injurious,  and  has 
ofteu  led  to  very  disastrous  results.  I 
hope  that  the  Irish  Governmeot  wilt  not 
be  encouraged  to  take  any  such  course. 
If  a  Government  is  economically 
managed,  it  ought  to  have  no  difficulty  in 
raising  funds  by  loan,  prudently  and 
within  reason — to  go  beyond  this  would 
certainly  lead  to  waste  and  extravagance. 
Ireland  has  s\iffered  much  in  the  past  from 
bad  banking.  Fullarton,  in  his  work  on 
the  currency,  goes  so  for  as  to  assert 
that — 

"  No  country,  perhaps,  in  the  world,  ecaroely 
even  excepting  the  United  States  of  Amwics, 
baa  suffered  so  much  as  Ireland  from  bad 
banking ;  and  now  that  we  have  at  lei^th, 
after  varioas  anproQtable  attempts,  succeeded 
in  cHtablishing  there  a  banking  system  which 
holds  out  a  fair  prospect  of  usefulness,  it  does 
not  seem  to  be  exactly  the  time  for  disturbing  it," 

That  prospect  has  been  fully  justified. 
For  many  years  now  Ireland  has  felt  con- 
fidence in  her  banks,  and  there  hare  been 
but  few  f  ailives.  I  may  sfty,  then,  witii  even 
more  force  than  Fullarton  could,  that  this 
does  not  seem  to  be  exactly  the  time 
for  distiu-biug  "  the  Irish  banking  system. 
Irish  Members,  we  are  told,  are  auxious 
to  foster  Irish  commerce  and  manufac- 
tures. Now,  the  Irish  banks  are  among 
the  most  prosperous  of  Irish  institutions. 
What  is  the  effect  of  this  Bill  on  them  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone  justly 
claimed,  laet  week,  to  represent  the 
views  of  Irish  banlu,  and  I  know  that 
he  supports  this  Amendment.  But  in 
this  case  I  can  also  quote  the  views  of 
the  shareholders  themselves.  Twelve 
months  ago — I  give  the  figures  on  the 
high  authority  of  The  Economiaiy  20th 
May,  1893  —  12  months  ago  their 
X7 .065,000  of  paid-up  capital  was  worth, 
at  the  then  market  price,  £18,466,000  ; 
now  it  is  worth  no  more  than  £16,935,000; 
"  and  for  this  loss  of  £1,500,000  the  bank 
shareholders  know  that  they  have  Mr, 
Gladstone  and  his  scheme  of  Home  Rule 
to  thank."  Moreover,  the  change  is  the 
more  remarkable,  because  Scot^  bank 
shares  during  the  same  period  have  risen 
over  £500,000,  and  English  bank  shares 
have  remained  stationary.  It  must  be 
evident,  then — no  one  can  doubt  for  a 
moment  —  that  Irishmen  who  are  inte- 
rested in  this  branch  of  Irish  industry  will, 
almost  to  a  man,  be  in  favour  of  this 
Amendment,  and  will  believe  that  its 
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adoptioD  would  raise,  and  it  rejection  will 
lower,  the  value  of  their  property.  Kot 
only  does  this  apply  to  the  commercial 
banks  of  Ireland — these  are  not  the  only 
banks  which  are  disturlxyl  by  the 
prospect  before  them.  The  Savings 
Banks  also  share  the  same  apprehensions. 
For  instance,  the  Trustees  and  Managers 
of  .the  Dublin  Savings  Back,  at  their 
meeting  on  the  14th  March,  tmauimoubly 
resolved — 

''That  the  TruBtees  and  Mauagers  of  the 
DubliQ  Sariugs  Bank,  having  accepted  office 
on  condition  that  the  inouey  deposital  in  the 
Bank  shoald  be  traoBmitted  to  the  Commis- 
sfonen  for  the  redaction  the  National  Debt, 
would  not  be  prepared  to  continue  re8)>oiuible 
for  the  working  of  the  bank  under  the  condi- 
tions of  Clause  21  ot  the  Government  of  Ireland 
Bill" 

I  think  that  is  very  strong  evidence.  I 
have,  I  think,  conclusively  shown  ground 
for  believing  that  if  you  polled  the 
shareholders  of  Irish  banks  you  would 
hardly  find  a  single  one  of  them  who 
would  l>e  opposed  to  my  Amendment, 
and  who  would  not,  on  the  contrary,  be 
ready  to  support  it.  Looking  at  the 
state  of  the  Benches  opposite,  one  would 
be  inclined  to  think  that  the  Irish 
Members  do  notfeel  a  very  deep  ioterest 
in  the  question ;  but  I  presume  those 
Members  are,  at  the  present  moment, 
engaged  in  the  consideration  of  a  subject 
of  more  interest  to  them.  I  would 
appeal  to  the  test  of  experience  aud  the 
authority  of  precedent.  In  the  British 
North  America  Act  of  1867,  banking 
and  the  incorporation  of  banks  is  one  of 
the  subjects  expressly  reserved  to  the 
Dominion  Parliament.  But  in  Ireland  the 
case  is  even  stronger  than  it  was  iu  Canada. 
In  the  United  States,  in  Switzerland — 
indeed,  iu  every  case  of  Federal  Union — 
the  BankingLaw  is  reserved  to  the  Central 
Legislature.  I  do  not  kuow  whether 
we  shall  be  told,  as  we  were  on  Friday, 
that  this  is  an  insulting  Amendment. 

An  hoD.  Me)[BEb  :  Hear,  hear  I 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  :  I  am  sorr/  that 
the  solitary  Representative  of  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Party  says  **  Hear,  hear  I  " 
implying  that  that  is  the  case.  But,  at 
any  rate,  the  Committee  will  agree  with 
me  that  intention  is  of  the  essence  of  an 
insult,  and  I  can  assure  Irish  Home  Rule 
Members  that  I  hare  no  such  intention. 
The  Government  propose  to  exclude 
coinage  and  legal  tender.    Is  that  an 
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insult  ?    If  not,  why  should  it  be  ao 
insult  to  exclude  banking  and  bills  of 
exchange  ?     Iu  every   other  ease  of 
Federalism  they   are   excluded.  But 
neither  the  Swiss   Cantons,  nor  the 
States  of  the  Union,  nor  the  Provinces 
in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  regard  it  as 
an  insult.    Tlien  why  should  Ireland  ? 
How  can  it  be  an  insult Under  the 
Bill  Ireland  will  be  represented  here, 
aud  the  only  question  is  whether  the 
Baukiug   Law   of   Ireland    should  be 
settled  by  Irishmen  sitting  here,  or  Irish- 
men sitting  in  Dublin  ?  The  law  relating 
to  banking  is  not  only  a  very  important, 
but  also  a  very  delicate  and  difficult 
subject.    The  Irish  Banking  Law  was 
setded  by  Sir  R.  Peel  after  the  most 
careful  and  anxious  consideration  and 
consultation  with  the  highest  anthorities. 
It  has  stood  the  test  of  experience  and 
worked  welt,  and  I  anxiously  appeal  to 
the  Government  to  accept  this  Amend- 
ment, and  not  unnecessarily  to  disturb 
an  arrangement  wbich  has  proved  satis- 
factory, and  which  is  one  of  the  very 
few   things   iu  Ireland  which  X  have 
never  heard  attacked  from  the  Benches 
opposite  during  the  quarter  of  a  century 
that  I  have  had  the  uonoiu:  of  a  seat  io 
this  House.    Under  these  circumstances, 
I  do  sulouit  that,  so  far  as  the  first  part 
of  my  Amendment  is  concerned,  I  have 
made  out  a  very  strong  case.    I  beUeve 
that  if  I  cau  only  induce  hon.  Members 
above   the   Gangway   to   look  at  the 
matter,  not  as  a  question  of  Party  or  of 
politics,  but  simply  as  a  question  of 
what  would  be  best  In  the  future  for  the 
commercial  relations  of  Ireland,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  agree  to  the 
insertion  of  the  word    banks "  in  die 
clause.   The  second  part  of  my  Amend- 
ment deals  with  bills  of  exchange. 
The  subject  is  one  of  great  importance 
to   the   commercial   conimuoity.  The 
rights  and  liabilities  of  different  parties 
to  these  instruments  have  given  rise  to 
Hu  iufiuity  of  legal  questions  and  multi- 
tudes of  decisions — enough,  indeed,  to 
fill  a  whole  library.    Now,  Sir,  in  1882, 
on  behalf  of  the  Associated  Chambers  of 
Commerce  and  the  Institute  of  Bankers, 
I  introduced  a  Bill  codifying  the  whole 
law  regulating  bills  of  exchange,  pro- 
missory notes,  and  cheques.    It  was 
referred  to  a  strong  Committee  upstairs — 
on  which  the  present  Lord  Chancellor 
took  a  most  active^|g^ 
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60  carefully  considered  that,  whea  it 
caiae  down  again  to  the  Houae,  although 
it  contained  over  100  clausee,  it  passed 
without  the  alteradou  o£  a  word.  The 
Bill,  Sir,  has  given  graeral  satisfactlou 
in  the  Three  Kingdoms  ;  from  that  day 
to  this  there  has  been  no  proposal  for 
iuj  change.  In  the  preface  to  the  last 
edition  of  B^Um  on  BUlt,  the  great 
authority  on  the  subject,  the  authors  say 
that — 

"The  socoen  of  tbe  Code  in  diminishing  liti- 
B»tiMi  muKt  be  very  gratityii^  to  its  framers, 
few  important  cases  ha  ring  arisen  aiuce," 

That,  Sir,  not  only  means  an  immense 
Baring  of  expense,  but  also  of  trouble  and 
of  anxiety,  for  it  is  most  necessary  to  ns 
sll  that  we  should  know  what  the  law  is. 
It  very  often  does  not  eomnchmattn' what 
the  law  is,  as  that  we  are  able  to  know 
what  it  is.  Another  Important  advantage 
the  Act  was  that  it  has  given  us  one 
naiform  law  throughout  England,  Scot- 
.-  land,  and  Ireland.  Now,  I  say  again,  I 
|Hopoae  this  Amendment  in  no  spirit  of 
disbnist  of  Irish  Members  ;  but  I  submit 
to  them  that  in  the  interests  of  trade  and 
eommeree  in  Inland,  which  I  am  sure 
they  are  anxious  to  foster  as  well  as  we 
are,  that  in  the  general  interests  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  if  ady  changes  are 
made,  it  is  desirable  that  they  should  be 
proposed,  and,  if  approved,  adopted  here 
in  the  Imperial  ParUament,  so  that  we 
may  retain — what  will  be  admitted  to  be 
in  this  respect  a  great  advantage — one 
nniform  law  throughout  the  United 
Kingdom.  May  I,  in  conclusion,  just 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  and  the  Committee  of  the 
argument  he  used  in  reply  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bo^in  on 
Tuesday  when  he  very  justly  said — 

'*  It  was  not  the  main  contiideration  which 
had  led  tbe  Government  to  Che  conclusion  at 
which  they  had  arrived,  to  which  they  were 
bound  to  adhere.  That  main  oonsicleration  was 
this  :  that  the  United  Kingdom  from  geographi- 
cal circumstances,  as  wellaa  from  circumstances 
which  were  social  and  moral,  constituted  one 
great  and  va^t  trade  circle.  If  they  departed 
&nm  the  principle  of  uniformity  in  trade 
matters,  they  might,  perhaps,  satisfy  to  a  greater 
extent  the  abstract  idea  of  the  right  of  local 
legislation ;  bat  by  satlstying  that  abstract  Idea 
tbey  m^ht  inflict  an  imrnense  practical  injory. 
It  was  necessary  in  the  interests  of  Ireland  bra- 
self  that  this  uniformity  of  commercial  law 
Ihoald  prevail  throughout  these  Islands.  .  . .  But 
be  did  not  care  to  debate  the  question  whether 
they  woald  nusOBe  tbe  power  or  not,  for  he 
baaed  his  poeition  on  this :  that  it  was  vital  to 


the  commerce  of  the  Three  Kingdoms  that 
there  should  be  uniformity  of  commercial  law 
from  one  extremity  of  the  land  to  the  other.** 

I  could  not,  Sir,  commend  my  Amend- 
ment to  the  House  in  clearer  or  abler 
terms.  I  submit  to  my  right  hoiu  Frieud 
aud  ro  the  candid  judgment  of  the 
Committee  that  the  reasous  I  have  just 
quoted  from  tbe  Prime  Alinister's  speech 
apply  entirely  to  the  present  Amendment. 
To  my  mind,  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
that  yon  should  introduce  these  words  in 
order  to  carry  out  the  principle  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  declared  to  be  vital  to  the 
interests  of  trade  and  commerce  in  the 
Three  Kingdoms.  I  beg,  therefore,  on 
these  grounds,  very  respectfully  to  com- 
mend my  Amendment  to  the  Committee. 
This  should  not  be  a  contentious  matter. 
It  is  not,  as  I  have  already  pointed  out,  a 
matter  of  Party  or  politics  ;  aud  I  earnestly 
hope  that  tbe  Committee  will  regaM  the 
question  from  the  point  of  view  of  what 
is  1}est  for  the  trade  and  commerce  of 
Ireland  as  well  as  of  England. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  hne  13,  after  the  words  "l^al 
tender,"  to  insert  the  wwds  "  banks,  bills  of 
ezcbange." — (Sir  John  Ztciioci.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  J.  Lubbock)  will 
allow  me  to  remind  him  that  the  observa- 
tions I  made  tbe  other  day  with  regard 
to  the  Three  Kingdoms  constituting  one 
great  and  vast  trade  circle  had  reference  to 
a  proposition  to  give  to  Ireland  the  power 
of  r^ulating  external  trade,  ortrade  which 
might  be  called  foreign  or  international 
trade.  I  do  not  wish  to  press  the  argu- 
ment  further ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  see  that  my  observations  had 
no  reference  whatever  to  the  details  of 
internal  trade  within  Ireland.  lu  regard 
to  trade,  we  know  that  bad  legislation  in 
an  island  may  produce  evil  results  to  a 
neighbouring  island  ;  nay,  we  have  rea- 
son to  know  that  bad  legislation  in 
another  counby  produced  evil  results  on 
the  commerce  of  this  country  not  very 
long  ago.  But  this  state  <^  things^ 
within  limits,  is  inseparable  not  only 
from  commercial  legislation,  but  from  a 
great  deal  of  other  legislation — namdy, 
that  if  tbe  poww  of  Ic^lating  is  abused 
or  badly  handled,  it  maj^  nqfj^gf^ 
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the  country  in  which  it  is  passed,  but 
other  countries  also.     My  right  bon. 
Friend  says  he  judges  from  tlie  absence 
of  the  Representatives  of  Ireland  that 
they  feel  no  interest  in  this  question  ; 
but,  for  my  own  part,  I  have  observed 
many  times,  wheu  the   Irish  Beuches 
have  been  sparsely  occupied,  that  that 
fact  is  not  to  be  regarded  as  showing 
that  the  Irish  Members  take  no  interest 
in  the  question  under  discussion,  though 
they  may  have  not  taken  much  interest 
in  the  Debate.    It  is  quite  possible  the 
Irish    Members    have   allowed  tbem- 
salves  the  rare  luxury  of  some  remission 
from  their  labours.   I  do  not  oppose  this 
Amendment  on  the  ground  that  it  is 
inaultiug  to  Ireland.     I   may  have  a 
strong  feeling  about  the  method  which 
has  been  adopted  of  asking  Parliament 
to  withdraw  one  by  oue  almost  every 
prominent  and  important  power  for  regu- 
lating its  business  that  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature ought  to  possess.   This  Amend- 
ment, after  all,  is  only  one  of  a  long 
series  of  proposals  to  withhold  powers 
from  the  Irish  Legislature.    I  certainly 
think  it  unjust  to  disparage  that  Legis- 
lature ;  but  I  admit  that  this  Amendment 
does  so  less  than  other  proposals  that 
have  been  made  interfering  largely  with 
the  details  of  Irish  life.    There  was  one 
thing  I  ought  to  say  conceruiog  bills  of 
exchange,  which  is  that  foreign  bills, 
including  those  drawn  on  England,  could 
not  be  touched  by  the  Irish  X^isla- 
ture. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  :  Bills  drawn  upon 

Engluid  ? 

Mr,  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Yes. 
I  apprehend  those  could  not  be  touched. 
The  Government  cannot  assent  to  these 
constant  proposals  to  withdraw  responsi- 
bility fromlreland.  Without  responsibility 
you  cannot  expect  either  an  Irish  Legis- 
lature or  any  other  Legislature  to  train 
it-self  in  the  difficult  work  of  legislation. 
No  doubt  mischief  may  result  from 
l^islation;  but,  in  the  end,  responsibility 
and  liberty  will  lead  to  good.  I  regard 
the  Amendment  as  impolitic  and  incon- 
venient, and  as  embodying  a  principle  of 
a  most  pernicious  character.  Subject  to 
a  door  left  open  for  future  consideration, 
ia  regard  to  taking  steps  to  prevent  over- 
issues, the  Committee  have,  by  their 
decision  on  Friday,  given  to  the  Irish 
Legislature  the  whole  matter  of  currency ; 
and,  takmg    away  legal  tender  and 

Mr,  W,  E,  GladHone 


currency,  banking  is  nothing  but  a  branch 
of  purely  intermu  trade.   U  you  say  that 
banking  should  be  connected  with  issue, 
that  leads  me  to  consider  how  far  we  are 
able  to  set  ourselves  up  as  an  example  of 
great  success  in  this  business.  The  tpies- 
tion  whether  the  issue  of  this  conntry 
ought   not   to  be  made  progreasiveiv 
national  was  opened  by  the  Aot  of  1844, 
and  although  development  was  oonton* 
plated  by  the  measure  no  progreee  has 
been  made  in  the  matter.     Thuly  jean 
ago,  when  Chancellor  of  the  Exefaeqao', 
I  introduced  aBill  finally  to  dispose  of  the 
question  of  private  issue  in  England  ;  but, 
owing  to  dissenaion  with  the  bankers 
upon  4  collateral  point,  I  failed  to  carry 
the  Bill  into  law,  and  since  that  time  not 
a  single  step  has  been  taken  for  the  pur- 
pose of  applying  in  a  more  ccmsistent 
manner  the  principle  of  the  A'Ot  of  1844, 
Therefore,  if  we  are  to  interfere  with 
internal  trade  in  Ireland,  1  think  it  oi^ht 
to  be  in  r^ard  to  internal  trade  as  to 
which  we  have  shown  a  remmrkable 
capacity  for  vigorous  and  efficient  le^s- 
lation,  and  not  one  than  which  tii^e  is  no 
subject  of  legislation  that  the  House  of 
Commons    has    dealt   with   with  lera 
efficiency.    The  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  made  loud  complaints  upon 
the  subject  of  the  deficiency  of  reserves 
in  the  mnks  of  this  oountry;  but  for  five 
or  six  years  he  was  uuable  to  do  aay thing 
to  improve  the  state  of  affairs.    I  do  not 
find  fault  with  him.  I  have  endeavoured 
to  deal  with  the  subject  myself,  and  have 
failed  ;  but  I  say  this  makoa  a  very  in- 
firm sort  of  case  for  ns  to  interf»«  wiUi 
Ireland  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  pro- 
poses.     In    these    circumstances,  to 
adopt   the   Amendment    would  be  an 
interference,   not   with   anything  that 
carries   Imperial  character,  but  simply 
with  the  iuternal  business  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Hao- 
over  Square)  :  My  right  hon.  Friend  has 
thrown  out  a  fly  with  regard  to  the  baok- 
ing  system  in  wis  country ;  but  he  will 
not  think  I  am  treating  him  with  any 
want  of  courtesy  if  I  do  not  rise  in 
response  to  so  tempting  a  bait.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  suggests  that  there  are 
many  laches  in  this  country,  and  he  say^^ 
the  new  Irish  Parliament  will  be  more 
competent  to  deal  with  Iri^  banking 
than  this  House.  I  should  like  the  share* 
holders  in  Irish  banks  to  give-  tb«'r 
opinion  on  that  sabject;  ■  Th«t  wocikl  be 
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Iiish  opinioD,  and  iotelligeDt  Irish 
opiaioD.  It  is  questiooable,  I  believe, 
whether  the  present  Bill  will  be  passed 
iato  law.  U  it  should  not  pass,  I  would 
suggest  to  mjr  faon.  Friend  that  in  any 
i^erra^  that  oeonrs  before  uother  Bill 
u  iottoduced  he  should  cftuse  a  commuDi- 
eatioD  to  be  made  to  the  representatives 
of  Irish  banks  and  their  shareholders  and 
eastomers  as  to  whether  they  would  prefer 
to  leave  the  matter  in  the  handi^  of 
gentlemeu  who  manage  The  FreemarCt 
Journal  Company,  or  in  those  bauds 
which  are  so  incompetent  to  deal  with 
the  questiou  as  my  right  faon.  Frieud 
aoggeste  they  have  been  during  the  last 
hdbf-eeutnry.  If  we  were  to  take  Irish 
opmioDy  not  from  a  political  but  from  a 
eonmercial  point  of  view,  in  this  matter, 
I  am  ioelined  to  thiuk  that  it  would  not 
support  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  my 
right  hoo.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister. 
My  right  hou.  Frieud  instauced  a  case  of 
l^ishition  in  one  couatry  damaging 
atnther  country,  but  said  that  was  one  of 
the  matters  that  must  be  endured.  He 

I  said  the  American  Legislature  bad  passed 
Acts  which  bad  been  extremely  damaging 
to  this  coiiutry,  and  we  had  been  obliged 
to  endure  it.  The  assumption  is,  there- 
fore, that  if  the  Irish  Parliament  passed 
Acts  which  were  injorious  to  this  country 
we  sboold  also  hare  to  endure  it.  But 
the  answer  is  that  one  case  is  remedial 
and  the  other  is  not.  The  more  we  can 
obtain  uniformity  in  commercial  law  the 
better  for  all  interests  concerned,  because 

i     the  more  identity  there  is  in  commercial 

'  matters  the  better.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  anything  in  the  argument  that  because 
other  nations  pass  laws  injurious  to  us  we 
must  contemplate  with  equanimity  the 
prospect  of  die  Irish  Parliameut  doing 
the  suae  thing.  As  far  as  there  are 
common  commercial  interests,  it  is  desir- 
able to  have  common  legislation  lu  the 
greatest  possible  d^ree.  If  we  are  to 
retain  the  Irish  Members  in  this  House, 
is  it  Dot  better  that  commercial  law 
should  renuuo  on  one  footing  than 
that  there  should  be  two  nets  of 
laws  with  regard  to  bills  of  ex- 
change and  Nuking  ?  As  to  bills 
of  exchange,  the  Irish  Members  ought  to 
see  no  possible  reason  «hy  the  law  should 

'  sot  be  common  to  the  two  countries.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  London  University 
J.  Lubbock)  quoted  the  case  of  the 
DcHBiniott  PsriiuuDt  and  the  Provinciid 
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Parliaments  of  Cauada,  and  also  the  case 
of  the  Uuited  States  ;  but  my  right  hoo. 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister  does  not  pay 
much  heed  to  colonial  and  foreign 
analogies  when  they  do  not  fit  in  with 
the  case  he  wishes  to  make.  I  would 
suggest  a  compromise  to  my  right  bon. 
Friend  tbeMember  for  London  University. 
Supposing  we  were  to  admit,  injurious 
as  it  may  possibly  be,  that  iuternal  bank- 
ing should  remain  with  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment, would  the  Government  agree  that 
the  laws  relating  to  bills  of  exchange 
should  be  left  to  be  dealt  with  by  the 
Imperial  Parliament  ?  I  understand 
from  the  Prime  Minister  that  bills  drawn 
in  Ireland  on  England  would  be  Im- 
perial  

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Yes. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  And  that  those 
drawn  in  England  on  Ireland  would  be 
local.  We  are  to  treat  Ireland  as  a 
foreign  country  in  that  respect.  Bills  of 
exchange  between  England  and  Ireland 
are  to  be  put  on  the  same  footing  as 
bills  of  exchange  between  England  and 
France.  This  question  illustrates  the 
difBeulty  which  meets  us  in  every  Debate 
respecting  the  separating  of  Eoglish  and 
Irish  affairs.  It  appmrs,  however,  that 
so  separate  are  the  two  countries  to  be 
that  we  may  bare  to  treat  Irish  Bills  as 
foreign  Bills.  Possibly  we  shall  have  to 
come  to  some  arrangement  with  die  Irish 
Parliament,  after  negotiating  as  with  a 
Foreign  Power,  for  obtaining  a  common 
law  as  to  bills  of  exchange.  I  do  ask 
my  right  hon.  Frieud  the  Prime  Minister 
is  it  worth  while  to  raise  this  difficulty 
at  all,  looking  at  the  question,  not  as  a 
political  matter,  but  as  a  matter  of  com- 
mon sense  ?  A  man  might  have  bills  in 
bis  bill-box,  a  portion  of  them  being  sub- 
ject to  Imperial  taw,  and  a  portion  sub- 
ject to  Irish  law,  so  that  he  would  be  ex- 
actly in  the  same  position  as  if  he  were 
dealing  with  a  foreigner.  I  do  not  say 
that  any  great  damage  would  arise  ;  but 
every  banker  would  tell  you  that  he 
would  much  prefer  that  foreign  bills 
should  be  subject  to  the  same  law  as 
English  bills,  and  that  varieties  of  con- 
tract are  a  drawback  to  quick  and  safe 
business.  I  would  recommend  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Loudon  Uni- 
versity to  withdraw  the  portion  of  his 
Amendment  with  reference  to  banks  if 
the  Government  will  accept  the  other 
portion. 
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The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUEE  (Sir  W.  Harcoukt, 
Derb^) :  I  am  rather  surprised  at;  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  desiring  to 
appeal  to  the  shareholders  on  the 
subject  of  policy.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, two  years  ago,  raised  a  note  of 
alarm  which  created  almost  a  panic  in 
this  country,  when  he  said  that  the  Re- 
serves of  all  the  banks  iu  England  were 
80  small  that  there  was  an  infinite  danger 
in  reference  to  the  security  of  the  com- 
merce of  this  country.  Indeed,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  used  the  most  alarming 
language.  Well,  the  qaestion  was  re- 
ferred to  the  shareholders  and  managers 
of  the  English  banks,  and  they  pro- 
nounced unanimously  against  the  opinion 
and  the  policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  No  ;  they  accepted 
my  terms. 

Sia  W.  HARCOURT  :  Let  us  see 
what  they  accepted.  The  right  hon. 
Grontlemau  said,  in  effect — "  If  the 
country  is  to  be  safe  you  ought  to  keep 
greater  reserves."  Well,  in  other  countries 
there  are  laws  by  which  banks  are  com- 
pelled to  keep  25  per  cent,  of  reserves. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  propose 
to  legislate  in  this  direction  to  protect 
the  country  against  the  dangers  of  which 
he  so  loudly  complained  ?  No  ;  he  did 
not  venture  to  face  the  banking  interest, 
because  it  condemned  him  altogether.  If 
he  bad  carried  out  the  policy  be  advo- 
cated he  would  have  reduced  the  profits 
of  the  shareholder.  Why  do  the  banks 
keep  such  low  reserves  ?  In  order  that, 
by  using  their  money,  they  may  make 
larger  profits  and  larger  dividends. 
Under  these  eircnmstauces,  the  share- 
holders condemned  the  alarmiug  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
the  panic  be  eudeavoured  to  create.  To 
say,  then,  that  the  sliareholders  are  the 
final  judges  of  what  is  sound  policy  is  a 
roost  astounding  statement  as  coming 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  The 
interests  of  the  shareholders  are  not  the 
same  as  the  interests  of  the  community. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  they 
carried  out  part  of  bis  policy.  Part  of 
his  policy  was  to  request  them  to  pub- 
Ush  their  accounts.  He  did  not  even 
make  that  compulsory.  They  have  pub- 
lished then:  accounts,  but  have  increased 
their  reserves  ?  [Crie*  qf  "  Yes  I  "] 
Who  says  "  Yes  ?  " 


Mr.  VICARY  GIBBS  (Herts,  St 
AllAns)  :  I  say  bo. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  Well.  I 
looked  the  other  day  to  see  what  the 
reserves  were ;  and  I  found  that,  as 
nearly  as  po^^sible,  they  were  exactly 
the  same  as  when  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman sounded  bis  note  of  alarm.  They 
varied  from  11  per  cent,  to  15  or  16 
per  cent.,  thus  differing  hardly  at  all 
from  the  former  condition  of  things. 
It  astonishes  me,  then,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  take  the  share- 
holders and  managers  as  the  persons 
who  are  to  be  the  ultimate  judges. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  London  University  (Sir  J.  Lubbock) 
said  that  banking  shares  in  England 
have  not  diminished  in  value.  My  exp^i- 
ence  has  been  the  reverse.  I  have  looked 
at  the  figures,  and  I  find  he  is  entirely 
mistaken.  The  shares  in  England,  as 
well  as  those  in  Ireland,  are  not  as  high 
as  they  were  a  few  months  ago,  or  a  few 
years  ago.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  has  asked  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment  not  to  proceed  with  it  as  hr 
as  the  banks  are  concerned,  subject  to  an 
appeal  to  the  shareholders. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  What  I  recom- 
mend to  my  right  hon.  Friend  is  that  if 
you  accept  one  portion  of  the  Amend* 
ment  he  should  withdraw  the  other. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  do  not 
quite  understand  this  principle  of  swop 
in  reference  to  bills  of  exchange.  All 
we  have  said  is  that  they  are 
within  the  power  of  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture when  they  are  drawn  on  Xrekutd. 
The  ex-Chaneellor  of  the  Excheqner 
says  it  will  be  an  extraordiniu'j  thing 
for  a  banker  to  have  in  his  portfolio 
bills  of  different  kinds.  I  should  have 
thought  the  right  bon.  Gentleman's  ex> 
perieuce  would  have  taught  him  that 
there  was  a  great  difference  between  in- 
land and  foreign  bills.  Bills  drawn  on 
Ireland  should  be  left  to  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature, and  bills  drawn  on  England 
should  be  subject  to  Imperial  legislation. 
When  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) proposed  to  deal  with  forei^  bills 
of  exdiange  he  was  told  by  oU  the 
authorities  that  he  was  going  to  ruin 
English  commerce,  and  that  Amsterdam 
would  again  become  the  Money  Market 
of  the  world.  The  proposal  of  the 
Government  is  a  perfectly  sound  one — 
namely,  that  the  bills  which  have  no 
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operation  oatside  Ireland  should  be  under 
the  control  of  tbe  Irish  Parliament. 

Mr.  GodcHEN  aad  Mr,  Clancy  rose 
together,  and  the  Chaikman  called  upon 
Mr.  Clancy. 

Me.  CLANCY  (DubUn  Co.,  N.)  said, 
he  really  thought  that  when  the  right 
hon.  Getttlemaa  (Mr.  Goseheu)  rose 
tiriee  in  the  same  Debate,  and  assumed 
that  in  consequence  of  hit*  posttion  he 
would  be  called  ou,  although  an  Irish 
Member  had  been  called  on,  he  assumed 
too  much. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  gave  way. 

Mr.  CLANCY  said,  he  thought  it  was 
time  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
give  way.  He  himself  should  not  have 
risen  bat  for  the  statement  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Lubbock) 
that  tbe  absence  of  tbe  Irish  Members 
might  be  accounted  for  by  their  want  of 
interest  io  the  question  at  issue.  It  was 
not  part  of  his  (Mr.  Clancy's)  mission  to 
defend  the  Members  who  were  absent ; 
but  it  was  Dotorioiis  that  they  were 
absent  not  because  they  felt  any 
want  of  interest  in  the  Debate,  but  for 
another  purpose,  which  was  known  to 
every  reader  of  the  newspapers 
of  the  day,  including,  he  was  sure, 
the  ingenuous  Baronet  opposite.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  led  the  House 
to  believe  the  Irish  Members  were  absent 
from  this  Debate  because  they  felt  no 
interest  In  the  subject,  whereas  the  real 
reason  was  notorious,  and  must  have  been 
known  to  tbe  right  hon.  Getitleman.  He 
was  glad  the  Goverumeut  had  not  given 
way.  If  they  had  given  way  upon  the 
reasons  given  by  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendmeut  and  by  the  ex-Chaocellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  he  thought  it  would  have 
considerably  altered  the  attitude  of  the 
Irish  Memliers  towards  the  Bill.  Any- 
thing like  the  weakness  of  the  case  they 
had  made  for  taking  away  a  purely 
Irish  concern  from  the  control  of  the 
Irish  Parliament  could  not  he  imagined. 
The  ex-Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
descended,  not  for  the  first  time,  to  some 
very  paltry  aud  puerile  arguments.  It 
was  puerile  and  contemptible  to  refer  to 
the  affairs  of  The  Freeman's  Journal  as 
an  argument,  aud  to  descend  to  this 
paltry  trick  of  tbe  platform  to  justify 
the  taking  away  from  the  control  of  the 
Irish  Parliament  a  matter  of  entirely 
Irish  concern.  Such  taunts  were  beneath 
one  occupying  the  position  of  the  right 


hon.  Gentleman,  and  were  unworthy  the 
subject  of  discussion.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  some  allusion  to  the 
question  of  consulting  shareholders.  He 
wondered  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
consult  the  sharoholders — did  he  consult 
the  Egyptians  when  he  undertook  the 
management  of  their  banking  afialrs  ? 
With  reference  to  the  argument  that 
under  this  Bill  there  would  be  two 
classes  of  bills  of  exchauge — one  subject 
to  Irish  law  aud  the  other  to  Imperial 
law — he  would  point  out  that  there  was 
not  a  firm  in  London  which  had  foreign 
transactions  which  was  not  afflicted  with 
the  same  thing,  and  yet  found  no  diffi- 
culty whatever  in  managing  its  affairs. 
There  would  be  far -less  difficulty  in  deal- 
ing with  Ireland.  The  Member  for 
Lcntdoo  University  pointed  out  that  the 
present  taw  regarding  bills  of  exchange 
was  a  very  good  one,  and  he  went  on  to 
assume  that  because  it  was  a  good  law 
the  Irish  Parliament  would  immediately 
change  it.  It  did  not  follow  that  the 
Irish  Parliament  would  alter  it  by  one 
jot  or  tittle  ;  but  what  they  contended 
for  was  this  right  if  they  wished  to  make 
chaoges  according  as  they  seemed  to  be 
desirable,  and  that  was  a  matter  of 
purely  Irish  concern  which  they  could 
not  snneuder  on  any  consideration. 
He  would  point  out  one  consequence 
of  taking  away  from  the  Irish 
Ijegislature  any  power  of  dealing 
with  banks.  Some  two  or  three  years  ago  a 
panic  was  created  in  Dnblin  by  the  non- 
publication  of  accounts  by  the  Bank  of 
Ireland  ;  and  if  this  Amendment  were 
carried,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  secured  in  advance  that  the  Irish 
Legislature  should  have  no  power  what- 
ever to  compel  such  institutions  to 
publish  their  accounts.  For  his  part,  he 
should  be  ashamed  to  sit  in  an  Irish 
Legislature  which  would  not  have  the 
power  to  do  a  thing  like  that.  The 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
amounted  to  this  :  that  at  present  the 
laws  regarding  banking  and  bills  of  ex- 
change in  Ireland  were  good  ;  that  the 
Irish  Parliament  would  change  them, 
and  that,  therefore,  they  ought  to  be  de- 
prived of  power  to  change  them.  He 
put  it  to  any  man  who  was  a  supporter 
of  the  principle  of  Home  Rule,  could  the 
Irish  Membcnv  snbmit  or  listen  to  snch 
an  argument  fen*  a  moment  without  feel- 
ing they  were  insulted  ? 
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Baronet  had  disclaimed  any  iDteutioa  to 
insult,  but  be  acted  under  leaders  wbo 
habituallj  resorted  to  tbe  use  of  iusultlDg 
language,  and  be  had  never  yet  heard 
the  right  bou.  Gentleman  in  his  mild 
manner  utter  even  tbe  mildest  protests 
against  these  insults.  On  tbe  contrary; 
he  put  down  Amendment  after  Amend- 
ment on  the  Notice  Paper  in  regard  to 
this  Bill  proposing  to  take  away  one 
Irish  right  aud  then  another,  and  he  sup- 
posed he  would  support  another  hon. 
Gentleman  presently  who  would  propose 
to  take  away  stamps,  aud  Btill  another 
who  would  propose  to  prevent  the  Irish 
Parliament  from  dealing  with  pens  and 
envelopes.  He  must  take  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  repudiation  of  any  intention 
of  iuiultittg  the  Irish  Members  with  a 
graiu  of  salt.  What  tbe  Member  for 
London  University  and  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  meant  was  that  the  Irish  people 
were  not  fit  to  manage  their  own  affairs. 
["  Hear,  hear  I  "]  That  statement  was 
cheered,  and  he  could  not  understand  any 
Unionist  or  Tory  supporting  an  Amend- 
ment designed  to  carry  out  that  idea,  but 
for  goodness  sake  let  them  be  bonest, 
and  not  pretend  they  were  not  insulting 
the  Irish  people  I  Although  it  was  per- 
fectly natural  for  Unionists  to  take  this 
stand  and  propose  these  Amendments,  be 
thought  a  very  strong  course  indeed  ought 
to  be  taken  by  every  supporter  of  Home 
Rule  which  should  be  not  to  make  terms 
with  tliose  wbo  proposed  them,  not  to 
enter  into  any  compromise  on  the  subject, 
and  not  to  discuss  seriously  Amendments 
such  as  tbe  present  one,  which  were  in- 
sulting in  their  very  nature,  and  which 
weut  to  the  very  root  and  traversed  the 
principle  of  this  Bill.  Tbe  way  to  treat 
such  Amendments  was  not  to  treat  them 
seriously,  not  to  discuss  tbemf  but  to  vote 
them  down  steadily  one  after  another. 

SiK  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire) 
said,  he  had  been  struck  by  what  had 
fallen  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  tbe  statement  he  had  made 
respecting  bills  of  exchange.  A  bill  that 
was  drawn  in  Ireland,  say  in  Belfast  or 
Cork,  would  be  in  every  sense  what  they 
would  call  an  inland  bill  of  Ireland,  but 
if  a  bill  was  drawn,  say  in  London  upon 
Cork,  be  would  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  what  bill  did  he  call  that  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  same 
thing  as  a  bill  drawn  inCorkuponLondon. 

Mr.  Clancy 


Sir  H.  JAMES  did  not  think  that 
answer  was  quite  worthy  of  the  Chancel- 
lor of  tbe  Exchequer.  If  a  bill  was 
drawn  in  London  on  Cork,  was  that  an 
inland  bill  or  a  foreign  bill  ?  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  used  the 
word  "  Imperial.**  He  could  not  conceive 
such  a  term.  They  could  uot  call  it  an 
Imperial  bill.  Bills  drawn  in  Ireland 
upon  IreUnd  ought  to  be  dealt  with  by 
the  Irish  Legislature  ;  but  suppose  a  bill 
was  drawn  by  someone  in  London  ou 
Cork,  where  tbe  acceptor  was  in  Cork, 
would  that  be  dealt  with  by  tbe  Irish 
Legislature  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  We  under- 
stand this  :  that  the  exception  of  traile 
is  operative  upon  both  classes  of  bills, 
and,  being  connected  with  trade  as  we 
excepted  trade  in  the  Bill,  that  will  jwe- 
vent  it  being  acted  upon  by  the  Irish 
Legislature. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  said,  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  that  bills  of  exchange 
referred  to  trade,  and  so  they  did.  But 
suppose  they  gave  a  bill  of  exchange  for 
the  price  of  a  piano,  or  to  repay  an  old 
debt  they  owed  under  a  covenant ;  what 
had  that  to  do  with  trade  ?  Were  such 
bills  of  exchange  included  in  the  word 
"  trade  "  ?  This  was  where  he  was  irfraid 
so  much  difficulty  would  arise.  A  night 
or  two  ago  they  were  told  Ukat  the  word 
"  navigation "  would  cover  merchant 
shipping,  aud  now  they  were  told  that 
"  trade  "  would  cover  bills  of  exchange. 
But  all  bills  of  exchange  were  not  trade 
bills;  and  if  it  was  to  be  said  that  tbe 
Irish  Legislature  wis  to  be  prohibited 
from  dealing  with  bills  of  exchange 
belonging  to  trade,  let  them  in  the  word 
"  trade  "  include  bills  of  exchange.  That 
could  not  offend  the  hon.  Member  op* 
posite.  'The  insult  was  oomplete  to  him 
already  if  under  the  word  "  trade  **  tbey 
were  to  include  bills  of  exchange.  The  boo. 
Member  was  grossly  insulted  by  tbe  Bill 
because  tbe  Government  were  not  allow- 
ing tbe  Irish  Parliament  to  deal  with 
bills  of  exchange,  because  they  included 
trade,  aud  under  that  term  they  would 
include  purely  Irish  bills,  because  there 
was  trade  in  Ireland.  He  was  putting  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
he  had  to  consider  what  would  be 
the  effect  on  English  bills  drawn 
upon  Ireland,  or  Irish  bills  drawn 
upon  Engl.»d.  JTa^^^gf^  ctttr. 
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There  were  foreign  bills  that  would  not 
originate  in  England  drawn,  say,  in  St. 
Petersbiii^.  Was  there  a  different  law 
ha  to  foreign  bills  of  exchange  if  drawn 
upMi  Cork  or  London  ?  How  would 
they  stand  with  reference  to  foreign 
DBtioue  if  such  was  the  case,  and  the 
Irish  Legislature  bad  said  there  should 
be  10  days  of  grace  instead  of  three  ? 
He  should  like  to  know  if  a  bill  was 
drawn  in  Belfast  on  Cork^  payable  it 
might  be  in  London,  was  that  an  Irish 
or  an  Knglish  bill,  or  an  Imperial  bill  ? 
Tbej  were  told  that  the  countries  were 
to  remain  perfectly  united  ;  but  here 
within  these  limits  they  were  to  have 
different  rules  of  trade  affectiug  contracts, 
to  which  Englishmeu  on  the  one  part  and 
Irishmen  on  the  other  should  be  parties, 
but  in  r^ard  to  which  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament would  have  no  power  whatever, 
rach  power  being  left  entirely  to  the 
Irish  Legislature. 
•Mr.  brown  (Shropshire,  WelKng- 
ton)  obserred  thai  not  many  years  ago 
the  lav  of  bills  of  exchange  was  care- 
fuUr  consolidated,  and  it  was  very 
desirable  that  no  change  should  be  made 
ia  it.  He  contended  that,  unless  the  law 
relating  to  bills  of  exchange  was  made 
clear  and  simple,  they  would  be  putting 
a  bar  in  the  way  of  Irish  trade,  and  the 
law  on  the  subject  ought  to  be  such  that 
it  should  be  as  well-kuowu  abroad  as  it 
was  here.  They  bad  had  no  answer  yet  to 
the  questions  put  by  the  right  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bm-y.  Bills  might  be  drawn  in 
Ireland  and  accepted  by  Ireland ;  they 
would  be  deemed  to  be  entirely  inland 
bills.  But  what  would  be  the  po!<ition 
of  bills  drawn  up  abroad  and  accepted  iu 
Ireland,  whether  they  related  to  traile  or 
not  ?  If  there  were  to  ha  two  laws  on  the 
subject,  there  would  be  the  greatest 
confusion. 

Mr.  GOSCHKN  :  Let  me  point  out 
to  the  Committee  how  this  Debate  has 
been  conducted.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  London, 
in  order  to  shorten  the  discussion,  put  his 
two  Amendments  together.  Then  a 
reply  was  made  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  who  went  into  a  general  history 
of  banking.  I  resisted  the  temptation  to 
follow  my  right  hon.  Friend  ;  I  said  to 
myself  Lead  me  not  into  temptation." 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  then 
attacks  me  again  in  coimection  with  the 
hanking  of   this  country — a  method 


which  is  not  calculated  to  promote  the 

rapidity  of  debate — and  held  up  a  number 
of  controversial  subjects  and  the  degree 
as  to  which  bankers  in  England  had,  or 
bad  not,  accepted  my  proposals.  During 
the  whole  of  these  discussions  there  has 
seldom  been  a  more  irrelevant  speech. 
Supposing  I  had  attempted  to  reply — 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  I 
have  a  right  to  reply — I  might  show  him 
in  some  detail  whether  or  not  and  to 
what  extent  I  benefited  the  country  by 
the  proposals  I  made,  or  the  reverse.  But 
I  resist  the  temptation.  I  will  not 
prolong  the  discussion  on  this  important 
Amendment  by  any  reply  to  the  some- 
what personal  character  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  gave  to  it.  But  let 
the  Committee  remember  the  time  given  to 
that  pare  of  the  case,  and  then  the  point 
as  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  silent.  He  does  not  reply  at  all  to  the 
points  which  have  been  raised.  There  is 
always  the  same  display.  General  topics 
are  discussed,  insults  to  Ireland  are  spoken 
of,  or  any  personal  question  may  be 
raised  ;  but  as  to  going  into  the 
exact  substance  raised  by  the  Amend- 
ment, that  is  entirely  avoided  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  I  thought  it  a  monstrosity 
that  we  should  have  two  classes  of  bills 
of  exchange.  On  the  contrary  ;  I  said 
that  merchants  and  bankers  had  these 
two  classes  of  bills ;  but  I  also  said 
that  they  desired  as  much  similarity  of 
law  between  the  two  as  possible.  What 
I  want  to  point  out  is  this :  With  re- 
gard to  foreign  bills,  foreign  countries 
and  the  mercantile  classes  of  this  country 
have  had  conferences  in  order  that  they 
may  bring  about  an  assimilation  of  the 
Uw ;  whereas  Ireland,  for  this  purpose, 
is  to  be  made  a  foreign  country,  which 
may  have  legislation  contrary  to  ours. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  House  suffi- 
ciently remembers  that  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter said  he  would  consent  to  nothing  in 
the  Bill  which,  if  applied  to  Irehmd, 
might  not  be  also  applied  to  Scotland, 
England,  and  Wales. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  said 
Scotland  and  Wales.  I  say  that  if  Scot- 
land demanded  it  you  would  not  dare  to 
resist  it. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Then  we  should 
be  in  the  same  position  as  regards  Scot- 
land as  Her  Majraty^s  Government  is  in 
at    this    present  momeDt-..as  r^ardt 
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Irelftnd.  They  dare  not  resist — even  to 
ronke  bills  of  exchange  in  Imperial 
matters — because  they  are  denounced  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  County. 
But  my  point  is  this  :  We  must  give 
what  Scotland,  Ireland,  and  Wales  asks, 
therefore  we  shall  have  four  differeDt 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  with  fonr 
different  powers  of  dealing  with  bills  of 
exchange — each  to  be  treated  as  a 
foreign  bill ;  therefore,  instead  of  one 
having  bills  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
there  are  to  be  bills  from  the  four  Princi- 
palities forming  the  United  Kingdom. 
I  do  not  thii)k  that  is  promoting  the  in- 
terests of  that  vat^t  unired  trade  circle  to 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  alluded  the 
other  day.  His  whole  argument  is  in 
favour  of  giving  the  different  parts  of 
the  United  Kingdom  the  power  of 
making  different  laws  as  to  bills  of 
exchange  circulating  io  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  putting  them  on  the  foot- 
ing of  foregn  countries. 

•Mb.  martin  (Worcester,  Droitwich) 
wished  to  ask  the  Chancellor   of  the 
Exchequer  a  question  which  really  went 
to  the  root  of  the  whole  matter  relating  to 
bills  of  exchange.  Would  an  ordinary  bill 
of  exchange  drawn  in  London  on  Cork  or 
Belfast  be  drawn  with  an  impressed 
stamp  as  a  London  bill  or  as  a  foreign 
bill,  which  would  bear  an  adhesive  foreign 
bill  stamp  ?   Wu  Ireland  to  be  treated  as 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom  or  as  a 
foreign  State  or  colony  ?     This  point 
was  an  important  one,  and  had  a  bearing 
on  Irish  revenue.    If  Ireland  was  to  be 
treated  as  part  of  the  United  Kingdom 
then  stamps  would  fall  within  the  Imperial 
revenue  ;  but  if  she  was  to  be  treated  as 
an  iudependent  colony  and  dependency 
of  Great  Britain,  she  would  have  her  own 
Stamp  Acts. 
•Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  RiGBT,  Forfar)  :  In  answer  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to  say  that  there 
is  no  doubt  at  all  that  Ireland  is  not  to 
be  a  foreign   country.      Irelan<l  is  to 
remain  part  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
["Oh,  oh  I"  and  cries  o/ " Order  1"] 
There  is  no  doubt  about  it.    The  Sove- 
reign of  Ireland  will  bo  the  Queou  of 
England.    I  cannot  conceive  the  state 
of  mind  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who,  simply 
because  certain  powers  are  to  hie  given 
to  the  Legislature  in  Ireland,  will  so 
exaggerate  and  misunderstand  the  state  of 
.  things  as  to  jeer  at  a  statement  which  is 

Afr,  Goscken 


literally  and  entirely  true — namely,  that 
Ireland  will  remain  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  undoobtedly  it  will  remain 
so  also  as  regards  bills  of  exchange  that 
are  drawn  from  Ireland  upon  London  and 
accepted  in  London.   The  case  of  bills 
of  exchange  drawn  upon  London  in  Ire- 
laud  is  different  iu  some  respects.  That 
is  to  say,  if  there  is  no  prohibition  on  the 
Irish  Legislature  to  legislate  on  Irish 
bills  of  exchange,  such  bills  would  be 
subject  to  such  Irish  laws.    The  view  I 
take  is  this  :  If  you  exempt  the  Irish 
Legislature  from  dealing  with  this  matter, 
you  then,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  prevent  the 
Irish  Legislature  from  dealing  with  bills 
which  are  not  foreign  bills,  which  are 
not  Irish  bills  in  ih»  ordinary  sense,  but 
which  are  instmments  <A  trade  between 
one  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  and 
another.    We  are  told  that "  navigation 
does  not  include  "merchant  shipping." 
I  cannot  understand  how  anyone  can 
have  a  doubt  about  that.    It  has  always 
been  the  case  in  great  Acts  that  the 
words  are  taken  as  representative  words. 
If  you  are  debarred  from  dealing  with 
navigation  you  must  take  it  that  that 
includes  merchant  shipping.      So  also 
with  regard  to  matters  of  trade.  Ton 
must    not    consider     what    is  the 
narrowest   pmsible  interpretation  you 
can  put  on  the  word  "trade,"  but  what 
is  the  meaning  of  the  word  in  a  great 
Constitutional  Act  which  takes  away 
altogether  from  the   Irish  Legislattire 
the  power  of  dealing  with  external  trade. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) said,  he  always  hailed  the  advent  of 
the  Solicitor  General,  because  he  felt 
sure  they  would  receive  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman  some  enlightenment  on 
nice  questions  under  discussion.  But  he 
was  afraid  be  had  not  on  the  present 
occasion  such  advantage  as  he  expected, 
and  which  he  usually  derived  from  the 
Solicitor  General  on  this  very  delicate 
matter.  What  was  the  question  before 
the  Committee  ?  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  London  University  pro- 
posed to  exempt  from  the  powers  of  the 
Irish  Legislature  banks  and  bills  of 
exchange.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  St.  George's,  Hanover 
St^uare,  suggested  that  "banks*'  should 
be  dropped,  inasmuch  as  the  question  of 
hanking  was  reserved  for  the  Irish 
Legislature,  uid  tliat  the  dieonssiou 
should  be  confined  to  the  matter  of  bills 
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of  exchange,  a  view  with  which  be 
thoroaghlj  agreed.  Ou  Clanse  3  the 
Committee  were  considering  what  sub- 
jects should  be  remitted  exelusivelj 
to  the  Irish  Legislature,  and  what  sab- 
jeots  should  be  reserved,  not  for  the 
L^islature  of  Great  Britain,  but  for 
a  Legislature  id  which  Great  Britain, 
England,  Scotlaud,  aud  Ireland  would 
all  be  represented,  for  that  was  the 
scheme  of  the  Bill  and  the  real  question 
they  had  to  consider — whether  legislation 
touching  bills  of  exchange  was  a  matter 
so  intimately  conuected  with  trade  that 
it  would  not  be  better  to  reserve  it 
entirely  to  the  Representatives  of  the 
three  Kingdoms  assembled  in  the  Im- 
perial Parliament  rather  than  remit  it  to 
the  Representatives  of  different  parts  of 
the  United  Kingdom  meeting  in  their 
several  parts  of  the  Kingdom  ?  A  bill 
of  exchange  was  a  very  ubiquitous  thing 
— it  went  here,  there,  and  everywhere, 
and  it  would  be  impossible  to  classify  it 
so  strictly  as  to  say  to  what  part  of 
^e  United  Kingdom  it  belouged.  The 
right  faon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bury  referred  to  a  class  (rf  bills  drawn  in 
one  part  of  Ireland  upon  another  part 
of  Ireland,  but  acceptable  and  payable  in 
London.  A  bill  of  that  class  had  the 
same  characteristic  in  London  markets 
as  a  bill  drawn  anywhere  else  iu  the 
Kingdom,  and  for  practical  purposes 
they  could  not  distinguish  between  such 
a  bill  and  a  bill  drawn  iu  Ireland  upon 
London.  Therefore,  the  questiou  was, 
whether  it  would  not  be  convenient 
for  the  purposes  of  trade  that  legislation 
touching  bills  of  exchange  should 
be  reserved  to  the  Parliament  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  not  be  delegated 
to  the  Parliaments  of  different  parts  of 
the  Kingdom  ?  If  the  Government  did 
not  accept  the  Amendment,  the  matter 
must  be  made  more  plain,  for  it  was 
impossible  to  follow  the  reaBoning  of  the 
Solicitor  General  and  say  it  was  clear, 
as  the  Bill  stood,  what  legislation  in  the 
matter  of  bills  of  exchange  was  remitted 
to  the  Irish  Legislature  and  what  legis- 
lation was  confined  to  the  Imperial 
Parliament. 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.)  thought 
that  what  was  wanted  in  the  discussion 
was  a  little  practical  experience.  At 
present  bills  were  drawn  in  London  upon 
Ireland,  and  it  appeared  to  be  the  opinion 
pf  mme  hon.  Members  that  to  get  these 
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bills  paid  it  was  necessary  to  issue  a 
writ  in  London  and  have  it  executed 
in  Ireland.  [Crie*  of  "No,  no  I"] 
Well,  at  any  rate  in  the  case  of  such 
bills,  the  writ  was  issaed  from  the 
Irish  Courts.  He  thought '  that  if  they 
prevented,  the  Irish  Legislature  from 
iuterfering  in  a  matter  of  that  kind 
they  would  be  creating  great  diffi- 
culties in  the  way  of  carrying 
on  the  trade  of  Ireland.  The  Com- 
mittee should  assume  that  it  would  be 
the  interest  of  the  Irish  Legislature  to 
facilitate  trade.  Surely  it  would  be  the 
interest  of  the  Irish  Legislature  to  make 
the  collection  of  bills  In  Ireland  aa  easy 
as  possible  ;  because,  if  assistance  were 
not  given  to  English  traders  to  collect 
these  bills  in  Ireland,  Irish  traders  would 
receive  no  assistance  in  the  collection  of 
their  bills  iu  England.  Then,  again,  it 
seemed  to  be  forgotten  that  the  system 
of  banking  iu  Ireland  was  essentially 
different  from  the  system  of  banking  in 
England.  Not  a  single  argument  had 
been  advanced  as  to  why  this  subject 
should  be  exempted  from  the  Irish 
Legislature  ;  and,  in  his  view,  such  ex- 
emption would  throw  great  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  Irish  trade. 

Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  (Armagh, 
Mid)  said,  that  some  Representative  of 
the  Unionist  interest  should  be  allowed 
to  say  a  few  words  on  this  subject.  He 
could  assure  the  Conunittee  that  it  was 
thought  of  enormous  importance  in 
Dublin  and  Belfast  that  the  law  in  refer- 
ence to  bills  of  exchange  should  be 
uniform  throughout  the  Kingdom,  and 
that  if  it  were  not  uniform  Irish  trade 
would  be  dislocated  and  Irish  credit 
would  suffer.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
told  them  that  bills  drawn  in  Ireland 
upon  England  aud  bills  drawn  in  Eng- 
land upon  Ireland  would  come  under  the 
term  "  trade,"  and  would  be  excluded 
from  the  future  Irish  Legislature,  if  it 
ever  were  established.  Ou  that  point  be 
had  to  ask  the  Solicitor  General  a  ques- 
tion. There  were  two  plain  principles 
of  law — ^namely,  that  the  interpretation 
of  a  contract,  including  a  bill  of  exchange, 
was  regulated  by  the  law  of  the  place 
where  the  contract  was  made,  and  that 
the  remedy  was  regulated  by  the  law  of 
the  place  where  the  remedy  was  sought. 
Therefore,  if  a  man  was  to  draw  a  bill  of 
exchange  in  Ireland  or  in  England,  with 
this  BiU  in  operation,  he  ventured  to  say 
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that  in  an  Irish  Court,  or  in  an  English 
Court,  thfl  Judges  would  be  bound  to 
interpret  the  law  according  to  the  law  of 
Ireland  if  it  were  made  in  Ireland,  or 
according  to  the  law  of  Kngland  if  it 
were  made  in  England,  and  apply  the 
remedy  in  accordance  with  the  law  of 
England  if  the  remedy  was  sought  in 
England,  or  according  to  the  law  of 
Ireland  if  the  remedy  were  sought  in 
Ireland.  The  Frime  Minister  had  said 
that  the  intention  of  the  Government 
was  that  this  matter  was  included  in 
"  trade,"  and  that  it  should  not  be  dealt 
with  by  the  Irish  LegisUture.  But  no 
Court  would  be  justified  in  interpreting 
an  Act  of  Parliament  according  to  the 
desires  of  those  who  framed  it.  Plain 
words  should  be  inserted  in  the  Bill  that 
these  powers  were  reserved  to  the  Im- 
perial Parliameut.  They  were  told  that 
this  Bill  was  part  of  a  big  scheme  for 
the  Federation  of  the  Empire.  But 
every  Federationist  desired  that  the  law 
of  trade  should  be  uniform  tfaronghout 
the  Empire,  while  the  Government  were 
trying  to  dislocate  the  trade  of.  the 
United  Kingdom — to  make  the  laws  of 
commerce  so  different,  even  within  the 
narrow  compass  of  tbese  seas,  that  the 
merchants  of  London  and  tlie  merchants 
of  Belfast  would  be  nnable  to  tell  the 
law  which  affected  any  question  of  trade 
that  might  arise.  Let  thera  look  at  what 
occurred  recently  in  Anstratia.  A  number 
of  banks  had  failed  there  one  after 
another.  He  read  the  other  day  that  a 
Conference  had  been  held  there  with  a 
view  to  having  a  uniform  law  of  banking 
established  throughout  the  Australtau 
Colonies.  So  that  in  Australia  they 
thought  it  better  to  have,  as  a  prelimi- 
nary to  Federation,  a  uniformity  estab- 
lished in  the  laws  of  commerce,  while 
the  Mother  of  all  the  Parliaments  was 
going  in  the  opposite  direction,  and  doing 
its  best  to  sqiarate  Ireland  from 
England. 

Sir  THOMAS  LEA  (Londonderry, 
S.)  said,  this  question  of  bills  of  ex- 
clunge  was  of  the  most  vital  importance 
to  the  commercial  classes  of  IreUnd,  and 
they  desired  to  see  the  Amendment 
carried.  The  Prime  Minister  had  all  his 
lifetime  striven  to  break  down  the  barriers 
of  trade  and  commerce  in  all  parts  of  the 
world ;  and  now  the  right  hen.  Gentle- 
man opposed  an  Amendment  which 
proposed   to   carry  out  the  trade  prin- 
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ciples  which  he  had  always  advocated. 
In  1882,  under  the  GovemmeDt  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Bills  of  Ex- 
change Act  was  passed.  That  Act  im- 
plied to  all  the  British  Islands ;  to  the 
Isle  of  Man  and  the  various  Channel 
Islands,  and  was  intended  to  make  the 
law  on  the  subject  comprehensive,  and 
the  rejection  of  the  Amendment  before 
the  Committee  would  be  a  direct  •v'taiA- 
tion  of  that  Act.  Unless  the  Amend- 
ment were  adopted,  immense  oonfuiHon 
would  prevail  in  the  matter  of  the  bill  of 
exchange.  For  instiuice,  there  was 
nothing  to  prevent  the  Irish  L^islature 
declaring  that  certain  festivals  should  be 
bank  holidays,  and  great  jncoBveaience 
would  be  caused  with  regard  to  bills 
which  fell  due  on  those  days.  The 
Solicitor  General  had  said  that  the  Bill 
would  not  make  Ireland  a  foreign 
country.  But  the  Bills  of  Exchange 
Act  of  1882  said  there  were  only  two 
classes  of  billB— inland  bills  ftnd  foreign 
bills,  and  it  was  quite  clear  -that  under 
the  bill  Irish  bills  woaM  be  foreign 
bills. 

•Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  the 
reply  of  the  Chancellor  of  the.  Exchequer 
about  hanks  had  no  reference  to  -  the 
Amendment.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's reply  referred  to  the  question  of 
administration  ;  but  the  Amendment 
dealt  with  the  queKtlon  of  law.  He 
would  not  enter  on  the  subject  of  batiks, 
in  reply  to  the  right  hon.  GtfntlenUui, 
though  it  was  tempting  to  hinn;  bat 
with  r^rd  to  the  question  of  6  biHs  oi 
exchange  he  should  say  that- the  issm 
would  be  very  unsatbfactory  to  all -those 
who  were  connected  with  trade  and 
commerce.  The  Prime  Mtnisttr  stated 
that  the  Amendment  dealt  only  with  the 
details  of  Irish  trade.  Surely  that  was 
not  so ;  it  applied  also  to  bills  payable 
in  England.  If  the  Amendment  were 
not  adopted  they  would  have  three 
classes  <d  bills,  and  three  different  laws 
applying  to  them — bills  drawn  in  and 
payable  in  Irehtud;  bills  drawn  in  Ireland 
upon  London  ;  and  bills  drawn  in  Ireland 
upon  other  parts  of  Ireland  and  payable 
in  London.  Such  a  system  would  in- 
troduce great  confusion  in  common 
for  which  there  was  not  the  riigbtest 
reason.  If  they  could  consult  commer- 
cial circles  on  the  subject,  there  was  do 
doubt  that  there  woukl 
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wbetmiag  expressioa  of  opinion  in 
favonr  of  tbe  Amendment. 
•Mr.  W.  KENNY  (Dublin.  St.  Ste- 
phen's Green)  said,  he  wiabetl  to  replj  to 
ft  statement  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Dnblin.  Tbe 
h<m.  and  learned  Member,  after  having 
^T«a  the  Committee  a  dilated  edition  of 
dwleading  article  which  appeared  in  The 
DaUif  Newt  that  daj,  proceeded  to  say 
that  tire  re  was  a  panic  in  Dublin  some 
two  or  three  years  ago  on  account  of  the 
non-pubUcation  of  the  accounts  of  tbe 
Back  of  Ireland.  There  waa  no  foun- 
dation  whatever   for    that  statement. 

What  took  place  was  this  - 

Tas  CHAIRMAN:  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  is  ont  of  Order  in  entering 
on  that  subjeot. 

*Mb.  W.  KENNT  said,  he  would  only 
lay,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  that  it  was  not  on  account  of 
iha  non-publication  of  its  accounts  by 
the  Bank  of  Ireland  that  tbe  panic  arose  ; 
but  it  arose-  in  cooeequeDce  of  a  Nation- 
alist newspaper — whiohdid  not  now  repre- 
sent the  opinions  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  but  which  at  the  time  was 
a  vital  and  efiective  force  in  Ireland — 
having  preached  a  crusade  against  the 
Bank  of  Ireland  because  its  Directors 
were  Unionists. 

Question  put. 

Tbe  Committee  divided : — Ayes  254  ; 
Noes  283.— (Division  List,  No.  131.) 

Mb.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.) 
said,  in  rising  to  move  tbe  Amendment 
standing  in  his  name,  he  would  like  to 
assure  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way, and  especially  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Dublin  (Mr.  Clancy),  that  he  did 
so  with  no  wish  and  with  Uo  intention  of 
easting  any  slight  on  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  repreMnted  Irish  oonstitnencieR,  bat 
who  believed  in  Home  Rnle.  He  moved 
his  Aamdment  sim^y  and  absolutely 
for  this  one  purpose — that  he  believed 
having  a  uniform  system  of  stamps  for 
the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom  would 
tend,  inter  alia,  to  tbe  harmonious  work- 
ing of  the  Three  Kingdoms.  He  found, 
on  looking  to  those  countries  of  the 
world  regarding  which  they  had  heard 
so  nnu^  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Dodiy  oi  Lancaster  (Mr.  Bryce),  that  in 
the  Federal  system  ot  the  United  States 
tiieyhad  one  miiform  postage  stamp  for 
the  whole  of  the  United  States.  Also, 


Ireiand  Bill.  822 

with  regard  to  the  great  Dominion  of 
Canada,  the  various  State  Legislatures 
had  no  power  to  issue  a  special  stamp — 
that  power  was  reserved  by  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Canada.  With  regard  to  bills 
of  exchange,  be  thought  it  would  con- 
duce greatly  to  the  harmonious  working 
of  the  commercial  system  to  have  one 
uniform  stamp 'for  every  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  He  thought  it  would 
be  a  grave  anomaly  that  in  Ireland  there 
should  be  one  stamp  affixed  on  bills  of 
exchange  that  might  be  considered  in 
England  as  a  foreign  stamp,  and  the 
acceptor  in  this  country  might  have  to 
place  another  on  the  bill ;  and,  therefore, 
it  was  desirabletbey  should  have  one  uni- 
form stamp  for  the  whole  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  Why  did  he  say  it  would 
tend  to  the  hannonious  working  of  the 
commercial  system  of  the  country  ?  Hon. 
Gentlemen  were  aware  that  there  were 
various  small  sums  sent  from  England 
to  Ireland  by  means  of  tbe  postage 
stamp ;  if  that  was  iDterchnngenble  it 
became  very  much  more  facile  for  the 
people  of  this  country  to  send  small  sums 
of  money  in  the  shape  of  stamps  for  the 
purchase  of  small  quantities  of  goods  in 
Ireland.  If  the  Bill  had  specified  in  pro- 
per language  the  powers  of  this  proposed 
Legislature,  it  would  not  have  been  ne- 
cessary either  for  himself  or  other  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  get  up  and  propose  ex- 
ceptions to  the  measure  ;  but  instead  of 
that  the  Bill  gave  general  powers,  and 
exceptions  to  the  Bill  had  been  worded 
in  such  a  vague  and  indistinct  manner 
that  it  became  necessary  for  hon.  Gentle- 
men 'to  discuss  the  question  at  some 
length.  There  waa  another  point,  and 
he  granted  it  might  be  considered  by 
some  as  merely  a  sentimental  aspect  of 
the  question.  Suppose  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature had  power  to  issue  a  postage 
stamp,  what  guarantee  had  they  it  would 
be  in  any  respect  a  resemblance  of  the 
stamp  now  in  use  in  the  United  King- 
dom ?  They  might  issue  oire  with 
the  harp,  which  would  intensify 
to  the  popular  mind  the  intention 
of  the  separatioTi  of  one  part  from  the 
rest  of  the  United  Kingdom.  They 
might  issue  a  stamp  bearing  the  harp  of 
Ireland,  or  with  the  three  crowns,  as  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Member  for  Essex,  or 
with  the  representation  of  the  future 
Chancellor,  whom  some  said  was  to  be 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  ^(^^^^^l^''* 
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JoBtin  McCarthy).  Thej  did  not  know 
what  thej  would  have  ou  their  postage 
stamp ;  but  when  they  reached  the 
Financial  Clauses  of  the  Bill  they  would 
be  able  to  discuss  whether  it  was  con- 
sidered necessarj  to  liave  a  iitfereot 
stamp  from  that  now  iu  use.  But  he 
would  further  point  out  that  the  questiou 
of  stamps  was  a  question  that  was  not 
merely  a  question  of  the  United  King- 
dom, but  was  now  almost  an  International 
question.  They  had  the  Interuational 
Postal  Couveution  the  other  day,  and  by 
means  of  that  a  uuifonnity  of  postal 
rates  had  been  charged  all  over  the 
world. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  We  have 
provided  for  the  uniformity  of  postal  rates, 
and  stamps  will  be  included. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  was  obliged  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  his  explanation. 
He  had  read  the  Bill  through,  and  bad 
heard  the  opinion  of  legal  experts  on  the 
question  ;  but  he  would  not  press  the 
question  of  .stamps  further  when  be 
understood  he  left  that  to  the  Conference 
that  was  pendiog.  The  other  matter — 
that  relating  to  bills  of  exchange — had 
been  discussed  at  some  length  ;  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  him  an 
assurance  that  the  Bill  would  be  made  to 
include  the  postage  stamp,  and  that  the 
stamp  should  be  uniform  all  over  the 
United  Kingdoui,  then  the  necessity  for 
bis  Amendment  ceased. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
pose to  put  the  Amendment  upon  this 
clause  into  Clause  20  ? 

Mk.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  The  most 
conrenient  mode  would  be  to  say  that  in 
the  postal  rates  we  include  the  postage 
stamp. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lyuu 
Regis)  asked  if  it  would  not  be  necessary 
to  have  two  postage  stamps,  one  for  Ire- 
land and  one  for  England,  because  if 
there  was  only  one  for  common  use  part 
of  what  was  Irish  Revenue  would  come 
to  England  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Our  iu- 
tention  is  that  one  stamp  should  suffice 
for  the  whole. 

•Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
he  did  not  in  any  way  wish  to  give  the 
Irish  Parliament  a  power  to  make  any 
separate  standard  ;  but  the  words  in  the 
clause  were  very  wide.  It  was  that  the 
Irish  Legislature  should  not  have  the 

Mr,  Webster 


right  of  making  uiy  law  conwming  the 
standard  of  weights  and  measures.  It 
seemed  to  him  tlut  would  prevent  them 
from  orderiug  the  putting  up  of  stan- 
dards even  in  markets  and  other  places. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  accept 
the  words, "  any  change  in  the  staudards  of 
weights  and  measures"  that  would  meet 
his  point.  It  seemed  important  ther 
should  have  power  of  legislating  con- 
cerning the  use  of  the  standards  about ; 
but,  as  the  words  stood,  he  tbougbt  it 
would  prevent  them  from  passing  a 
measure  dealing  with  them  in  any  way. . 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  have 
no  objection  to  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  then  moved  tlie 
Amendment  standing  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
13,  to  insert,  after  the  word  "or,"  the 
words  "  any  change  in." — {Mr.  Bardejf,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanark, 
Partick)  begged  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment standing  in  his  name,  to  inswt 
after  the  word  "  insolvency "  the  words 
"bankruptcy  or."  This  was  a  very 
large  and  important  branch  of  tbe  Com- 
mercial Law,  and  what  appeared  to  him 
to  be  the  vital  requisite  in  Commercial 
Law  was  its  uniformity.  What  business 
men  objected  to  was  divergency  and  uq- 
certainty,  and  they  desireid  uniformity 
and  certainty.  That  principle  had  beeo 
held  in  the  different  cases  that  bad  been 
most  quoted  as  precedents  to  govern  this 
branch  of  the  law.  For  example,  in  the 
American  Constitution  it  was  part  of  the 
first  Article  that  Congress  should  have 
power  to  establish  a  uniform  rule  of 
naturalisation,  and  uniform  laws  on  the 
subject  of  bankruptcy  throughout  the 
United  States.  Again,  the  British 
North  America  Act  distributed  between 
the  Dominion  Parliament  of  Canada 
and  the  Provincial  Parliaments  tbe 
power  ovOT  this  question  of  baok- 
ruptcy  and  insolvency.  It  seemed  to 
him  most  important,  in  the  future  rela* 
tions  of  England  and  Ireland,  that  this 
system  should  be  uniform — that  thore 
should  be  no  divergeiree  on  this  questiou. 
It  was  true  there  were  different  Acts  for 
England  and  Ireland ;  but  tbe  Acts  of 
England,  Ireland,  aud  Scotland  were 
ancillary  to  each  other,  and  each  was 
bound  to  carry  out  the  orders  of  tbe 
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other,  aod  in  that  way  it  would  become 
extremely  awkward  if  the  principle  on 
which  they  were  given  was  diverted. 
It  seemed  to  him  to  be  obvious  that 
bankruptcy  ought  to  oontinue  to  be 
treated  in  the  same  manner  in  the 
different  countries ;  and,  therefore,  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  see  fit  to 
accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
14,  at  end,  insert  "  bankruptcy  or." — 
iSfr.  Pixrker  Smith,) 

Questioa  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  insert^." 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  We  are 
not  able  to  come  to  the  same  conclusion 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  on 
this  subject.  He  has  quoted  two  cases 
— ooe  is  the  case  of  Canada  and  the 
other  the  case  of  the  United  States — as 
anthorities  in  favour  of  the  Amendment. 
With  regard  to  Canada,  I  entirely  pro- 
test against  the  idea  that  a  division 
between  the  Dominion  Parliament  and 
the  Local  Legislatures  in  Canada  is  a 
just  principle  for  division  between  the 
Imperial  Parliament  and  the  Parliament 
in  Ireland.  One  is  a  question  of  division 
between  two  Parliaments,  both  of  which 
are  co-ordinate,  and  the  other  h  between 
two  Parliameuts,  one  of  which  is 
supreme.  I  can  well  understand  that  in 
a  country  like  Canada,  with  a  floating 
population,  it  may  be  quite  right  to  have 
one  Bankruptcy  Law  ;  but  it  is  a  totally 
different  question  when  you  come  to  a 
country  like  Ireland,  attached  to  a  great 
country  like  England.  As  to  the  United 
States,  the  case  is  entirely  against  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  It  is  quite 
true  that  Congress  did  legislate  in  the 
direction  of  uniformity,  but  it  i»  also  true 
that  Congress  withdrew  that  tegislation, 
aod  DOW  the  law  in  this  matter  is  handled 
by  the  several  States.  If  that  is  so,  it 
is  a  strong  exception  to  the  propoen!  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  An  re- 
gards these  Three  Kingdoms,  the  Law  of 
Bankruptcy  Iwtween  Irehind  and  Eng- 
land has  not  been  uniform  ;  and  if  any- 
one attempted  to  make  the  Scotch  law 
coufonn  to  that  of  England  in  this  matter, 
he  would  find  himself  in  rather  hot 
quarters.  As  regards  the  question  of 
bankruptcy,  it  is  a  question  of  Inter- 
national legislation.  I  am  in  favour  of 
-  uniformity,  but    I    think  compulsory 
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uniformity  should  be  part  of  the  in- 
ternal functions  of  the  Irish  Legislature. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr,  PAKKER  SMITH  (Lanark, 
Partick)  moved  the  following  Amend- 
ment : — In  page  2,  line  14,  at  end,  insert 
"  life,  fire,  and  marine  insurance  ;  or." 
He  said,  the  Prime  Minister  had  used  the 
argument  that  there  ought  to  be  no 
divergence  between  the  law  in  Great 
Britain  and  in  Ireland ;  and  this  being  an 
important  branch  of  Mercantile  Law,  it 
was  important  that  uniformity  should  1>o 
maintained.  He  should  be  glad  to  know 
whether  the  Government  saw  their  way 
to  accept  this  Amendment  ? 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pa|?e  2,  line  14,  after  the  word  "or."  to 
insert  the  wonls  "  life,  fire,  and  marine  in- 
surance; or."— (J/r,  Parker  Smitk.') 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  woi-ds 
be  there  inserted." 

*SiR  J.  RIGBY  thought  this  must  be 
treated  as  another  of  those  attempts  to 
cut  down  bit  by  bit  the  powers  of  the 
Irish  Legislature  in  matters  in  which 
there  was  no  reason  to  suppose  they 
would  exercise  them  otherwise  than  for 
the  benefit  of  the  country.  There  ap- 
peared to  he  no  kind  of  reason  why  this 
slice  of  the  jurisdiction  they  had  intended 
for  the  Irish  Legislature  should  be  tiikeu 
away  from  them. 

Sir  J.  GORST  (Cambridge  Uni- 
versity) :  I  mu[4t  protest  against  the  ex- 
pression that  this  is  another  of  those 
attempts  to  cut  down  bit  by  bit  the 
functions  which  we  have  decided  to  en- 
trust to  the  Irish  Parliament,  and  which 
we  have  admitted  they  are  competent  to 
legislate  upon.  I  think  that  so  learned 
a  gentleman  as  the  Solicitor  General  can 
hardly  have  wilfully  misunderstood  the 
purpose  of  many  of  these  Amendments 
which  havebeen  proposed  both  very  briefly 
and  very  clearly  to  this  CommiKee.  He 
must  have  wilfully  misuniU rs''«Ml  this 
Amendment,  however,  or  otherwise  be 
would  have  known,  as  was  state<l  most 
clearly,  that  it  wiim  moved  not  because  a 
Parliament  in  Dublin  was  in  any  way 
incompetent  to  deal  with  such  matters, 
but  that  it  was  for  the  interest  of  the 
whole  of  the  United  Kingdom  that  there 
should  1)0  one  uniform  law  for  many  of 
these  points.  In  addition  to  the  examples 
of  the  United  States  of  America  and  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,!  may,  perhaps,  refer 
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to  another  gnat  Power,  which  ia  a 
Fedented  Power — the  German  Empire. 
Id  the  German  Empire  there  ore 
uniform  lawtt  on  the  subject  of  iDSurance, 
bankruptcy,  and  the  whole  subjet^t  of 
Crimiual  Law,  and  a  preat  mauy  other 
topi<*s,  uot  because  iudiviilual  States  are 
couaidere^l  iucooapeteut  to  deal  with  these 
matters,  but  becautte  a  great  civilised 
Power  like  Gerraaoy  knows  it  is  to  the 
interest  of  the  people  of  the  Empire  that 
tlie  Tarious  parts  of  the  Empire  should 
possess  a  uniform  law.  We  apparently 
are  much  less  wise ;  and  while  a  great 
country  like  Germany  is  eudeavouring  to 
promote  uniformity  of  law  throughout 
the  whole  of  its  vast  territory,  we  are 
apparently  engaged  in  the  task  of  eudea- 
Touriug  to  create  as  many  different  laws 
as  we  can. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  The 
application  of  the  illustratioD  used  by  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  does  appear  to  me 
to  strain  one^s  faculties  of  self-restraint 
in  order  not  to  describe  it  in  mwe  highly 
colonred  language.  Does  he  mean  to 
inform  us  that  the  law  of  fire  insurance 
is  uniform  throughout  the  Empire  of 
Germany  ?  That  is  what  he  has  been 
telling  us.  The  proposal  is  that  the 
Irish  Legislature  is  to  be  preveutetl  from 
legislating  upon  fire  insurance,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  the  Empire 
of  Germany  is  working  upon  a  uniform 
system.  The  assertion,  coming  from  so 
acute  a  man  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
seems  to  be  so  strange  as  to  suggest  that 
he  overlooked  the  fact  that  we  have  got 
from  the  previous  Amendment,  and  he 
must  have  been  speaking  of  the  previous 
Amendment.  At  any  rate,  we  are  not 
to  be  startled  by  such  a  statement  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  is 
not  in  a  condition  to  say  that  the  law  as 
to  fire  insorance  in  IVfunich  is  uniform 
with  that  of  Dresden,  or  that  fire  insur- 
ance in  Dresden  is  uniform  with  fire  insur- 
ance in  Berlin.  The  case  of  the  United 
States  is  also  cast  in  our  teeth.  But 
there  again,  Sir,  is  the  right  hoa.  Gentle- 
man able  to  inform  us — if  he  asserts  it  I 
will  believe  it  implicitly — that  the  law 
of  fire  insurance  is  the  same  all  through 
the  United  States  of  America  ?  There, 
again,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  remains 
silent ;  therefore,  I  am  strengthened  in 
the  opinion  that  ho  thought  be  was 
speaking  upon  the  previous  Amend- 
ment. 

Sir  J.  Gor$t 
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Mr.  GOSCHEK  :  If  my  right  boi. 
Friend  spoke  upon  the  previous  Amend- 
ment it  was  because  the  Solicitor  Genertl 
spoke  upon  a  previous  Amendment,  aod 
if  Amendments  are  to  l*e  dealt  with  in 
that  spirit  it  will  be  difficult  to  make 
that  progress  we  are  making  upon  some 
Amendments.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  said  this  was  one  of 
those  Amendments — he  classified  them — 
of  which  there  are  a  whole  series  which 
are  merely  moved  to  restrict  the  power 
of  the  Irish  Legislature.  But  that  is 
not  BO.  These  Amendments  are  speci- 
mens of  the  cases  where  it  is  impossible 
to  distinguish  betweeu  Irish  and  Imperial 
interests,  and  my  right  hon.  Friend  was 
perfectly  justified  io  quoting,  at  all 
events,  the  spirit  of  tlie  German  Empire. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  What  in? 

Mr.  G08CHEN  :  Bankniptoy  auA 
Criminal  Law. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Fin 
insurance  t 

Mr.  GOSCHKN  :  And  why  does  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  Genwal  say 
this  is  one  of  a  class  of  Auiendments  ? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did  not 
take  the  trouble  to  reply  to  the  particular 
Amendment.  All  he  did  was  simply 
to  illustrate  it  and  pooh-pooh  it  as 
merely  one  of  a  series  of  Amendments. 
That  is,  I  venture  to  say,  not  the  best 
way  to  attempt  to  make  progress  with 
business.  I  think  it  is  easy  to  prove 
that  this  question  of  insurance  is 
deeply  interesting,  not  only  to  the  Irish 
people,  but  to  the  English,  and  especially 
the  Scotch  people.  A  vast  number  of 
Irish  insurances  are  made  in  Scotland, 
and  there  are  Scotch  offices  that  conduct 
a  great  deal  of  business  in  Ireland.  Tbis 
particular  Amendment  would  show,  as 
regards  iu.surance,  that  it  is  not  so  purely 
an  Irish  matter.  You  cau  make  it  an 
Irish  matter  if  you  like,- but  you  will  by 
that  diminish  the  power  or  the  incli- 
nation  of,  Ireland  to  iiuure  in  Scotch 
and  English  oflSces,  and  dlscoarage 
English  and  Scotch  offices  from  doing 
business  in  Ireland,  quite  apart  from  any 
general  principle.  If  Scotch  offices  do  a 
large  business  in  Irelnnd,  why  is  it  ? 
Because  the  Irish  people  ^vish  to  insure 
with  them.  If  you  wanttohavecommunitj 
of  business  between  the  three  countries 
you  ought  to  make  the  laws  of  insumnce 
as  similar  as  you  can.  We  have  seen 
that  the  Government,  are  totally  in* 
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different  to  any  of  these  qaestioni.  They 
treat  them  all  on  precisely  the  pame 
footing — as  derogatory  to  the  Irish  Par- 
liament. They  irill  uot  see  that  which 
we,  however,  are  determined  the  country 
shall  see — namely,  that  yon  cannot 
separate  these  interests  at  any  point. 
That  is  proved  by  our  Amendments,  and 
merely  treating  them  in  the  way  the 
Solicitor  General' has  done  will  not  ad- 
vance bnsiness. 

Mb.  MARTIN  (Worcester,  Droitwich) 
remarked  that  fire  and  marine  insurance 
might  be  left  to  take  care  of  them- 
selves, but  the  case  of  life  insurance 
was  different.  It  was  well-known  that, 
hi  order  to  transact  life  insurance 
business  in  England,  the  office  which 
proposed  to  do  this  had  to  deposit  with 
the  Government  a  snm  of  at  least 
£20,000.  It  might  be  within  the  thought 
of  the  Irish  Legislature,  with  a  view  to 
attracting  business,  to  abolish  that  neces- 
sity ;  and  they  might  possibly  be  within 
th^r  rights  in  doing  so.  He  should  like 
to  ask.  Would  an  Irish  Company,  without 
having  any  substantial  basis  for  life  in- 
surance, be  allowed  to  conduct  bnsiness 
in  England  and  compete  with  English 
offices  as  a  British  Company,  or  would 
it  be  treated  as  a  foreign  company  ? 
This  was  an  important  question  to  the 
smaller  class  of  insnrers,  and  one  on 
which  they  required  to  have  some  in- 
formation. 

*Str  J.  RIGBY  :  Before  I  answer  the 
qnestiou  which  has  been  pat  to  me  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  wish  to  say  I  am  very 
anxious  to  get  rid  of  this  Amendment  as 
soon  as  possible,  bnt  I  was  not  aware 
that  I  said  a  wonl  that  would  touch  the 
susceptibilities  of  the  most  sensitive. 
With  regard  to  our  law  which  provides 
that  in  certain  cases  Insurance  Com- 
panies carrying  on  business  here  mnnt 
deposit  £20,000,  the  Irish  Parliament 
could  not  touch  that  matter  in  any 
way.  They  cannot  legislate  for  Eng- 
land or  HfH>tland,  and  so  long  as 
we  choose  to  maintain  our  law  that  In- 
surance Companies  shall  make  deposits, 
wliatevOT  Irish  Companies  may  say,  they 
mnst  submit  to-  it  as  other  companies 
established  by  other  nations  have  to 
submit  to  our  law  when  carrying  on 
bnsiness  here. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regi^  said,  he  might  think  that  life 
inflnmDce  might  take  care  of  itself  much 


bettor  than  marine  insurance.  The 
Solicitor  General  always  left  them  in  a 
certain  amount  of  uncertainty.  He  told 
them  that  **  navigation "  included 
merchant  shipping,  which  was  like  saying 
that  grammar  included  a  birch  rod,  and 
he  told  them  that  lighthouses  included 
lightships  in  Acts  of  Parliament.  The 
taw  of  marine  iuBorance  was  an  extremely 
complicated  one.  Take  the  law  of 
general  average,  or  particular  average. 
He  imagined  the  SolioitOT  General 
hardly  proposed  there  should  be  two 
different  laws  with  regard  to  marine 
insurance,  with  respect  to  particular  or 
general  averages,  or  even  with  regard  to 
such  ordinary  accidents  at  sea  as  involved 
the  throwing  overboard  of  part  of  the 
cargo.  He  should  like  the  lion, 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  explain  how 
be  proposed  to  keep  the  law  of  Irelaud — 
in  case  the  Irish  Legislature  made  laws 
in  relation  to  marine  insurauoe — in  con- 
sonance with  the  law  of  England  on 
such  matters  as  general  and  particular 
averages  ;  and  whether,  if  he  did  not 
propose  to  keep  them  in  cousonance  with 
each  other,  he  did  not  see  that  grave  and 
serious  iucouveniouce  might  arise  in 
that  part  of  the  law  ? 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  223  ; 
Noes  259.— (Division  List,  No.  132.) 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  next 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  stands  in  the 

name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Korth 
Hackney  (Mr.  Bousfield).    It  proposes — 

In  Clause  3,  iio^  2,  line  141,  after  Siib-Kec.-- 
tion  9  toinsert  tne  fotlowingeub-section: — "'(10) 
Tbe  repeal  of  any  provision  of  any  general  Act 
of  Parliamratt." 

I  have  to  rule  this  Amendment  out  of 
Order.  The  next  Amendment  in  Order 
is  in  the  name  of  the  bon.  Member  for 
North  Islington  (Mr.  Bartley). 

MR.BARTLEY(l8lingtou,N.)i»id,he 
rose  to  move  the  Amendment : — In  page 
2,  line  15,  leave  out  "(10.)"  He  said, 
in  relation  to  this  matter,  he  would  like  to 
refer  the  Government  to  the  general 
provisions  contained  in  Acts  passed  by 
the  Imperial  Parliament  on  matters  in 
co'inection  with  trade  marks,  copyright, 
and  patent  rights,  and  subjects  of  a 
kindred  character.  They  had  to  bear  in 
mind  that  all  these  matters  were  of  every- 
day occurrence ;  they  would  have  to  be 
considered  in  connection  xrith  thci  trade 
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of  Irelau'l.  He  was  anxious  to  ascer- 
tain how  the  matter  would  stand — whe- 
ther legisiatioD  oa  such  subjects  as  were 
indicated  would  be  confined  to  this  Par- 
liament or  given  over  to  the  Irish  pmple  P 
Copyright  and  patent  rights  were  very 
important,  and  he  recognised  the  diffi- 
culty of  dealing  with  them  ;  trade  marks 
would  have  an  important  effect  on  small 
dealers,  and  they  ought  to  have  a  clear 
explanation  with  regard  to  the  whole 
subject.  He  did  not  want  to  exclude 
the  words  altogether  from  the  clause  ; 
but  he  thought  they  should  hear  from 
the  Government  what  view  they  took  of 
the  points  raised.  He  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  able  to  tell  them  that  the 
provisions  of  the  law  as  it  stood  would 
not  be  interfered  with. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
15,  to  leave  out  "(10)."— (itfr.  Bart/ey.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  *  (10)  ' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  be- 
fore the  Government  replied  to  the 
question  of  the  hou.  Gentleman,  he  would 
like  to  ask  whether,  haviug  regard  to 
the  Act  of  1883,  it  would  not  be  neces- 
sary to  introduce  the  word  "  design  "  ? 
He  would  remind  the  Committee  that  the 
distinction  was  drawn  by  the  Patent 
Office  between  trade  marks  and  designs. 
The  words  in  an  Act  passed  by  that 
House  were  iuterpreted  as  covering  de- 
signs amongst  other  things.  It  was  very 
important  to  the  trade  of  Lancashire  that 
they  should  know  whether  it  would  be 
necessary  to  insert  the  word  "  design  "  ? 

Mr.  CLANCY  said,  be  wished  to 
put  a  question  to  the  Government  on  this 
matter.  As  to  patent  rights,  be  could 
understand  the  desire  for  uniformity  of 
legislation.  A  patent  at  present  was 
ma<le  in  Ireland  on  the  same  conditions 
and  maintained  in  the  same  way  and  for 
the  same  length  of  time  as  in  England. 
There  could  be  no  objection  to  that. 
It  was  for  the  benefit  of  both  countries 
that  the  same  condition  should  prevail. 
But  there  was  a  point  connected  with 
the  matter  which  it  was  desirable  to  in- 
quire about.  He  understood  that  a 
person  in  Ireland  taking  out  a  patent 
had  to  come  to  London,  and  that  the 
fees  which  he  paid  went  to  the  Imperial 
resources.  If  this  were  to  continue  it 
would  mean  a  very  great  hardship  to  the 

Mr.  Bartley 
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Irish  Legislature  that  it  could  not  secure 
the  fees  for  patents  that  were  Irish 
patents.  He  could  not  believe  tliat  this 
great  and  wealthy  country  would  insist 
upon  pocketing  the  fees  for  patent  rights 
or  tliose  of  inventors  in  Ireland,  and  be 
thought  there  would  be  a  strong  objection 
to  Irishmen  coming  over  here  to  take  out 
patents.  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  reply  to  this  question.  If  the 
reply  was  unfavourable,  he  should  feel  it 
his  duty  to  move  some  Amendment  deal- 
ing with  the  matter.  He  felt  that  the 
manner  in  wtiich  patent  rights  should  be 
taken  out  should  be  the  same  in  the 
three  countries.  But  his  point  was  a 
very  practical  one.  He  put  it  to  the 
Government  that  the  Irish  iuventor 
t^hould  be  spared  the  necessity  of  coming 
to  London,  and  that  the  Irish  Parliament 
should  be  in  a  position  to  accept  Uie  fees 
for  Irish  inventions. 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  there  was  no 
reason  advanced  by  the  hon.  Member 
why   the  matters   dealt   with   in  the 
Amendment  should  be  excluded  from  the 
Irish  Legislature  ;  but  it  might  be  taken 
as  inconsistent,  prima  facie^  to  exclude 
from  the  Irish  L^islature  the  treatment 
of  mattws  which  were  purely  Irish.  The 
view  of  the  Government  was  that  there 
were  a  great  many  International  matters 
involved — there    were     Treaties  with 
foreign  countries  ;  and  it  was  because  of 
that  that  they  wished  to  treat  these 
matters  as  for  the  Imperial  Parliament 
He  had  to  point  out,  as  to  the  question  of 
"  design,"  that  there  was  a  very  com- 
prehensive definition  of  it  in  the  Act  of 
1883.    On  the  question  of  patent  rights, 
these  rights  related  to  the  United  King- 
dom ;    there  was  already  machinery  in 
existence  ;  there  was  an  establishment 
in  London,  where  a  staff  received  the 
fees.      It  was  difficult  at  present  to  say 
what  amount  of  fees — he  had  no  infor- 
mation at  hand  on  the  point — was  re- 
ceived from  Ireland.      He  could  not  tell 
what  amount  was  expended  in  the  work- 
ing of  the  office,  and  what  amount  stood 
as  profit  when  all  the  outlay  was  paid  ; 
and,  therefore,  he  could  riot  say  whether 
the   Exchequer  benefited  \by  receiving 
the  contributions  of  the  Irish  inventors. 
But  the  expenditure  in  naaobinery  and 
staff  was  on  behalf  of  the  United  King- 
dom, and  be  thought  the  Uniteil  King- 
dom, as  a  whole,  was  entitled  to  i«oei?e 
the  benefit. 
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Mr.  CLANCY  said,  the  hoo.  and 
learoed  Geutleman  had  said  aothiug 
which  could  iuduce  him  to  believe  that 
the  GovenimeDt  were  williog  to  preveat 
the  injustice  of  which  he  coniptaincd. 
He  (Mr.  Clancy)  recognised  that  this  was 
not  the  place  in  which  to  secure  a  finan- 
cial adjustment ;  but  when  the  proper 
time  came,  he  woald  endeavour  to  show 
that  there  was  strong  reason  why  the 
Irish  Legislature  should  have  control  in 
that  respect  of  fees  from  patents. 

Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
vich)  said,  he  would  venture  to  point 
oat  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Dublin  that  the  amount  involved  must 
necessarily  be  infinitesimal. 

Mr.  CLANCY  said,  the  smaller  the 
amount  was  the  less  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament should  have  to  do  with  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  he  attached 
great  importance  to  the  question  which 
he  bad  already  dealt  with,  and  he  there- 
fore proposed  that  the  word  *' designs" 
be  inserted  after  the  word  "copyright." 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word 
"copyright,"  to  insert  the  word  "designs." 
— (Mr.  ffarUmry.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
*  dbBigns  *  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  the  word  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  alluded  was 
already  defined  in  an  Act  passed  by  the 
Imperial  Farliameut. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  that  did  not 
deal  with  future  Acts.  The  matter  was 
of  extreme  importance  to  the  trade  of 
Lancashire.  They  had  it  that  there 
were,  he  should  say,  at  least  some  21,000 
applications  iu  respect  of  designs  aud 
24,000  for  patent  rights,  a  constderablo 
proportion  of  whicli  wei*e  in  cotmectiou 
with  the  trailer  in  which  his  coustitueats 
were  greatly  couuerued  ;  and  he  need 
scarcely  point  out  to  the  Government 
that  it  was  of  great  importance  that  those 
trades  should  be  protected.  Would  tlie 
right  hon.  aud  learned  Gentleman  under- 
take to  bring  the  matter  forward  on  the 
Report  stage  ?  If  he  would,  then  the 
Amendment  need  not  be  pressed.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  ad- 
mitted, j&s  he  understood  him,  that 
there  was  a  doubt;  and  if  there  was  even 
a  possibility  of  doubt,  surely  it  was  oot 


Ireland  Sill,  834 

nureaaonable  to  ask  for  the  consideratioD 
of  the  question.  They  were  not  going 
to  ask  more  than  the  Government  were 

willing  to  give  

The  president  or  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mlndella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  We  are  clear  on  the 
subject. 

Mb.  HANBURY  said,  he  did  not  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
in  the  House  when  the  question  was  dis- 
cussed aud  the  hou.  and  learned 
Gentleman  made  his  reply. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Yes  ;  I  was. 

Mk.  HANBURY  said,  all  he  wanted 
was  to  be  clear  on  the  subject,  and  he 
thought  they  could  be  clear  if  tiiey  iu- 
serted  the  word  as  he  suggeiitted.  He 
was  sorry  that  be  had  not  uotieud  the 
importance  of  the  subject  before  them, 
as  he  should  have  put  the  Amendment  ou 
the  Paper,  and  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  have  had  a  better 
opportunity  of  dealing  with  it. 

Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.)  said,  they 
include  the  words  "copyright  in  designs." 
The  word  "designs"  would  have  no 
meaning. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  said,  he  would  refer 
the  Solicitor  General  to  the  terms  of  the 
definition  in  the  Act  of  1883.  He  would 
suggest  that  the  Government  consider  the 
matter. 

*SiR  J.  RIGBY  said,  he  had  already 
dealt  with  the  subject  of  the  definition  ; 
but,  if  there  was  a  doubt  on  the  subject, 
be  would  be  ready  to  consider  it. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  said,  if  they  put  in  some  words  to  the 
effect  that  "copyright"  sboiild  be  ou  the 
same  meaning  as  the  word  held  in  the 
Act  of  1883,  he  did  not  think  there 
would  be  any  doubt.  However,  as  the 
Government  would  be  adjourning  over 
the  dinner-hour,  he  would  suggest  that 
the  Solicitor  General  might  devote  bis 
mind  to  the  point,  and  tell  them  his 
decision  ou  resuming. 

*8iR  £.  HARLAND  (Belfast,  N.)  said, 
he  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Government  to  this  fact :  that  at  the 
Patent  Office  one  taking  out  a 
patent  must  show  that  it  had 
some  originality  in  order  to  secure 
the  registration.  That  had  nothing  to 
do  with  tiie  matter  of  copyright.  One 
had  to  pay  special  fees  on  a  design.  Ou 
the  registration  of  a  design  there  were 
certain  recognised  rules,  and  he  thought 
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the  Solicitor  General  would  see  that  a 
regiatratiou  of  design  was  a  totally 
different  thing  from  that  of  copyright. 

Sir  J.  KIGBY  said,  that  registration 
was  one  of  those  things  apon  which  copy- 
right wa8  given, 

Mr.  CLANCY  hoped  that  before  the 
Groverument  actieptt^  any  Ameudmeot 
they  would  require  it  to  be  pnt  on  the 
Paper  so  that  the  Committee  might  hav^ 
an  opportunitv  of  considering  it. 

Mk.  JESS'E  COLLINGS  (Birming- 
ham, Bordcsley)  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bury  had 
said  he  cousidered  the  Solicitor  General 
to  be  right  in  the  main,  but  he  had  added 
that  he  liad  serious  doubts  as  to  whether 
the  words  in  regard  to  the  copyright  of 
designs  had  any  bearing  beyoou  the  Act 
of  1H83.  If  there  was  a  donbt  as  to 
whether  the  words  would  affect  designit 
generally,  why  did.  not  the  Solicitor 
General  insert  words  to  make  the  point 
clear  ?  There  were  thousands  of  designs 
brought  out  every  day,  and  it  would  be 
au  nnpiirdonable  thing  if  anything  were 
done  which  would  allow  the  Irish  manu- 
facturers to  crib  the  designs  of  British 
manufacturers  with  impunity.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  remember  that  this 
was  a  British  as  well  as  an  Irish  ques- 
tion. 

Mb.  IIANBURY  hoped  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General 
would  take  the  advice  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  (iontleman  tlie  Member  for 
Bury,  and  conHider  this  matter  between 
now  and  Kepiirt,  otherwise  he  (Mr.  Han- 
bury)  would  have  to  divide  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Amendment.  At  present 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  the 
practice  of  the  Patent  Office  against 
nim. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  No,  no. 

Mb.  HANBUKY  said,  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  who,  apparently, 
knew  everything,  said  *'  No,  no."  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  give  the 
Committcf:  the  benefit  of  his  advice  in 
the  matter.  The  Patent  Office  had  three 
branches  divided  into  Patents,  Designs, 
and  Trades  Marks.  So  much  for  the 
administrative  side  of  the  question  ;  then 
to  come  to  the  legal  question,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bury 
was  distinctly  at  issue  with  the  Solicitor 
General.  He  had  said  that  it  was  doubt- 
ful whether  the  word  "  copyright  " 
would  refer  to  designs  in  other  than  the 
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specific  Act  of  1883.  Seeing  that  there 
was  this  difference  of  opinioti,  clearly  it 
would  be  to  the  intarest  of  manufactures 
throughout  the  country  that  the  point 
should  l)e  settled,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  insert  words  as  to  which 
there  could  he  no  doubt. 

*Mr.  hartley  said,  that  the  words 
of  the  Bill  of  1 886  were  most  emphatic, 
and  all  they  would  ask  would  be  that  the 
Government  should  put  iu  the  (HBseut 
measure  words  which  would  include  the 
definition  of  the  Bill  of  1886.  He  hoped 
the  Ameudment  would  be  carried  to  s 
Division. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  thought  it  was 
unnecessary  to  divide.  He  did  not 
suppose  there  was  any  real  difference 
between  the  GoTemment  and  the  Opposi- 
tion on  the  matter.  The  Goreminent, 
however,  must  see  that  the  feeling 
uneasinera  which  had  been  raised  was 
not  an  unnatural  one.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bury  hod 
said  that  his  first  feeling  was  one  of 
agreement  with  the  Solicitor  General, 
but  that  on  looking  at  the  Act  again 
doubts  hung  over  his  decision.  The 
Solicitor  General  wished  not  to  excite 
unnecessary  uneasiness  amongst  the  Ke- 
presentatives  of  the  manufacturing  towns, 
or  amongst  those  they  represented,  and 
be  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  cotUd  assure  him 
that  the  feeling  was  strong  in  Lancashire, 
and  strong  also  in  the  Midlands,  judging 
from  the  observations  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Collings),  that 
this  question  should  be  put  beyond 
dispute. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  he  had  already 
pledged  himself  to  consider  this  matter 
verv  carefully. 

•Sib  F.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said,  the 
manufacturing  and  industrial  population 
of  Great  Britain  had  reason  to  complun 
of  the  attitude  of  the  Groveminent. 
When  any  quostiou  arose  as  to  there  being 
a  long  line,  the  line  wa6  always  dividcwl 
at  such  a  point  as  to  be  uufavourable  to 
Great  Britain.  When  there  was  any 
doubt,  the  doubt  was  always  left  in  such 
a  form  as  would  make  it  most  injurious 
to  Great  Britain.  This  was  a  matter 
vitally  affecting  the  industries  of  Lanca- 
shire and  Yorkshire.  There  were  few 
points  of  greater  moment  to  our  indus- 
tries, and  few  matters  that  more  con- 
cerned our  trade.  Two  or  three  years 
ago  they  had  the  Cotton  Factory  Act 
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elftboratelj  u-gaed.  One  of  the  clauses 
in  that  measare  contained  a  provision 
about  designs,  and  the  working  classes  at 
that  time  f  uUj  appreciated  the  importance 
of  preserving  what  he  might  describe  as 
the  sanctity  of  design.  They  were 
willing  to  forego  what  they  thought 
their  just  claims  in  order  that  copyright 
in  designs  might  be  kept  intact,  and  he 
thought  the  Govemment  would  be  open 
to  great  censnre  if  they  pressed  hanlly 
npoD  the  working  clasftes  in  this  matter. 
He  would  put  it  to  the  Solicitor  General 
whether,  supposing  the  law  dealing  with 
copyright  was  altered,  the  effect  of  that 
alteration,  so  far  as  the  Irish  Legislature 
was  concerned,  would  be  kept  in  view. 
If  the  Act  was  abolished  or  modified  foy 
some  operation  of  this  Parliament,  full 
liberty  would  be  given  to  the  Irish 
Parliament,  and  great  and  permanent 
injury  might  be  done  to  our  manu- 
factures. This  was  not  a  minor 
question.  It  was  a  gigantic  issue. 
\_Laughter.^  What  I  piracy  of  designs 
was  not  a  gigantic  issue  ?  Then  he 
pitied  the  gigantic  character  of  the 
ignorance  of  hon.  Members.  Supposing 
the  Irish  Legislature  were  to  legislate  iu 
B  manner  unfavourable  to  the  copyright  of 
our  designs,  and  there  were  to  be  jealousy 
aroused  on  the  part  of  our  manufacturing 
and  industrial  population,  there  would  be 
difiicalties  raised  as  regarded  the  import 
of  Irish  goods.  It  might  be  necessary  to 
have  a  more  careful  investigation  of  Cus- 
toms, and  the  free  interchange  of  com- 
modities between  the  two  countries  might 
be  greatly  impeded. 

Mb!  J.  MORLEl"  said,  tlie  bou.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General 
had  stated  that  between  now  and  the 
Report  stage  he  would  bring  up  words  to 
meet  the  diffipulty.  He  could  not  accept 
the  words  proposed,  believing  them  to  be 
unnecessary.  As  to  the  words  io  the  Act 
of  1886,  they  had  been  left  out  from  no 
sinister  motive. 

Mb.  BABTLEY  said,  he  did  not 
suggest  that  there  had  been  such  a 
motive. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  said,  the  words  had 
been  left  out  because  it  was  thought  that 
they  would  be  unnecessary  and  inopera- 
tive.  If,  however,  between  now  and  the 
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Report,  it  is  found  that  there  was  a 
general  desire  for  the  words  of  the  Bill 
of  1886  to  be  inserted,  the  Govemment 
would  do  their  best  to  meet  that  desire. 
He  trusted  that  now  the  Amendment 
would  be  withdrawn. 

Mh.  HANBURY  said,  that  on  that 
understanding  he  would  withdraw.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  began 
by  saying  that  the  Amendment  was 
unnecessary,  and  that  did  not  look  as 
though  he  were  going  to  give  an  un- 
prejudiced consideration  to  the  matter. 
He  (Mr.  Hanbury)  would  suggest  that  a 
much  better  way  to  meet  the  difficulty 
would  be  to  re-insert  the  words  of  the 
Bill  of  1886. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  thought  it 
was  likely  that  that  was  what- would  be 
done.  If  the  words  were  accepted  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  from  Ireland  as  being  good 
words  iu  1886,  there  would  be  no  objec- 
tion to  putting  them  in  now,  although 
they  were  unnecessary. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  We  never  considered 
the  question  at  all  in  1886. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Dubliu,  College  Green) 
said,  the  Bill  of  1886  had  never  got  into 
Committee.  Though  the  Irish  Membws 
Imd  given  a  general  assent  to  that  Bill, 
they  had  never  pledged  themselves  as  to 
any  of  Its  details.  He  would  appeal  to 
the  Government,  instead  of  giving  way 
to  an  Opposition  who  had  avowed  the 
iutention  of  wrecking  the  Bill,  to  do  all 
they  could  to  strengthen  the  measure. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  he  would  ask 
leave  to  withdraw  the  Amendment,  on 
the  distinct  understanding  that  the  Oo- 
verument  would  not  be  prejudiced  against 
the  proposal ;  that  they  would  not  con- 
eider  it  unnecessary,  and  that  they  would 
not  listen  to  the  dictation  of  Irish 
Members. 

Ameudmeut,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  (Hackney,  N.) 
moved  to  add  as  a  sub-section  the  words 

"  sale  of  goods."  He  said  there  had  been 
many  attempts  among  lawyers  during  the 
last  few  years  to  reduce  some  of  the  pro- 
visions embodied  partly  in  the  Common 
Law  and  partly  in  different  Statutes  into 
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the  form  of  a  Code,  which  should  be  as 
far  as  possible  uniform  for  England, 
Scotland^  Wales,  and  Ireland.  The  ques- 
tiou  of  the  sale  of  goods  was  one  that 
wae  specially  occupying  attention  in  this 
connection.  Lord  Herschell  last  year 
took  up  a  subject  and  introduced  into  the 
House  of  Lords,  a  Bill  called  the  Sale 
of  Goods  Bill,  which  did  not,  however, 
get  through  all  its  stages.  ThiB  year 
the  measure  had  been  introduced  as  a 
Governmeut  Bill.;  It  bad  passed  through 
all  ite  stages  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  he  believed  now  stood  for  Second 
Reading  in  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
(Mr.  Bousfield)  had  put  down  three 
Amendments  together  as  being  closely 
connected.  They  related  to  bills  of  ex- 
change, sale  of  goods,  and  public  com- 
panies. Uofortuuately,  an  Amendment 
dealing  with  bills  of  exchange  had 
already  been  discnssed,  and  it  had  been 
made  evident  that  the  Government  had 
no  uotiou  of  the  importance  to  the 
mercantile  commnnity  of  uniform  law 
throughout  the  Three  Kingdoms,  and 
they  were  absolutely  and  utterly  careless 
about  the  matter.  A  great  deal  was 
heard  about  Home  Kule  all  round,  and 
it  was  evident  tbat  the  (Jovenimeut  were 
prepared  to  eutrust  the  Local  Legislatures 
in  each  of  the  countries  forming  the 
United  Kingdom,  with  the  power  of 
altering  Mercantile  Laws,  which  were  at 
present  uniform  throughout  tbe  Three 
Kingdoms. 

Sir  W.  HARCOUKT  :  No. 

Mb.  BOUSFIELD  said  that  their 
attitude  respecting  bills  of  exchange  had 
shown  that  they  were  prepared  to  alter 
the  Mercantile  Laws. 

Mr.J.  MORLEY:  Tbe  law  in  respect 
of  sale  of  goods  is  not  uniform  between 
Scotland  and  Eugland,  and  there  is  at 
this  moment  a  Bill  before  the  House  to 
make  it  so. 

Mr.  bousfield  said,  his  point  was 
that  the  Government  were  prepared  to 
entrust  powers  to  Local  Legislatures, 
which  might  have  tbe  effect  of  abolishing 
uniformity  in  Commercial  Laws  where  it 
existed.  Everyone  knew  how  differences 
of  law  created  barriers  between  countries, 
and  hampered  and  hindered  trade  be- 
Mr.  Bou^eld 


tween  them.  Barriers  of  this  aort  wen 
now  to  be  set  up  between  the  diftrent 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  This 

would  be  recognised  by  those  wboee  live- 
lihood dependeid  on  trade  as  a  tboroaghlv 
retrograde  step.  It  was  a' most  cariooB 
pheaoraeua  tbat  tbe  same  Govcrnmeitt 
which  brougbt  in  a  Sale  of  Goods  Hillf 
which  would  if  possible  make  things  more 
uniform  as  between  England  and  Ire- 
land, should  introduce  another  Bill  which 
would  give  Ireland  power  to  legislate  oo 
those  waters  for  herself.  It  was  also  re- 
markable to  observe  tbat  under  the  SSnd 
section  of  the  Home  Rule  Bill,  if  that 
Bill  passed  before  the  Sale  of  Goods  Bill, 
the  Irish  Parliament  would  have  no 
power  to  interfere  with  the  laat-named 
measure,  although  if  the  Sale  of  Goods 
Bill  happened  to  be  passed  first  the 
Irish  Legislature  would  have  power  to 
interfere  with  it.  Was  it  not  a  ridiculoos 
position  for  a  Governmeut  to  occupy — 
that  they  left  so  important  a  question 
to  a  fluke  of  that  kind  ?  The  im- 
portant question,  however,  was  that  of 
uniformity  in  our  Mercantile  Lawa— 
the  question  whether  the  process  of 
codification  was  to  be  absolutely  nullified 
and  the  tendency  towards  uniformity 
put  a  stop  to.  The  hoti.  Member  for 
Dublin  County  (Mr.  Clancy)  had  in  a 
previous  Ameudment  suggested  that  in 
briugiug  forward  Amendments  of  this  kind 
Uuiouist  Members  were  insulting  the 
Irish  Members.  He,  himself,  could  not 
hee  where  the  insult  came  in.  Was  it 
an  insult  to  hope  that  uniformity  should 
be  maintaiued  as  far  as  possible  in  the 
laws  of  England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland  ? 
If  tbe  Irish  Members  agreed  that 
uniformity  in  trade  laws  was  a  desirable 
thing,  he  failed  entirely  to  understand 
why  they  should  regard  such  Amend- 
meiits  as  insulting.  Suppose  he  bad 
been  in  partnership  with  a  man  for  some 
years,  and  was  goiug  to  enter  into  a 
fresh  partnership  with  him,  would  it  be 
au  insult  to  tbat  partner  to  express  a 
desire  that  the  terms  of  the  agreement 
should  be  put  upon  paper  so  that  there 
should  be  uo  misuuderstandiug  ?  In  the 
same  way,  in  regard  to  the  new  kind  of 
partiicrsliip  which  the  Governmeut  sug- 
gested should  exist  in  the  future  between 
England  and  Ireland,  it  was  no  insult  to 
Ireland  to  ask  tbat  the  terms  Of  the 
agreement  should  be  clearly  defined. 
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Amendment  proposed, 

Id  page  2,  line  16,  after  Bab-eecdon  (10),  to 
iBsert  as  a  new  sutMiecttoii  "  (11)  Sale  of  goods, 
or.'— (  JTr.  Bo»^ld.') 

QmstioD  {wopoaed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted," 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  as  the  Com- 
mittee had  decided  not  to  have  a  uniform 
Commercial  Code,  it  would  be  neither 
logical  nor  reasonable  to  pick  out  a  par- 
ticular branch  of  the  law,  and  say  that  it 
sboald  be  excluded  from  the  powers  of 
the  Irish  Legislature. 

Sir  E.  CLARKE  (Plymouth)  said, 
be  must  take  stroug  exception  to  one 
observation  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleraan.  He  told  them  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  decided  that  there  should  not 
be  one  uniform  Commercial  Code.  Now, 
the  Committee  had  decided  upon  certain 
matters  that  there  should  not  be  restric- 
tions placed  upon  the  Irish  Parliament 
which  would  prevent  it  from  setting  up 
a  separate  Commercial  Code  ;  but  it  had 
not  decided  not  to  have  a  uniform  Com- 
nercial  Code.  Some  of  the  decisions 
which  had  been  arrived  at  were  rather 
inconsistent  with  the  establishment  of 
uniformity  in  the  Commercial  Code 
between  this  country  and  Ireland,  and 
those  decisions  were,  accordingly,  to  be 
r^retted.  But  the  matter  attained,  he 
thought,  somewhat  more  importance 
since  the  speech  of  the  Solicitor  General 
earlier  in  the  evening.  The  Solicitor 
General  then  said  that  the  Bill  had  for 
its  object  the  relegation  of  certain 
matters  to  the  Irish  Legislature.  If  that 
were  an  accurate  description  there  would 
be  little  justification  for  dealing  with 
similar  subjects  in  the  form  of  Amend- 
ments ;  but  that  was  not  so.  The  Go- 
vernment resisted  the  proposal  to  make 
this  Bill  one  of  specific  delegation.  It 
was  now  oue  of  general  delegation  with 
certain  specific  reservations.  That  being 
so,  it  was  reasonable,  upon  points  where 
it  was  desirable  to  have  equality  of  treat- 
ment for  the  different  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  that  there  should  be  specific 
reservations  in  the  Bill.  It  would  be  a 
serious  matter  if  it  were  otherwise.  For 
how  ^d  they  stand  ?  If  there  were 
Local  Parliaments  in  Scotland,  Wales, 
aod  England,  they  would,  no  doubt,  have 


also  an  Imperial  Parliament  dealing  with 
matters  relating  to  the  different  parts  of 
the  Kingdom.  It  would  be  extremely 
unfortunate,  at  a  time  when  the  Imperial 
Parliament  had  for  some  years  given  its 
attention  to  the  codification  of  the  law, 
that  there  should  be  even  a  possibility  of 
divergent  rule  in  this  matter  in  diffwent 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom — even 
though,  as  he  said,  they  were  to  have 
Local  Governments  or  Parliaments  in  the 
different  parts  of  the  Kingdom. 

Mb.  RENTOUL  (Down,  E.)  said,  the 

Member  for  North  Dublin  (Mr.  Clancy) 
had  referred  to  some  of  the  Amendments 
put  down  as  insults  to  Ireland.  The 
hon.  Member  evidently  forgot  that  they 
were  dealing  with  the  Bill  of  1893,  and 
not  of  1886.  In  1886  it  was  proposed  to 
exclude  the  Irish  Members.  In  1893  it 
was  proposed  to  retain  them.  That  being 
so,  he  was  sure  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman would  not  fail  to  see  that  it  was 
of  the  greatest  iiuportanee  to  Ireland  that 
there  should  be  a  uniform  rule  of  law 
with  regard  to  all  matters  of  this  sort 
where  England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland 
had  interests  exactly  the  same.  It  did 
seem  strange  that  the  Member  for 
North  Dublin  should  look  upon 
uniformity  as  insulting  to  Ireland. 

Mr.  storey  (SunderUnd)  :  Ques- 
tion ! 

Mr.  RENTOUL  said,  he  was  speak- 
ing to  the  Question,  and  the  boo.  Member 
opposite  was  not  yet  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees. It  would  be  extraordinary  If 
the  Irish  Legislature  bad  powers,  lusuch 
an  important  respect,  to  make  laws  which 
would  be  different  in  character  and  scope 
from  those  framed  and  passed,  probably 
by  the  vote  or  support  of  Irish  Members, 
at  Westminster.  They  should  have  the 
same  system  of  laws  in  both  countries. 
If  they  could  not  get  entire  uniformity, 
which  the  Solicitor  General  appeared  to 
think  they  had  already,  they  should  try, 
at  least,  and  get  a  part  of  the  necessary 
uniformity.  The  Irish  Nationalist  Mem- 
bers might  be  willing  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  agree  to  this  Amendment. 
He  would  poLot  out  to  them  that  at 
present  they  reposed  confidence  in  a  con- 
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siderable  section  of  English  and  Scotch 
Members — hou.  Gentlemen  opposite — 
and,  that  being  so,  thej  could  not  fairly 
object  to  coutiatiing  to  discuss  these 
important  matters  in  that  House,  where 
they  were  to  remain  after  the  Irish 
Legislature  tiad  been  established. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  B0U8FIELD  proposed  to  in- 
sert— "(H)  Companies,  their  eonstitu- 
tiou,  incorporation,  and  registration." 
He  said  tliey  had  now  a  distinct  state- 
ment from  the  Gorernment  that  they 
attached  no  importance  to  uniformity  of 
law  iu  these  matters  throughout  the 
Kingdom. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  Ko,  no  I 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  said,  they  had  it 
distinctly,  at  any  rate,  that  the  question 
was  not  worth  dealiug  with  in  this  Bill ; 
and,  that  being  bo,  he  did  not  know 
whether  he  ought  to  proceed  with  this 
Amendment.  But  if  they  could  not  have 
uniformity  in  one  case,  perliaps  he  could 
show  them  a  case  where  it  might,  and 
ought  to  be,  accomplished.  In  a  great 
many  instances  trading  companies  had 
offices  in  Belfast  aud  in  Liverpool,  and 
others  had  offices  in  Dublin  and  in 
Liverpool.  It  would  be  absurd  that  they 
should  be  under  one  law  in  Belfast  and 
Dubliu,  and  under  another  law  in 
Liverpool.  It  would,  no  doubt,  be  said 
that  the  Irish  Parliament  would  not  be 
likely  to  alter  the  Company  Law  ;  but 
with  regard  to  a  great  and  important 
question  of  this  kind  the  policy  of 
reservation  should  be  made  clear,  and 
should  appear  on  the  face  of  the  BilL 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  16,  after  subjection  (10),  to 
insert  "(It)  Companies,  their  constitntioQ, 
Incorporation,  and  registration."— (Jf/-.  Boua- 
JieU.-) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'* 

*S]R  J.  RIGBY  said,  he  was  obliged 
to  oppose  the  Amendment,  and,  iu  doing 
so,  he  would  point  out  upon  this  branch 
of  the  law  that,  according  to  the  policy 
of  the  Parliament  of  the  United  King- 
dom, it  had  not  been  thought  desirable 
Mr,  Rentoul 


that  companies  in  Irdand  shonld  be  pot 
upon  the  same  footing  as  companies  in 
England  and  Wales,  for  the  Companies 

Winding-up  Act,  1890,  which  was  a 
most  important  Act,  was  confined  to 
companies  that  had  their  registered 
offices  in  England  or  in  Wales.  That 
was  a  deliberate  decision  of  this  Parlia- 
ment— that  it  was  not  an  essential  or 
vital  matter  that  the  Company  Law  should 
be  identical  in  England,  Wales,  and 
Ireland. 

Slit  £.  CLARKE  said,  while  sympa- 
thising with  his  hon.  and  lewned  Friend 
in  his  endeavour  to  secure  uniformity  of 
legislation  with  regard  to  matters  of 
this  kind,  he  could  not  help  feeling  that 
this  Amendment  was  covered  by  the 
decisions  to  which  the  Committee  had 
already  come,  and  that  to  insert  it  would 
be,  to  a  certain  extent,  inconsistent  with 
those  decisions.  He  considered  it  was 
most  useful  that  these  Amendments 
should  appear  upon  the  Notice  Papw, 
l>ecau8e  they  brought  home  to  the  minds 
of  the  commercial  community  the  extent 
to  which  this  Bill  would  affect  the  trade 
relations  between  the  two  countries  ;  but 
he  hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  recognise  that  he  had  done  suffi- 
cient service  to  the  cause  which  he 
represented  by  putting  his  Amendment 
on  the  Paper,  and  that  he  would  not 
press  it  to  a  Division. 

Amendment  negatived. 

•Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said,  he 
rose  to  move  to  insert  after  Sub-section 
10  the  words  (11)  "  Marriage  and 
divorce."  The  Amendment  was  one  of 
great  importance,  and  when  they  con- 
sidered the  close  association  between  Ire- 
land and  Lancashire  and  other  neighbour- 
ing parts  of  the  country,  they  would  see 
the  necessity  for  the  very  strict  regulation 
of  the  Marriage  Law.  This  question  had, 
in  previous  cases,  been  reserved  from  the 
Provincial  Legislatures.  In  the  year 
1852,  when  a  new  Coostitotion  was 
granted  to  New  Zealand,  which  at  that 
time  had  a  Central  Authority  and  a 
number  of  Provincial  Assemblies,  the 
Imperial  Parliament  reserved  to  the 
Central  Authority  all  dealings  with  the 
Marriage    Laws.      Again,    in  1867, 
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nuuriiige  and  divorce  were  reserved 
to  the  Dominion  Parliament  of  Canada  ; 
and  he  oould  not  find  that  in  the  pas- 
sage of  the  Cauadiaii  Act  through 
the  House  of  Commons  a  siugle  objec- 
tion iiad  been  made  that  those  subjects 
were  so  reserved.  With  reference  to  the 
United  States,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  Bryee)  had  in 
his  book,  of  which  they  had  heard  so 
much,  given  a  very  clear  view  of  what 
was  necessary.    He  said — 

"A  more  complete  aniformity  as  r^nls 
marriags  and  fliv<Hce  might  be  dttirable,  for  it 


her  Vict<»ian  domicile,  notwithstanding  that 
her  husband  may  have  since  the  desertion 
acqnired  any  foreign  domicile.  No  person 
Bhall  be  entitled  to  petition  under  this  Act  who 
shall  have  resorted  to  the  Colony  for  that  pur* 
pose  only." 

He  thought  that  that  passage  was  worthy 
of  notice,  because  it  showed  tliat  if  they 
were  to  have  one  law  enacted  by  a  Local 
Legislature,  totally  irrespective  of  the 
Central  Legislature,  they  would  have 
great  confusion  as  to  the  interpretation 
of  the  Law  of  Domicile.  There  were 
many   laws    which    were  necessarily 


is  particularly  awkward  not  to  know  whether  '   ,  ,      ,        i  „*  „j  io«TTroi«.. 

yorkre  married  or  not.  nor  whether  you  are  ;  obscure,  and  only  understood  by  lawyers; 


divorced  or  not ;  and  several  Htatee  have  tried 
bold  experiments  in  Divorce  Laws." 

And,  again.  Judge  Cooley  is  reported  by 
the  same  writer  to  have  said — 

"  There  is  little  substantial  diTcrsity  in  the 
Laws  ot  Marriage  indifferent  States^the  general 
rule  everywhere  being  that  no  special  cere- 
mony is,  and  the  statotory  Ibrms  are  not, 
deemed  imperative." 

When  a  Bill  had  been  passed  by  the 
Legislative  Houses  in  Victoria  dealing 


but  when  they  came  to  the  subjects  of 
marriage  and  divorce,  which  affected  the 
daily  lives  of  the  people,  the  law  should 
be  simple  and  clear,  as  free  from  am- 
biguities as  possible,  and  entirely  free 
from  difficulties  and  doubts.  He  was 
sure  the  Prime  Minister  would  pardon 
him  when  he .  reminded  him  of  an 
observation  which  he  made  in  1890  in 
respect  of  certain  transactions  in  regard 
to  marriage  which  took  place  in  the 


with  the  Law  of  Divorce,  Lord  Knuts-  i  Colony  of  Malta.  Persons  of  the  most 
ford  hesitated  whether  he  would  advise  exalted  character  appeared  on  the  scene 


Her  Majesty  to  sanction  it  ;  but,  as  he 
explained  in  a  Despatch  in  February, 
1 890,  his  oli^ection  to  the  Bill  was  met 
by  the  action  of  the  Parliaments  of  New 
South  Wales  and  Sonth  Australia,  and, 
further,  by  the  fact  that  the 
Agents  General  of  all  the  Austra- 
lian Colonies  appeared  before  him, 
and  pressed  that  Her  Majesty's 
consent  should  be  given  to  the  Bill. 
Lord  Kmitsford  then  went  on  to  deal 
with  another  important  matter — 

"As  to  the  third  condition,"  he  wrote,  "to 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  attached  the 
most  importance— ^namely,  that  legal  domicile 
should  be  requirol  as  a  condition  of  a  capacity 
to  obtain  a  divorce,  they  observe  with  satisfac- 
tion that  upon  further  consideration  this  change 
has  been  made." 

'*  Domicile"  was  a  terror  to  the  lay  mind, 
though  it  might  have  some  attraction  for 
gentlemen  of  the  Legal  Profession, 
because  probably  uo  word  in  the  language 
had  given  rise  to  more  litigation  than 
"  domicile."  Section  15  of  the  Victoria 
Act  referred  to  thus  defined  "  a  domiciled 
person  " — 

"  A  domiciled  person  shall,  for  t^e  purposes 
of  this  Act,  include  a  deserted  wife  who  was 
domiciled  in  Victoria  at  the  time  of  desertdon, 
and  snch  vrife  shall  be  deemed  to  have  retained 


on  that  occasion — His  Holiness  the  Pope, 
Lord  Salisbury,  aud  that  distinguished 
personage,  Sir  Lintom  Simmons.  That 
controversy  was  one  of  great  anxiety,  and 
it  showed  the  importance  of  their  being 
most  careful  when  they  dealt  with  the 
question  of  Marriage  Laws.  Previous 
to  1865  there  had,  been  many  laws 
respecting  marriage  in  the  Colonies. 
The  Imperial  Parliament  felt  that  there 
was  a  great  objection  to  a  multiplicity 
and  diversity  of  laws  on  the  subject,  so 
in  1865  it  interfered  and  passed  an  Act, 
the  pith  of  which  was: — 

"  Every  law  made  or  to  be  made  by  the  L^s- 
latnre  of  any  at  Her  Majesty's  PoesesaioiiB 
abroad  for  the  purpose  of  establiehing  the 
validity  of  any  marriage  previously  contracted 
in  such  PosfleBaion  shall  have,  and  shall  be 
deemed  to  have  had,  from  the  date  of  the 
making  of  such  law  the  same  effect  for  the 
purpose  aforesaid,  within  all  parts  of  Her 
Majesty's  Dominions,  as  such  law  may  have  had 
or  may  hereafter  have  within  the  PosBesBion  for 
which  the  same  was  made,  provided  that 
nothing  in  this  law  contained  shall  give  any 
effect  or  validity  to  any  marriage,  unless  at  the 
time  of  such  marriage  both  of  the  parties 
thereto  were,  according  to  the  law  of  England, 
competent  to  contract  the  same." 
He  thought  that  was  a  remarkable  proof 
of  the  judgment  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
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ment,  that  the  whole  of  the  Marriage 
Laws  of  the  Colonies  should  he  retained 
under  the  control  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment. When  they  left  the  ColoDies  and 
came  to  Great  Britain  interest  in  the 
subject  increased.  In  1892  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Aberdeen  brought 
in  a  Bill  to  assimilate  the  Law  of 
Divorce  in  England  and  Scotland,  and 
thus  described  its  intention  iu  a  few 
simple  words — 

"I  think  it  desirable,  ou  the  question  of 
divorce,  that  the  law  of  two  peoplee  who  fre- 
quently intemuuiy  should,  if  pomible,  bo  the 
same." 

That,  too,  was  the  object  of  his  Amend- 
ment. Amongst  the  names  on  the  back 
of  the  Bill  were  the  Home  Secretary  and 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
and  it  was  supported  in  the  Lobby 
by  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
aud  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy,  all  of 
whom,  he  contended,  supported  the  pro- 
position in  his  Amendment — that  the 
Marriage  Laws  of  the  three  countries 
should  be  as  far  as  possible  alike.  He  did 
not  wish  to  enter  on  the  long  story  of 
Irish  legislation  in  respect  to  marriage. 
The  perusal  of  the  enactments  on  the 
subject  showed  him  how  diflScuIt  it  was 
to  obtain  consistency  and  uniformity 
even  when  the  Imperial  Parliament  was 
master  of  the  situation,  and  went  to 
prove  the  impossibility  of  securing 
harmony  ou  such  matters  in  an  Irish 
Legislature,  wJiere,  no  doubt,  passiouH 
would,  from  time  to  time,  run  high,  and 
where  the  great  predominance  of  opinion 
would  be  iu  favour  of  views  respecting 
marriage  which  were  not  in  favour  with 
the  minority  from  the  North  of  Ireland. 
He  did  not  believe  that  a  conflict  of 
laws  woold  be  to  the  interest  of  Great 
Britain  or  of  Ireland  ;  and  he  was  firmly 
convinced  that,  having  regard  to  the 
genius  of  the  several  populations,  if  not 
complete  identity  of  form,  at  least  con- 
formity, as  far  as  practicable,  ought  to 
govern  our  legislation  respecting  the 
holy  state  of  matrimony.  He  begged  to 
move  the  Amendment. 


Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  16,  after  eub-section  (10),  to 
insert  as  a  new  snb-section,  "  (1 1.)  Marriace 
anil  divorce."— (5ti-  F.  Powell.-) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 
Sir  F.  S.  Powell 
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Hb.  W.  £.  GLADSTONE  :  I  can 

assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  make 
no  complaint  of  his  having  entered  upon 
so  many  details  and  particulars  in  moving 
an  Amendment  of  this  importanc&  It 
was  no  more  than  the  hon.  Baronet's 
duty  absolutely  required;  but  1  much 
regret  the  nature  and  character  of  the 
Amendment,  and  I  believe  that  the  hon* 
Baronet  has  altogether  failed  to  make 
good  his  contention.  On  the  contrary, 
it  must  be  palpable  to  every  Member  of 
this  House  who  has  turned  his  mind  to 
this  question  —  speaking,  at  least,  of 
people  of  our  owu  race,  for  I  do  not 
pretend  to  be  acquainted  with  the 
Marriage  Laws  of  other  countries — that 
the  facts  conclusively  prove  that  iu  no 
case  has  Parliament  attempted  to  force 
t<^ther,  under  one  and  the  same 
Marriage  Law,  any  very  large  com- 
munity or  body  of  persons. 

Sir  F,  POWELL  :  Canada. 

Mk.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Canada 
does  not  contain  a  very  large  body  of 
persons.  Canada  will  serve  my  purpose 
very  well,  for  it  serves  to  mark 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  failed  to 
notice  —  the  extraordinary  diTersity 
which  prevails  amongst  the  communities 
with  respect  to  the  Marriage  I^w. 
The  hon.  Member  ought  to  have 
supported  Ills  vouteution  by  showing 
that  the  English-speaking  races  under 
the  Crown  have  one  and  the  same 
law.  But,  on  the  contrary,  the 
Colonies  have  made  good  their  claim  to 
have  a  drfTereut  law  from'  ours..  That 
is  now  placed  beyond  all  doubt.  The 
hon.  Member  quoted  the  Act  of  I860,  the 
effect  of  which  is,  if  I  understand  the  quota- 
tion, that  the  judgmeuts  of  the  Colonial 
Legislatures  and  the  laws  of  each 
Colony  iu  their  results  ara  to  receive  re- 
spectful attention,  and  to  be  supported 
by  the  Courts  of  Law  throughout  the 
United  Kingdom.  The  hon.  Member 
said — I  think  straugely — that  that  is  a 
proof  of  the  judgment  of  Parliament 
that  we  ought  to  keep  in  our  hands  the 
uniformity  of  the  Marriage  Law.  In  my 
view  it  proves  exactly  the  reverse. 
These  Colonies  have,  at  the  outside,  none 
but  a  local  power  of  legislation.  The 
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Colony  cao  provide  under  its  own  Act 
for  having  the  sanction  of  the  Crown  for 
the  maintenance  of  certain  marriages  in 
its  dwn  Courts,  but  it  has  no  power  to 
go  beyobd  its  own  Courts ;  and  here 
Parliament  steps  in,  and  to  the  local 
legislatkm  of  each  particular  Colony  it 
gives  a  currency  in  the  rest  of  the  Pro-» 
▼ioces  of  the  Empire.  That  is  a  direct 
sanction  giveu  to  the  principle  of 
diversity.  The  hou.  Member  In  the 
course  of  his  speech  named  Malta,  the 
Pope,  Lord  Salisbury,  Sir  Liutoru 
Simmons,  and  I  think  he  named  myself. 
The  hon.  Baronet  enumerated  this 
good  array  of  personages ;  bui  he 
did  hot  tell  us  why  be  did  not  pro- 
ceed to  give  the  Committee  either  any 
judgment  he  had  formed  for  himself  or 
any  materials  by  which  the  Committee 
could  form  a  judgment  for  ourselves. 
I  am,  therefore,  obliged  to  pass  by  the 
case  of  Maltu  for  the  present ;  but  I  am 
not  aware  that  the  hon.  Member  could 
draw  any  inference  from  the  case  of 
Malta  in  support  of  bin  propoBitiou.  I 
will,  however,  take  the  great  English- 
speaking  races  of  the  world,  and  divide 
them  into  three  groups.  First  of  all,  I 
will  take  the  United  Kingdom — formed 
of  Eugland,  Scotland,  and  Ireland — 
secondly,  I  will  take  the  Colonies ;  and, 
thirdly,  the  United  States.  In  the 
United  States  they  have  the  most 
enormous  diversities  of  Marriage  Laws. 
Id  South  Carolina,  for  example,  two  or 
three  years  ago,  if  not  at  present,  the  okl 
Ecclesiastical  Law  of  this  country  pre- 
vailed, recognising  no  divorce  whatever. 
On  the  other  hand,  they  have  laws  in 
Connecticut,  the  effect  of  which  is  that 
snch  facility  is  given  to  the  marriages 
contracted  in  seme  States  that  one  in  10, 
in  some  one  iu  eight,  and  I  am  not  sure  but 
that  there  is  a  case  of  one  in  five,  con- 
tracted are  invalidated.  Do  not  suppose 
that  I  am  recommending  that  state  of 
things  ;  but  I  mention  it  to  illustrate 
my  argument  that  even  with  the  enor- 
mous inconvenience  and  scandal  of  many 
of  those  laws  there  is  great  diversity, 
rendering  it  impossible,  in  many  cases, 
as  the  hon.  Baronet  said,  for  a  man  to 
know  whether  he  was  married  or  di- 
vorced. In  fact,  there  are  cases  iu  whidi 
10  minutes  travelling  in  a  railway  train 
will  carry  a  man  out  of  the  condition  of 
marriage  into  the  condition  of  divorce. 


The  United  States  is  blessed  with  a 
dissolution  of  25,000  marriages  every 
year  ;  and  yet  even,  with  that  monstrous 
state  of  things,  it  has  not  been  able  to 
bring  about  uniformity  in  the  United 
States.  No  doubt,  there  is  a  movement  in 
favour  of  uniformity.  No  wonder.  If 
anything  could  arouse  such  a  movement 
— if  anything  could  carry  it  to  success,  it 
must  certainty  be  a  condition  of  law  and  a 
condition  of  practice  such  as  I  have,  I 
believe,  accurately  described.  But  not 
even  that  monstrous  stale  of  things  will 
induce  the  United  States  to  create  a 
uniform  law.  Now,  Sir,  I  take  the 
Colonies.  Are  the  Colonies  under  one 
Marriage  Law  ?  The  Committee  know 
that  they  are  not  under  our  Marriage 
Law,  and  they  know  that  this  countiy 
has  made  most  resolute  efforts  to  keep 
them  under  our  Marriage  Law. 
Again  and  again  Colonial  Acts 
varying  from  our  Marriage  Law  were 
vetoed  ;  but  the  Colonies  persevered,  and 
the  Colonies  won  the  day,  and  now  there  is 
extraordinary  diversity,  showing  how 
daugerons  it  is  to  endeavour  to  apply 
compulsion  iu  this  case  to  important  com- 
munities. What  has  happened  ?  In 
some  Australian  Colonies  they  have  pro- 
posed— I  rather  think  they  have  carried 
— ^large  and  loose  Laws  of  Divorce.  What 
has  Canada  done  ?  It  has  deliberately 
taken  to  the  state  of  things  condemn^ 
in  this  country  iu  1857.  Canada  has  no 
Divorce  Law,  except  a  prtvilegium  for  a 
special  case  in  which  a  strong  reason  is 
shown.  Does  not  this  irameuse  variety 
of  tendency  illustrate  the  difficulty  and 
the  danger  of  forcing  people  under  the 
same  Divorce  Law  ?  Take,  again,  the 
case  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Here  we 
have  an  aggregation  of  nearly  40,000,000 
people.  We  have  never  been  able  to 
enforce  uniformity  in  the  Three  King- 
doms. Scotland  has  all  along  possessed 
her  own  Law  of  Marriage,  totally 
different  from  that  of  England,  and 
highly  disapproved,  I  think,  by  all  great 
authorities  in  England ;  but  we  have 
never  ventured  to  interfere  with  jt 
against  Scotch  opinion,  feeling,  and 
tradition.  In  the  Debates  on  the  Di- 
vorce Act  of  1857,  Sir  George  Grey, 
who  was  then  Home  Secretary  in  the  first 
Government  of  Lord  Palmerston,  stated, 
with  that  moderation  and  ability  which 
always  distingaiahed  that  most  excellent 
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of  men,  a  great  argument  for  the  Divorce 
Act.  What  was  it  ? — iu  order  that  we 
might  have  one  Marriage  Law  in  three 
countries.  But  what  was  the  end  of  the 
Divorce  Act  ?  Whereas  before  the 
Divorce  Act  we  bad  two  Marria|;e 
Laws,  in  the  tJiree  countries  after  the 
Divorce  Act  we  had  three,  for  the  old 
law  of  Ireland  remained  unchanged,  and 
the  law  of  Scotland  remained  witli  all  itH 
peculiarities.  Ireland  has  a  law  funda- 
mentally different  from  tbe  English  law,' 
and  it  has  possettaed  that  law  for  40 
years  and  has  never  deviated  from  it.  I 
have  never  heard  of  any  desire,  even 
amongst  the  Protestants  of  Ireland,  to 
introduce  the  English  Divorce  Law ; 
certainly,  no  attempt  has  been  made  on 
behalf  of  tlie  Protestants  of  Ireland  to 
introduce  it.  Ireland  having  rested  con- 
tentedly under  this  law,  and  we  having 
respected  her  local  or  national  senti- 
ment to  the  extent  of  never  interfering, 
why  should  we  take  out  of  her  hands  and 
keep  hanging  over  her  this  dread  of  onr 
Divorce  Law  ?  I  have  no  right  to 
speak  for  the  Irish  Members ;  but  I 
trust  that  the  Irish  Members  will  let  the 
Committee  know  what  view  Ireland 
takes  on  this  subject.  My  impression  is 
that  first  of  all  the  argument  for  such  au 
Amendment  is  entirely  at  variance  with 
all  the  facts  which  we  can  draw  from 
the  English-speaking  countries  of  the 
world,  and  that  most  of  all  it  is  at  variance 
with  thestateof  things  in  our  own  country. 
I  say  it  has  been  found  impossible  in  the 
United  States,  in  the  Colonies,  and  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  Ireland  has  differed 
for  a  lengthened  period  from  your  present 
law.  She  is  the  represeutative  of  our 
ancient,  and  for  many  years  undisputed — 
entirely  undisputed — law.  I  believe 
Ireland  would  greatly  lament  and  resent 
interference  of  this  kind.  I  am  bound  to 
say,  guided  by  analogy  and  by  expe- 
rience, that  there  is  nothing  to  be  said  in 
its  favour.  Surely  the  hon.  Member 
must  see  that  it  is  idle  to  quote  a  case 
like  New  Zealand.  When  New  Zealand 
received  its  law,  and  when  the  Marriage 
Law  was  reserved  for  the  Central  Legis- 
lature, the  inhabitants  of  New  Zealand 
were  but  a  very  few  hundred  thousand 
people  ;  and  even  in  Canada;  where,  no 
doubt,  the  Dominion  Parliament  has  been 
invested — and  I  do  not  think  improperly 
invested— with  the  general  o(mtix)l  the 
Mr,  fV,  E,  Gladstone 


Law  of  Marriage,  even  there  the  Bolemnisa- 
tiou  of  marriage  is,  by  an  express  pro- 
vision iu  tbe  Act,  left  to  be  deiJt  with  by 
the  Legislatures  in  the  several  Provinces. 
There  is  no  power  to  enforce  uniformity 
of  legislation,  and  in  the  British  Islands 
you  are  unable  to  do  it.  I  must,  therefore, 
decline  to  insert  this  Amendment. 

Sir  E.  CLARKE  (Plymouth)  :  The 
Committee  has  had  a  very  interesting 
speech  from  the  right  hou.  Gentl^nui 
upon  the  very  important  Amendment 
which  has  been  submitted ;  and  T  have  no 
doubt  that  the  expectation  which  be  has 
expressed,  that  there  would  be  a  state- 
ment made  from  the  Benches  below  the 
Gangway  on  this  side,  will  presently  be 
gratified.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  divided  the  English-speaking  races 
into  three  groups.  With  regard  to  the 
United  States,  we  know  that  our  Courts 
here  are  continually  discussing  whether 
or  not  in  American  cases  divorces  had 
been  effiective.  The  difficulty  -which 
exists  in  the  United  States  is  not  con- 
fined there,  but  afiects  other  pcrsous 
resident  in  this  country.  There  have 
been  cases  over  and  over  again  where  there 
has  been  a  resort  to  an  American  State 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  the  divorce, 
upou  grounds  which  in  this  eonntry 
would  not  iu  the  least  justify  a  dissolu- 
tion of  the  marriage  tie.  With  regard  to 
the  Colonies,  the  right  hon.  Gentlcnnaa's 
point  was  that  we  had  trie<l  steadily  to 
secure  uniformity  of  marriage  there,  but 
that  we  had  failed,  in  view  of  the  dis- 
position of  the  difi^erent  Colouies,  which 
we  were  unable  to  control.  It  is  true 
there  is  a  diversity  of  practice  in  the 
United  Kingdom ;  but  will  anyone 
suggest  that  the  divOTsity  iu  the  United 
Kingdom,  the  Colonies,  and  the  United 
States  is  anything  but  a  misfortune  and 
a  disaster  ?  I  think  it  has  been  long 
recognised  that  the  Law  of  Marriage 
ought  to  be  a  matter  of  International 
agreement ;  aud,  indeed,  the  whole  of 
that  part  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  to  establish  the  desir- 
ability of  obtaining  a  uniform  Marriage 
Law.  We  do  not  desire  to  leave  to  the 
Irish  Parliament  an  opportun^y  of 
rei}i}ering  still  wider  the  divergence  in  the 
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Murriage  Laws  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
My  hon.  Friend  referred  to  the  case  of 
Malta.  That  ease  has  iDvolved  serious 
difficntttea  which  have  to  be  dealt  with 
diplomatically,  and  the  Canon  Law  is 
declared  to  be  the  only  law  which  exists 
in  the  Island  of  Malta.  It  is  maintained 
by  great  authorities  in  Malta,  not  simply 
by  Ecclesiastical  Authorities,  but  Legal 
Authorities,  that  no  marriage  which  is 
not  valid  according  to  the  Canon  Law 
has  any  validity  at  all.  It  is  quite  con- 
ceivable that  in  a  country  where  the 
action  of  the  Legislature  is  controlled  by 
die  priesthood  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church,  there  would  be  a  strong  and  an 
effective  attempt  made  to  depart  further 
than  the  law  of  Ireland  does,  at  present 
at  all  events,  from  the  rules  with  regard 
to  the  efficacy  of  civil  marriage  wiiich 
obtain  in  this  and  other  countries.  If 
there  be  a  fear  of  such  an  attempt  being 
made  in  Ireland,  I  think  it  is  desirable 
thAt  in  this  Bill  a  specific  restriction 
should  be  placed  upon  the  Irish  L^islature 
in  dealing  with  such  an  important  matter. 
It  has  often  been  said  that  the  object  of 
this  Bill  is  to  give  to  Ireland  the  right 
of  reguUtiug  purely  Irish  affairs.  But 
the  question  of  the  Marriage  Laws 
cannot  be  said  to  be  a  purely  local 
affair ;  and  it  is  intolerable  that  a  Bill  for 
establishing  a  Local  Legislature  in  Ire- 
land should  give  to  that  Legislature  the 
power  of  dealing  with  the  Marriage 
Laws.  The  real  question  is,  whether  we 
do  or  do  not  desire  to  secure  uniformity 
in  the  laws  of  the  whole  of  the  United 
Kingdom  ?  There  is,  even  at  the  present 
time,  no  uniformity  in  the  United  King- 
dom in  these  matters,  and  it  is  a  question 
whether  the  Scottish  Law  of  Divorce  is 
or  is  not  better  than  the  English  law. 
The  attempts  made  to  assimilate  the  laws 
of  these  two  countries  have  not  been  suc- 
cessful. It  has,  however,  been  recognised 
to  be  of  importance  to  establish  a  uni- 
versal Divorce  Law ;  and  we  ought  not  to 
give  a  power  to  a  Local  Legislature  to 
increase  the  differences  in  our  Marriage 
Laws,  especially  when  we  have  reason 
to  believe  that  the  Local  L^islature  will 
be  governed  by  opinions  which,  to  the 
people  of  England  and  Scotland,  will 
appear  retrogressive,  and  will  tend  to 
render  our  laws  upon  these' important 
points  even  more  inconsistent  than  they 
now  are.   I  si&oerely  trust  some  more 


accommodating  spirit  will  be  shown 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  this  Amendment. 

Mb.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  S.) 
said,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  Prime 
Minister's  arguments  did  not  go  to  the 
essence  of  the  Amendment.  They  ap- 
peared to  him  to  deal  with  a  vast  variety  of 
interesting  matters  which  were  not  raised 
by  the  Amendment  directly,  and  which 
seemed  to  lie  outside  it.  All  his  hon. 
Friend  had  asked  the  Committee  to  do 
was  to  reserve  to  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament the  right  of  dealing  with 
the  Marriage  and  Divorce  Laws  of 
Ireland  if  it  should  seem  necessary. 
In  the  British  North  America  Act,  the 
Imperuhl  Parliament  bad  to  deal  with 
precisely  the  social  questions  connected 
with  these  laws  that  would  arise  in  Ireland. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  Prime  Minister 
could  lay  any  great  weight  on  the 
question  of  comparative  population. 
Greater  weight  should  rather  be  attached 
to  the  divergence  of  opinion  in  a  country; 
and  in  Ireland  there  was  a  strong  conflict 
of  opinion,  such  as  existed  in  Canada,  on 
the  subject  of  Marriage  Laws.  The 
Amendment  was  not,  in  his  opinion,  im- 
portant as  regarded  the  question  of 
divorce.  He  did  not  believe  that  any 
section  in  Ireland  desired  to  see  the 
Divorce  Laws  enlarged.  The  Prime 
Minister  alluded  to  the  fact  that  in  the 
Colonies  and  the  United  States  there 
existed  a  vast  variety  of  regulations  with 
regard  to  marriage  and  divorce,  and  had 
frankly  admitted  that  those  divergencies 
were  not  desirable.  Those  regulations, 
in  fact,  existed  at  one  time  in  Ireland,  and 
created  considerable  friction.  Some  40 
or  50  years  ago  there  were  laws  regu- 
lating the  marriages  of  the  Irish  people, 
which  laid  the  children  of  mixed 
marriages  under  heavy  disabilities.  The 
consistent  course  of  policy  pursued  by 
the  Imperial  Parliament  had  been  to 
remove,  one  by  one,  disabilities  as  between 
Roman  Catholics  and  all  sections  of 
Protestants  in  Ireland,  and  then  to 
remove  the  disabilities  of  the  children  of 
mixed  marriages.  At  the  present 
moment  there  was  one  uniform  Law  of 
Marriage  existing  in  &eland  in  common 
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with  England,  and  that  was  the  civil 
marriage  ;  hot  heyond  that  there  was  no 
donht  at  present  as  to  whether  a  marriage 
in  Ireland  had  been  legally  contracted  or 
not — a  point  as  to  which  much  uncer- 
tainty prevailed  40  or  oO  years  ago. 
Those  whom  he  represented  felt  the 
gravest  apprehensions  at  the  prospect  of 
seeing  the  Law  of  Marriage  handed  over 
to  the  proposed  Legislature,  because  they 
could  not  shut  their  eyes  to  the  fact  that 
there  was  a  determined  effort  on  the  part 
of  the  leaders  of  the  greater  portion  of 
the  Irish  people  to  inflict  upon  those  who 
entered  into  mixed  marriages  every 
possible  disability  in  social  life  ;  and  if  a 
Legislature  vrere  set  up  with  power  to 
deal  with  the  Marriage  Laws,  it  would 
be  impossible  for  it  to  resist  the  influence 
of  tliose  who  guidal  the  faith  and  con- 
science of  the  Roman  Catholic  population, 
with  the  view  of  makiug  the  social 
indiguity  Into  a  civil  din^ability.  lu  his 
refereuce.^  to  the  United  States  the  Prime 
Minister  liad  failed  to  estimate  the  great 
defect  in  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  and  that  was  that  public  opinion 
could  never  be  brought  to  act  adequately 
upon  those  questions.  The  best  writers 
on  the  American  Constitution  were 
agreed  that  there  was  notliing  more 
dangerous  to  the  social  system  of  the 
United  i^tates  than  the  diversity  of  the 
Marriage  Laws  in  diflercut  Htates.  He 
ventured  to  trust  that  the  Prime  Minister 
would  re-consider  the  absohite  negative 
ho  liad  given.  With  all  the  facts  before 
them,  they  were  entitled  to  aek  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  Committee  to  guard  the 
interests  of  the  minority  in  Ireland  from 
any  unfair  application  of  the  views  of  a 
particular  Church  in  regard  to  marriage 
— ^viewa  which  there  was  too  much 
reason  to  fear  it  would  be  one  of  their 
first  objects  to  carry  out,  should  an  Irish 
L^islature  be  established. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddingtou,  S.)  :  I  have  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  any  Irish  Representative  is 
prepared,  at  any  rate  at  the  present 
moment,  to  take  part  in  this  Debate. 
The  subject  is  one  of  great  interest,  and 
one  upon  which  I  think  no  dogmatic 
doctrine  would  be  justifiahle  ;  but  from 
the  point  of  view  of  convenience  there  is 
much  to  be  said,  and  perhaps  qiore  than 
Mr,  Macartney 


the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  was  quite 
disposed  to  admit  in  his  interesting 
speech.  The  views  of  the  Catholics  of 
^lant)  on  the  Marri^e  La^s  would,  if 
legislative  effect  were  given  to  them,  in- 
couveuieooe  and  embarrass  the  Pro- 
testant part  of  the  community,  whose 
family  relations  would  inevitably 
become  complicated  and  uuccrtain. 
There  appears  to  me  four  lines  of  the 
Marriage  Law  on  which  Irish  Catholic 
opinion  aud  Irish  Protestant  opinion 
would  be  certain  to  diverge  ;  aud  the 
divergence,  if  it  occurred,  would  justify 
the  Catholic  majority  in  legislating  in 
accordance  with  tJieir  wishes.  The  first 
reason  for  divergence  between  Catholics 
aud  Protestants  would  be  the  marriage  of 
first  cousins.  Marriages  of  that  kind 
are  strongly  condemn^  by  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  an<]  hierarchy,  and  that 
condemnatioD  is  very  largely,  shared  by 
all  Catholic  people ;  whereas  we  know 
that  uuder  our  Protestant  law  the  mar- 
riage of  first  cousins  is  considered  not 
only  legal,  but  a  perfect  muriage— ovqp 
by  the  Church.  That. might  make  a 
tremendous  difference  among  Protestants 
and  Catholics,  because  Catholics,  holding 
so  strong  an  opinion  as  they  do,  might 
forhid  the  marriage  of  first  cousins.  I 
will  not  go  on  to  argue  that  they  might 
make  their  legislation  ex  post  facto, 
because,  though  I  know  thero  is  nothing 
in  the  Bill  to  prevent  it,  I  imagine  that 
such  a  course  would  go  beyond  the 
bounds  of  reason.  I  come  to  another 
marriage  to  which  I  think  CathoIi(;a 
would  strongly  object  and  Protestants 
would  see  no  harm  jn«  It  is  the  re-njar- 
ri^^  of  divorced  people.  I  think  that 
the  Catholics  have  no  stronger  dislike, 
based  on  religious  grounds,  thau  of  the 
re-marriage  of  divorced  people.  It  is 
also  a  dislike  aud  a  disapproval  whicb  is 
8Upporte<l  with  the  greatest  iXNssible 
strength  by  the  whole  Roman  Catholic 
hierarchy ;  therefore  no  re-marriage  be- 
tween divorced  people,  or  marriages  of 
divorced  people  with  other  persons — 
which  is  the  same  in  the  eyes  of  the 
CatholiC'  Church,  although  tlioy  aro 
not  uncomniou  in  England  and  among 
Irish  Protestantii  —  would  be  allowed. 
The  feelings  of  the  Catholic  Church  iu 
Ireland — and  they  would  be  repreeeuted 
naturally  by  the  Catholic  Members  of 
the  Irish  Parliament— rwould,  X  tUnk, 
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put  &a  end  to  any  such  marriages  ia  that ! 
country  ;  ami  I  do  not  know  even  if  the  [ 
issue  of  the  marriage  of  a  divorced  ' 
person  in  England  would  be  altowe<l  to 
succeed  to  property  ia  Ireland^  because 
the  whole  idea  of  marriage  of  divoroed 
persons  is  utterly  repugnant  to  the 
Catholic  mind,  and  that  opinion,  I 
fancy,  is  universally  shared  by  all  the 
Catholic  people  of  Ireland.  I  have  not 
done  yet.  Civil  marriages  are  un- 
doubtedly the  law  of  the  United  King- 
dom. Would  they  be  allowed  to  be  carried 
on  in  Ireland  if  this  Bill  were  to  pans  ? 
Ag^ia,  I  imagine  nothing  conld  be  more 
repugnant  to  the  views  of  the  Catholic 
Church,  and  it  is  easy  to  sympathise  with 
the  view  that  a  marriage  not  sanctioned 
by  the  rites  of  the  Church  is  not  a 
marriage  at  all,  and  the  children  mnst  be 
illegitimate  and  under  the  ban  of  the 
Church.  To  many  of  the  Protestants  of 
Ireland  civil  marriages  are  not  repugnant, 
and  I  do  not  know  whether  you  are  pre- 
pared to  allow  them  to  have  their  right 
of  civil  marriage  taken  away  from  them, 
although  the  Catholic  majority  may  have 
a  very  justifiable  objection  to  it.  The 
last  marriage  I  come  to  is  the  mixed 
marriage — that  is  to  say,  a  marriage  be- 
tween a  Roman  Catholic  and  Protestant 
— which  has  been,  I  should  say  for  the 
last  50  years,  desperatdy  opposed  by  the 
Church  of  Rome,  and  so  strongly  opposed 
that  its  opposition  must  have  an  effect 
upon  the  Legislature  which,  though  it 
need  not  be  bigoted,  will  very  likely  ou 
all  these  matters  follow  the  advice  of  the 
leaders  of  the  Churcli.  Would  it  be  fair, 
and  do  you  think  the  arrangement  would 
work  all-  over  Ireland  under  the  different 
circumstances  of  the  population  in 
various  parts  ?  The  marriages  of  Pro- 
testant members  of  the  Constabulary 
with  the  daughters  of  Catholic  farmers 
are  regular  aud  constant.  The  are  also, 
it  must  be,  in  Ulster  many  occasions 
when  Protestants  of  position  are  inclined 
to  make  marriages  with  Catholics  of 
family.  I  rather  think  that  these 
marriages  would  not  be  allowed  in  Ire- 
land in  the  future,  owing  to  tlie  hostility 
of  the  Catholic  Church.  I  wish  the 
Committee  to  understand  that  I  do  not 
bUme  the  Irish  for  having  these  opinions. 
I  believe  they  are  conscientious  opinions  ; 
but  ought  you  not,  in  the  interest  of  the 
minority,  to  recollect  that  their  opinions 
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are  equally  conscientious,  and  are  equally 
to  be  respected,  and  wonid  they  be  as 
secure  as  they  are  now  under  the  pro- 
tection of  the  British  Parliament  ?  I 
pass  from  these  marriages  in  Ireland  to 
other  considerations.  The  Prime  Minister 
mentioned  that  there  was  tittle  uniformity 
of  marriage  among  the  English-speaking 
race  in  various  quarters  of  the  world. 
I  know,  as  far  as  America  is  concerned, 
that  the  customs  are  extraordinary  and 
productive  of  the  greatest  inconvenience. 
An  acquaintance  of  mine  married  an 
American  lady,  and  married,  apparently, 
under  the  American  '  law  and  the 
English  law.  They  were  married  in 
France  before  the  English  Ambassador 
and  the  American  Minister  in  Paris. 
Shortly  after  they  were  married  a  pnH 
position  was  supported  by  the  great 
American  lawyer,  Mr.  Benjamin,  that  the 
marriage  wonId  not  be  valid  in  the  United 
States  in  regard  to  the  succession  in 
property,  aud  they  had  to  be  married 
again  before  the  English  Registrar  before 
the  marriage  would  be  valid  to  the  extent 
that  property  in  the  United  States  could 
be  succeeded  to.  I  turn  to  Canada,  in 
which  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  been  misinformed.  There  was  no 
power,  so  far  as  I  read  the  Act  of  1867, 
which  came  into  operation  in  1868, 
whatever,  given  to  the  Provincial  Legis- 
latures to  interfere  with  the  uniformity  of 
marriage  throughout  the  Dominion. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Regu- 
lating the  solemnisation  of  nuuriages. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  permit  me,  I  will 
submit  to  him  an  argumout  on  that 
question.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that, 
in  the  clause  which  appoints  to  the 
Dominion  Parliament  the  subjects  with 
which  the  Provincial  Parliaments  cannot 
interfere,  you  will  find  among  them 
marriage  and  divorce.  That  is  the  law. 
I,  of  course,  saw,  and  I  noticed  in  the 
clause  which  delegates  the  power  to  the 
Provincial  Legislatures,  Article  12  gives 
the  right  of  solemnisation  of  marriage  in 
the  Provinces.  I  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  it  is  not  the  case, 
that  the  solemnisation  of  marriage  is  not 
by  any  means  connected  with  the  Laws 
(rf  Marri^  and  Dirorca  ?    The  solem- 
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DiSfttioQ  of  marriage  I  take  it  to  be  the 
rites  of  marriage  according  to  the  religion 
of  the  parties  eontracting  the  marriage  in 
Canada.  There  are,  undoubtedly,  in 
Canada  Roman  Catholics  and  ProtestantB 
of  every  sect ;  and,  undoubtedly,  if  they 
married  in  accordance  with  the  Marriage 
Laws  and  tlie  Divorce  Law  established 
by  the  Dominion  Parliament  that 
marriage  would  be  valid.  But  my  cod- 
teation  is  this  :  that  the  law  regulating 
marriage  and  divorce  could  not  be  altered 
except  by  the  consent  of  the  Dominion 
Pariiameat,  and  that  the  Dominion 
Parliament  reserved  that  power  in  order 
to  secure  the  uniformity  of  law  through- 
oat  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  There  is 
one  very  striking  and  startling  illustration 
of  the  inconvenience  arising  from  the 
want  of  uniformity  between  the  Colonies 
and  this  country  in  the  Marriage  Law. 
In  the  Colonies  they  have  agreed, 
with  the  sanction  of  the  Crown 
—  though  it  was  withheld  for  some 
time  —  to  a  marriage  between  a 
man  and  his  deceased  wife's  sister.  The 
consequence  is  this  :  that  a  man  often 
makes  his  fortune  in  Australia  and  returns 
to  England  having,perfectly  legally, under 
the  law  of  the  Colonies,  contracted  a 
marriage  with  his  deceased  wife's  sister. 
His  property  in  Australia,  whatever  it 
is,  will  pass  to  the  children  of  that 
marriage.  His  property  in  England, 
whatever  it  is,  does  not  pass  to  the 
children  of  that  marriage,  and  this  extra- 
ordinary confusion  arises  —  that  the 
children  born  under  the  Colonial  law  and 
who  are  perfectly  legitimate,  when  they 
come  to  England  have  to  abandon  their 
rights  in  this  country 'and  are  bastards. 
I  will  not  detain  the  Committee  further. 
I  only  claim  modestly  to  have  laid  before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  certain  argu- 
ments which  are  worthy  of  his  considera- 
tion, and  I  think  it  cannot  detract  from 
the  dignity,  or  honour,  or  reputation  of 
the  Irish  Parliament  if  these  matters  are 
withheld  from  them.  It  is  not  their 
fonlt  that  they  are  a  Catholic  majority,  or 
that  th^  is  in  Ireland  a  strong  Pro- 
testant minority,  and  I  would  press  upon 
the  right  hoD,  Gentleman — even  if  he 
cannot  this  evening — if  he  would  still 
reserve  the  subject  for  further  considera- 
tion, and  if  he  would  guard  against 
certain  dangers  which,  though  not  acute 
now,  might  become  pretty  acute,  and 
Lord  R.  Churchill 


might  lead  to  a  great  deal  of  dissatisfac- 
tion and  friction  between  the  various 
churches  and  religions  in  Ireland. 

Quration  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  236  ; 
Noes  27a— (Division  List,  No.  133.) 

•Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (Leeds, 
Central)  said,  he  had  an  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  which  read — 

Clause  3,  page  2,  line  16,  after  Sul>-tiectjoD 
(10)  insert  "  (II)  Ceimus  and  statistics." 

The  words  of  the  Amendment  as  it  stood 
on  the  Paper  were  taken  from  the  British 
North  America  Act,  which  gave  exclu- 
sive power  to  the  Dominion  Parliament 
to  deal  with  census  and  statistics  and 
withheld  these  mi^tters  from  the  compe- 
tence of  the  Provincial  Legislatures.  He 
did  not  intend  to  deal  with  "  statistics," 
however,  leaving  that  branch  of  the 
subject  to  be  dealt  with  subsequently 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Lowestoft 
Division  of  Suffolk  (Mr.  Harry  S. 
Foster).  He  took  this  course  because 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  two  portions 
of  the  Amendment  possessed  different 
degrees  of  cogency,  and  that  the  case  of  the 
census  was  so  overwhelming  that  ho 
could  hardly  believe  it  to  have  been 
omitted  from  the  list  of  disabilities  in  the 
clause  except  by  inadvertence.  In 
Canada  questions  connected  with  the 
census  were  withdrawn  from  the 
cognisance  of  the  Provincial  Legis- 
latures, and  a  similar  arrangement  pre- 
vailed in  the  United  States.  The  con- 
venience of  such  a  course  was  obvious.  It 
was  desirable  that  the  census  of  these 
islands  otioutd  be  taken  at  the  same  time 
and,  as  far  as  possible,  by  similar  methods  ; 
and  in  any  Federal  orjiMo^j-Federal  system 
like  that  tmdcr  the  Bill,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  to  reserve  the  census  to  the  control 
of  the  Central  Authority  was  a  matter  of 
vital  and  essential  necessity,  especially  in 
view  of  the  discussions  connected  with 
population  and  representation  and  tbe 
financial  relations  of  this  country  with 
Ireland.  He  moved  to  insert  the  word 
"Census."  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  be  prepared  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, and  so  spare  the  Committee  tiie 
trouble  of  a  Division. 
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Amendment  proposed, 
Is  page  2,  line  16,  to  inwrt,  as  a  new 
sub-section  : — "  (11.)  Census."— (Jfr.  Gerald 

Balfour.-) 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlev,  Newcaatle- 
upoii-Tyne)  :  The  hon.  Geutlenaan  who 
has  moved  this  Amendment  hag  brought 
forward  considerations  which  are,  no 
doubt,  reasonable  aud  important.  It  m 
no  doubt  desirable,  so  long  as  the  Irish 
Members  are  at  Westminster — so  long  as 
the  Imperial  Parliament  continued  to  l>e 
concerned  in  a  number  of  questions  and 
decisioDs  depending  on  statislical  in- 
formation as  to  population  and  wealth — ■ 
it  is  desirable  there  should  be  a  power  of 
Imperial  census.  The  hon.  Member, 
however,  must  not  forget  that  there  is 
nothing  in  the  Bill  to  debar  the  Im- 
perial Parliament  from  directing  a 
census  of  that  kiud.  But  the  reason  why 
the  Government  cannot  accept  the 
Amendment  is  this  :  that  it  is  quite 
possible  the  Irish  Government  may 
desire  to  take  a  census  of  their  own  for 
some  special  purpose,  and  with  reference 
to  some  special  object  or  set  of  objects 
which  concern  them  aud  them  only,  and 
not  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mb.  GERALD  BALFOUR :  Why 

cannot  they  use  the  Imperial  census  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  They  might  for 
some  special  purpose  of  their  own  desire 
a  classification  of  their  own  which  they 
might  think  desirable,  or  one  which  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  from  their  point  of 
view,  might  not  think  desirable  ;  and 
taken  at  intervals  which  they  might  deem 
convenient  or  expedient.  At  the  same 
time,  the  Government's  rejection  of  the 
Amendment  did  not  in  the  least  impah 
their  full  sense  of  the  importance  of 
having  census  arrangements  applicable 
to  the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  in  re- 
gard to  the  answer  of  the  right  hoo. 
Geutleraao,  they  should  know  whether 
the  Government  had  in  view  the 
machinery  that  would  be  required  to 


carry  out  the  objects  which  they 
thought  desirable  objects  —  namely, 
drawing  up  for  Imperial  purposes  genowl 
statistics  ID  conformity  with  those  whieh 
were  collected  in  this  country  and  in 
Scotland.  His  boD.  Friend  did  not  want 
to  go  to  a  Division,  but  they  should  know 
exactly  what  the  G^verument  proposed 
to  do. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham,  W.)  said,  he  did  not  wish  to  do 
more  than  put  a  question  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland — namely,  whether 
he  had  considered  that  it  was  very  de- 
sirable, from  his  own  point  of  view,  that 
this  subject,  on  which  the  Imp«>ial 
Parliament  must  legislate,  should  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  control  of  the  Irish 
Parliament  ?  If  this  were  not  done, 
there  would  be  concurrent  jurisdiction 
and  legislation,  with  consequent  irritation, 
between  the  two  countries. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  thought  I  had 

indicated  sufficiently  that,  in  the  view  of 
the  Government,  it  would  remain  im- 
portant that  tiie  Imperial  Parliament 
should  have  the  means  of  ascertaining 
the  large  general  facts,  important  to  the 
United  Kingdom,  which  the  census  as- 
certain and  disclose.  When  the  time 
comes  the  Government  will  be  prepared 
to  state  what  the  machinery  is  for  carry- 
ing out  those  objects.  As  to  concurrent 
legislation,  I  do  not  believe  the  chance  of 
friction  in  this  matter  is  at  all  likely  to 
arise.  I  quite  fed  how  embarrassment 
may  arise.  The  Imperial  Parliament 
will  have  machinery  of  its  own,  and  pos- 
sibly officers  of  its  own,  to  ascertain 
those  facts,  but  possibly  not. 

The  first  LORD  of  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W,  E.  Gladstone, 
Edinburgh,  Midlothian)  :  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  should  say,  pro- 
bably not.  We  shall  probably  have  the 
benefit  of  the  assistance  of  the  Irish 
Executive  officers  for  discovering  the 
facts  of  population,  and  so  forth.  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
appreciate  my  at^ument. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  he 
took  it  that  when  they  spoke  of  census 
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at  all  they  meant  the  same  thing — the 
National  census,  which  the  Goverament 
agreed  was  an  Imperial  matter  to  be 
L'ouduoted  by  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
He  would  anggest,  therefore,  that  the 
census  should  be  excluded  from  the 
subjects  within  the  purview  of  ihe  Irish 
Parliament,  or  that  the  (ioTeriimeut 
should  introduce  a  proviso  simply  autho- 
rising the  Irish  Parliament  to  collect 
statistics  for  its  own  purposes  only. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said,  he 
would  suggest  that  the  word  "  decennial  " 
might  he  added  to  the  Amendment.  That 

would  clearly  reserve  to  the  Imperial 
Farltameat  the  taking  of  the  census  for 
Imperial  purposes,  whilst  it  would  not 
prevent  the  Irish  Legislature  from  col- 
lecting statistics  for  its  own  purposes. 
If  the  Chief  Secretary  recognised  the 
force  of  his  contention,  he  would  move 
acconlingly. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Government 
cannot  accept  the  suggestion.  Many 
persons  differ  on  the  question  of  a  de* 
cennial  census,  and  desire  that  the  census 
should  be  quinquennial. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  as  there 
seemed  to  be  no  d^erence  of  opinion  on 
the  main  points — that  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture should  not  legislate  in  regard  to  the 
Imperial  census,  but  might  collect 
statistics  for  their  own  local  purposes- 
it  wbuld  be  strange  if  they  could  not 
arrive  at  a  unanimous  conclusion.  The 
Government  said  the  Irish  Legislature 
should  have  power  to  collect  statistics 
for  its  owu  purposefi.  They  agreed  to 
that.  But  they  wanted  to  secure  that 
there  would  be  no  interference  with  the 
work  of  the  Imperial  Census. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  We  cannot 
agree  to  "  decennial  census,"  be- 
cause the  census  may  become  quin- 
quennial ;  but,  surely,  no  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  propose  that,  for 
the  census  was  a  costly  affair,  aiid  it 
was  unlikely  that  there  would  be  a  de- 
parture from  the  present  10  years  to  a 
period  of  five. 

Mh.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :   But  could 
they    not    introduce    words    to  meet 
the    Chief     Secretary's    own    view  ? 
Mr.  J,  Chantberktin 


He  thought  the  Committee  migh 
do  so  if  the  Govenunent  would 
give  their  assistance  in  the  matter. 
Otherwise  it  would  be  neceswj'to  go 
to  a  Division.  He  would  suggest  that 
the  words  "  Census  of  the  United  Kiug- 
dom  would  produce  harmony  and 
peace. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  did  not 
think  there  was  any  want  of  harmouy 
and  peace.  The  words  suggested  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  added  nothing 
to  the  meaning,  and  were  not  needed  for 
th3  object  ha  had  in  view. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  231  ; 
Noes  264.— (Division  List,  No.  134.) 

Mr.  harry  FOSTER  (Suffolk, 
Lowestoft)  said,  he  wished  to  move  an 
Amendment  which  was  not  on  the 
Paper— namely,  to  add  to  the  excepted 
subjects  the  collection  of 

"Statistics  bearing  upon  subjects  excepted 
from  the  legislative  contiul  of  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature or  upon  the  finandal  relatloiis  between 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland." 

It  would  not  be  necessary  to  talce  up 
much  time  in  recommending  the  Amend- 
ment, as  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  already  admitted  a  large  part  of  the 
argument  he  (Mr.  Foster)  had  to  address 
to  the  Committee.  It  was  admitted  that 
there  would  be  many  subjects  requiring 
statistical  inilrormation,  which  statistical 
information  ought  to  he  collected  by  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  He  had  noticed  in 
the  course  of  these  discuBsions  that  when- 
ever a  suggestion  was  made  to  reserve 
something  to  the  Imperial  Parliaoaent, 
the  suggestion  was  treated  as  if  the 
Irish  Representatives  were  to  be  ex- 
cluded from  that  Parliament ;  but,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  under  the  BUI  the 
Imperial  Parliament  would  retain  as 
large  a  representation  of  Ireland  as  either 
England,  Scotland,  or  Wales.  There- 
fore, in  suggesting  that  certain  subjects 
should  be  reserved  to  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament, hon.  Members  were  by  no  means 
suggesting  that  those  subjects  shonld  be 
withdrawn  from  the  consideration: of  the 
Irish  people.  There  were  a  number  of 
snbjectH  which  the  Irish  Legislature  was 
to  be  restrained  from  legislating  upon, 
mid  as  to  which  it  shonld  be  admitted  hy 
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tbe  GoTernmdnt  that  statistics  ought 
not  to  be  prepared  br  ooe  purty  to  the 
suit,  Bo  to  speak.  Obviously  they  sliould 
be  prepared  "by  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment. Perhttpa  the  mo^t  iinportaot 
statistics  would  be  those  beariug  upon 
tbe  fiuaDciilrelatioQHof  tUe  twocouurries. 
Those  should  be  kept  from  the  Irish 
Legislature,  as  also  should  statistics 
beariug  upou  Customs,  external  trade, 
aud  uavigation,  and  the  other  matters 
excluded  from  the  control  of  the  Irish 
Parliament.  By  Clause  12  of  the  Bill 
it  was  provided  that  tliere  should  be  a 
re-eonsideratioQ  of  tbe  fiuaueial  relations, 
and  for  the  purposes  of  that  re-eousidera- 
tioa  statistics  would  have  to  be  prepared. 
He  did  not  suggest  that  they  should  be 
prepared  by  England  or  Ireland  atone, 
but  by  tbe  Imperial  Parliament  where 
both  Parties  would  be  represented. 
The  objection  th^  right  hon.  Gentieman 
the  Chief  Secretary  had  to  urge  against 
the  last  Amendment  he  could  not  urge 
against  the  present,  because  it  was  not 
an  Irish  matter.  It  was  a  matter  con- 
cerning tbe  relations  between  tbe  two 
countries,  aud  tbe  Committee  would 
observe  that  he  Iiad  expressly  limited 
tbe  form  of  his  Amendment.  Tbe  British 
North  America  Act  had  excepted  from 
the  Prorincial  Legislatures  census  and 
statistics.  He  bad  thought  the  word 
^  statistics  "  too  large  a  one  as  it  would 
be  applied  in  the  present  Bill,  and,  there- 
fore, by  the  form  of  his  Amendment,  he 
reserred  the  Btatiatics  which  should  be 
under  the  control  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment as  bearing  on  matters  on  which  the 
Irish  Parliament  was  not  to  be  allowed 
to  legislate. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  16,  to  insert,  ag  a  new  sub- 
section  : — "  (11)  iitatiatics  bearing  upon  subjects 
excepted  from  the  legislative  control  of  the 
Irish  Leg^slatare.  or  upon  tbe  fiaancial  relationn 
between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland." — {Mr. 
Harry  FoittfrJ) 

Question  propossd,  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  J.  MORL£Y  :  The  hon.  Member 
vho  moves  this  Amendment  hopes  I 
shall  not  urge  against  it  the  same  kind 
of  objection  I  urged  agaiost  the  previous 
Amendment.  I  must  say  I  have  no 
other  objections  to  urge  against  this 


Amendment.  The  hon.  Member  has 
put  forward  no  better  arguments  in  favour 
of  excepting  statistics  than  tbe  hon. 
Member  for  Leeds  did  for  excluding  the 
census.  Tbe  Committee  has  decided  that 
the  census,  which  contains  a  summary  of 
perhaps  the  most  important  of  all  statis- 
tics, should  not  be  excluded  from  tbe 
purview  of  the  Irish  Legislature,  and  I 
cannot  conceive  on  what  possible  ground 
we  could  exclude  other  statistics.  I  have 
no  more  to  say  than  that  the  Government 
must  oppose  tbe  Amendment. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Is  it  proposed 
that  the  Irish  Legislature  should  be 
allowed  to  collect  its  own  statistics,  even 
in  those  matters  that  raay  l>ecome  the 
subject  of  controversy  between  Ireland 
and  tbe  rest  of  tbe  United  Kingdom  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  would  reply  as 
I  did  to  the  last  Amendment.  This  pro- 
posal would  be  deprivative,  and  without 
it  there  would  be  nothing  to  prev«it  the 
Imperial  Parliament  fnnn  obtaining 
statistics. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  do  not 
suppose  the  hon.  Member  who  has  moved 
the  Amendment  would  gain  anything  by 
oontinniog  the  controversy.  The  Com- 
mittee— not  by  a  very  large  majority,  it 
is  true — has  giveu  a  decision  on  a  similar 
proposal,  and  it  would  perhaps  be  well  to 
accept  that. 

Mr.  HARRY  FOSTER  :  In  view  of 
the  advice  tendered  to  me  by  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  I  would  ask  leave  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment.  ["  No, 
no  r "] 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  211  ; 
Noes  248. — (Division  List,  No.  135.) 

It  being  after  Midnight,  the  Chairman 
left  the  Chair  to  make  bis  report  to  the 
House.  Committee  report  Progress  ;  to 
sit  again  To-morrow. 

EARLY  CLOSINO  BILL.— (No.  357.) 
SECOND  READrXG. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) moved  the  Second  Beading  of 
this  Bill,  stating  that  he  was  willing  to 
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refer  it  to  a  Select  Committee,  and  to 
allow  couDsel  to  be  heard  with  regard  to 
it. 

Ms.  P.  M'HUGH  (Leitrim,  N.)  :  I 

object. 

Mr.  J.  BARRY  (Wexford,  S.)  :  I 
appeal  to  my  hoa.  Friend  to  withdraw 
his  objection.  This  is  in  no  sense  a 
Party  Bill. 

Mr.  p.  M*HU6H  :  As  long  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  iu  charge  of  this 
Bill  continues  to  support  the  obstruction 
of  the  Home  Rule  Bill  I  shall  object. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  : 
I  would  appeal  to  mj  hon.  Friend  to 
withdraw  fats  objection,  because  of  the 
great  necessity  there  is  for  this  Bill  in  all 
parts  of  the  country. 

•Sir  F.  POWELL  (Wigan) ;  Mr. 
Speaker,  is  it  in  acoordance  with  the  Rules 
of  the  House  that  when  an  hon.  Member 
rises  to  oppose  a  Bill  he  should  state 
that  he  does  so  because  the  Member 
iu  charge  of  it  is  opposing  another 
measure. 

*Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
may  have  his  motive,  but  he  need  not 
state  it. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Monday 
next. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 

ORDER  (No.  1)  BILL.-(No.  362.) 
Lords  Amendment  agreed  to. 

OVSTER  AND  MUSSEL  FISHERY  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  CONFIRMATION 
BILL  [itfrrfa].— (No.  362.) 

Read  the  third  time,  aud  passed,  with- 
out Amendment. 

ELBCTHIC   POWERS  (PROTECTIVE 

CLAUSES)  (JOINT  COMMITTEE). 
Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have 
leave  to  hear  parties  interested,  by  them- 
selves, their  Counsel,  Agents,  aud  Wit- 
nesses, if  they  think  fit. — {Mr.  For- 
wood.) 

Sir  J,  Lvbboek 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to, — Treasury 
Chest  Fund  Bill,  Commons  Regulation 
Provisioual  Order  [West  Tilbury]  Bill, 
without  Amendment. 

EMPLOYERS*   LIABILITY  [PATMENTS]. 
Resolution  reported ; 

"That  it. is  expedient  to  authorise  the  pay- 
ment, out  of  tnoDeys  to  be  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment, of  compensation  for  iQjnries  to  workmen 
la  the  employment  of  the  Crown  which  may 
become  payable  under  the  provisions  of  any  Act 
of  the  present  Session  relatiiw  to  the  Liamlity 
of  Employers  for  injaries  to  Uieir  workmen." 

Resolution  i^peed  to. 

SALE  OF  GOODS  BILL  [i^z-ii*].— (No.  8.) 

Read  a  second  time,  aud  committed  for 
To-morrow. 

FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES'  ACT  (1875) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.38I.) 
As  amended,  considered ;  read  the 
third  time,  aud  passed. 

SHOP  HOURS  ACT  (1892)  AMENDMENT 
(No.  2)  BILL.— (No.  333.) 
Read  a  Becoud  time,  aud  committed 
for  To-morrow. 

PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS. 
(Standing  Ordeb  applicable  there- 
to COMPLIED  WITH.) 

Mr.  speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  referred  od  the 
First  Reading  thereof,  the  Standing 
Order  which  is  applicable  thereto  has 
been  complied  with,  namely  : — Electric 
Lighting  Provisioual  Order  (No,  7)  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  To-morrow. 

PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS. 
(No  Standing  Orders  applicable.) 

Mr.  speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  i-eferred  on  the 
First  Reading  thereof,  no  Standing 
Orders  are  applicable,  namely  : — Local 
Government  (Irelaud)  Provisional  Order 
(No.  H)  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  To-morrow. 

Hooae  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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<Iuced  this  Bill.  The  necessitj  for  a 
change  in  the  lair,  seeing  the  foal  con- 
dition of  manj  of  oar  rirera,  eepeciatly 
ID  the  North,  was  clearly  ahowu  by  the 
fact  that  the  LancaBhiro  County  Council 
had  gone  to  the  expense  of  obtaining 
their  Private  Act.  The  County  ConuciU* 
Association  had  also  considered  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill  which  was  now  intro- 
duced ;  it  was  approved  by  the  Local 
GrOTerament  Bowd,  and  aB  there  eoold 
be  no  doubt  of  the  urgent  necBBsity  for 
such  a  measure,  he  hoped  their  Lord- 
ships would  unanimously  support  it. 

*LoRD  NORTON  also  expressed  grati- 
tude to  the  noble  Viscount  for  having 
taken  up  the  subject.  The  Warwickshire 
County  Council  was  most  anxious  for  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill.    He  could  speak 
with  considerable   experience  in  these 
matters,  having  had  no  less  than  30 
years  of  litigation  with  the  Municipal  Au- 
thorities of  Birmingham  in  referenoe  to 
the  pollution  of  a  river.    Only  last  week 
the  other  House  threw  out  a  Bill  pro- 
posing to  pollute  the  Avon  from  the  City 
of  Coventry.   Though  the  Ix>cal  Govern- 
ment Act  of  1888  empowered,  County 
Councils  to  enforce  the  Btvers  Pollution 
Act  of   1876,  it  was  found  that  the 
powers  under  the  latter  were  so  restricted 
as  to  render  it  impossible  to  carry  out  the 
object.    It  was  necessary  that  several 
districts   through  which   a  river  ran 
ahould  have  the  power  of  forming  joint 
committees  to  carry  out  anything  like 
effective  proceedings  in  these  matters, 
and  that  the  jurisdictiou  should  be  made 
summary,  with  appeal  to  Quarter  Sessions 
for  proctaeding  under  the  Act  of  1876, 
iustmd  of  as  at  present — ^in  the  County 
Court.    Such  powers  had  been  found  to 
work  welt  under  the  Mersey  and  Irwell 
Private  Act,  and  ought  to  be  extended 
by  a  Public  Act  to  the  whole  of  Eng- 
land ;   and  should  the  Bill  pass,  the 
Warwickshire  County   Council  would 
certainty  at  once  begin  to   act  under 
it,  and  no  doubt  other  County  Councils 
throughout    the    Kingdom    would  be 
equally  glad  to  take  advantage  of  It. 
He  implored  the  noble  Viscount,  there- 
fore, to  press  the  Bill  on  without  delay, 
that  the  meuure  might  be  passed  through 
Parliament  this  Session. 

BiU  read  1* ;  to  be  printed.  (No.  146.) 
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RIVKRS    POLLUTION  PREVENTION 

(No.  2)  BILL  [H.L.]. 
BILL  PBKSKNTBD.     FIBST  REIDING. 

Viscount  CROSS  called  attention  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Rivers  Pollution 
Prevention  Act,  1876;  and  presented  a 
Bill.  He  said  :  My  Lords,  it  is  not  my 
intention  to  take  up  much  of  your  Lord- 
ships^ time  in  referring  to  the  Rivers 
Pollution  Prevention  Act  passed  in 
1876.  Probably  at  that  time  a  stronger 
Act  could  not  have  been  passed,  but 
experience  has  shown  that  there  are  very 
great  difficiUtiee  in  the  working  of  that 
Aet,  and  that  not  nearly  so  much  has 
been  done  under  it  as  ought  to  have  been 
done.  The  County  Council  of  Lanca- 
shire, finding  that  it  was  impossible  to 
work  the  Act  effectively,  last  year  ob- 
tained a  Private  Act  for  the  more  effectual 
prevention  of  the  pollution  of  the  Mersey 
and  Irwell  and  their  tributaries.  Much 
good  has  resulted  from  that  Act,  which 
simplifies  the  procedure,  especially  with 
regard  to  solid  and  liquid  sewage,  and 
preTents  unnecessary  delay  in  giving 
certain  notices,  and  also  enables  time  for 
the  execution  of  works  to  be  granted, 
which  eonld  not  be  done  under  the  Act 
of  1876.  With  regard  to  liquid  and 
manufacturing  pollution,  a  great  improve- 
ment has  been  made  by  the  substitution 
of  a  Court  of  Summary  Jurisdictiou  for 
the  County  Court.  I  think  it  due  to  the 
Lancashire  County  Council  to  say  that 
they  are  deserving  of  all  honour  for 
having  brought  in  this  Private  Act,  and, 
aa  I  am  desirous  that  the  whole  country 
should  have  the  benefit  of  that  Private 
Act,  I  now  beg  to  present  a  Bill  which  is 
drawn  on  precisely  the  same  lines,  but 
with  some  email  alterations,  for  which  ~ 
ask  a  First  Reading. 

Bill  to  make  more  effectual  provision 
Itx  the  prevention  of  the  pollution  of 
rivers  and  streams — Presented  (The 
Viscount  Cboas). 

*LoRD  THRING  said,  that  the  County 
Coondls*  Association  were  very  grateful 
to  the  noble  Viscount  for  having  intro- 

YOL.  Xin.   [fourth  ssrixs.] 
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INDIAN  OITIL  8BRTICE  EXAMINA- 
TIONS. 

Viscount  CROSS  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  whether  the  fol- 
lowing was  a  correct  report  of  the  answer 
given  in  the  House  of  Commons  on 
Tfanrsday  last  bjr  the  Prime  Minister  to 
a  question  as  to  the  Resolution  of  that 
House  on  the  subject  of  Civil  Ser- 
vice ExamioatioDS  in  India: — 

"  The  GoTemtnent  have  determined  that  the 
Beaolutim  of  the  Uouge  should  be  referred  to 
the  GoTernment  of  lodia  without  delay,  and 
that  tliere  thonld  be  a  prompt  and  carefnl  ex- 
amination of  the  subject  by  that  GoTemment, 
who  are  instructed  to  say  in  what  mode,  in  their 
opinion,  and  under  what  condltiODB  and  limita- 
tions the  Resolntion  could  be  carried  into 
effect" 

And  asked,  further,  whether  tbe  terms  of 
this  answer  left  prafect  freedom  to  the 
Grovemment  of  India  to  express  entire 
disa]^roval  at  the  cciurse  of  action 
recommended  hj  that  Resolution,  or 
whether  they  were  intended  to  restrict 
the  Government  of  India  to  giving  an 
opinion  as  to  the  best  way  of  carrying 
such  Resolution  into  effect  ?  He  said  : 
Your  Lordships  may  be  aware  tl»at  this 
matter  was  brought  forward  on  Friday 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and 
that  there  was  a  Resolution  then  proposed 
that  the  Civil  Service  Examinations 
should  take  place  in  India  as  well  as  in 
this  country.  That  is  a  matter  which 
has  not  been  mooted  this  year  for  the 
first  time.  It  is  a  matter  on  which  the 
Government  of  India  have  always  had  a 
very  strong  opinion  against,  and  which 
I  believe  the  ludian  Council  havealways 
strongly  opposed.  The  subject  is  a  most 
important  one,  and  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have,  I  think,  very  wisely 
taken  tbe  same  view  as  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment aud  the  Indian  Council,  and 
as  I  myself  entertained  when  I  was  at 
the  India  Office,  and  they  most  strongly 
oppose  the  Resolution.  Unfortuiutely, 
ue  matter  had  been  brought  forward  on 
a  Friday,  when  the  House  of  Commons 
was  weary  with  the  discussion  of  a  most 
important  Bill,  and  in  a  very  thin  House 
the  Resolution  had  been  pasHed  by  a 
majority  of  eight.  The  Prime  Minister  was 
subsequently  asked  what  coiu'se  of  action 
the  Government  meant  to  take  upon  that 
Resolution,  and,  as  I  am  informed,  tbe 
Prime  Minister  asked  for  time  to  consider 
the  matter,  and  did  answer  the  ques- 
tion u«til  Thursday  last.    He  should 


have  thought  that,  as  the  Government 
had  strongly  opposed  the  Resolution, 
they  would  have  said  that,  as  it  had  been 
passed  in  a  thin  House,  and  after  a  very 
short  discussion,  it  would  be  impossible 
to  treat  the  Resolution  as  the  deliberate 
opinion  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
that  they  would  take  a  further  opportu- 
nity of  asking  the  opinion  of  that 
Assembly  on  another  occasion  before  they 
took  any  action  in  the  matter.  The 
Prime  Minister,  however,  if  he  has  been 
correctly  reported,  gave  the  answer 
which  is  embodied  in  my  question,  and 
the  meaning  of  it  I  confess  I  fail  to  under- 
stand, but  it  would  appear  from  it  that 
the  Government  of  India  would  be 
fettered  in  their  discretion.  My  first 
question  to  the  noble  Earl  is  whether 
that  is  a  correct  report  of  what  the  Prime 
Minister  stated  in  the  House  of  Commons? 
because  if  it  is  correct  I  think  it  is  very 
difficult  to  understand.  I  should  have 
thought  the  Government  would  have  seat 
out  the  strongest  Despatch  possible, 
saying  their  opinion  was  perfectly  un- 
changed in  spite  of  that  Resolution. 
The  ludian  Government  are  instructed  to 
say  not  whether  they  object  to  or  it  not,  or 
whether  they  think  it  will  or  not  do 
great  injury  to  the  Civil  Service  in 
India  if  it  were  carried  out,  but  in  what 
mode  it  should,  in  their  opinion,  be 
carried  into  eflTeet.  The  question  I  wish 
to  ask  is  whether  this  intended  to  leave 
entire  freedom  to  the  Government  of 
India  to  act  in  the  matter,  or  whether 
they  are  simply  restricted  to  giving  an 
opinion  in  carrying  the  Resolution  into 
effect  ?  This  matter  is  of  pressing  im- 
portauce,  because  we  must  read  the 
answer  of  the  Prime  Minister  as  ex- 
pressing the  views  of  the  Government, 
aud,  therefore,  as  embodying  in  short 
terms  the  .Despatch  which  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  will  send  out 
to  India,  It  is  just  as  well  we  should 
know  what  that  Despatch  is  to  contain, 
and  whether  it  is  to  be  expressed  in  such 
clear  and  unmistakable  language  that 
tbe  Government  of  India  may  state  their 
opiuiou  ou  tbe  entire  unwisdom  of  the 
Resolution,  and  not  merely  be  confined  to 
stating  their  views  as  to  tbe  best  way  of 
carrying  it  into  eSect. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  AND  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (The  Earl  of 
Kihberlxy)  :    My    Lmjis,  tbe  ifirst 
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qnestioii  irhioli  is  asked  of  me  I  will 
answer  5t  once.  The  words  quoted  as 
Mr.  Gladstone's  answer  are  correct.  The 
noble  Viscount  seems  to  think  that  the 

GoTemment  should  have  at  once  taken 
steps  to  rescind  the  Regohition.  The 
GoTemment,  however,  did  not  think  that 
was  the  most  satisfactory  method  of 
dealing  with  the  subject.  As  the  noble 
Viscount  is  aware,  it  has  been  a  subject 
of  great  controversy  for  some  time,  and, 
in  view  of  what  has  taken  place  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  it  was  thought  more 
desoBble  that  the  matter  shonld  be  re- 
ferred to  the  GoTemment  of  India  so  that 
it  might  be  considered  in  all  its  bearings. 
It  is  true  that  the  question  was  under  the 
consideration  of  a  Commission  not  very 
long  ago ;  but,  having  regard  to  the 
Resolution  of  the  House  of  Commous, 
the  Govemment  are  of  opinion  that  it 
might  be  well  now  to  re-consider  the 
whole  subject.  It  is  certainly  not  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  fetter  by 
the  words  used  in  this  answer  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Goverament  of  India  in  any 
way.  What  we  desire  is  that  the  Go- 
vernment ot  India  should  not  reply  by  a 
simple  negative,  but  that  they  should 
examine  into  the  whole  subject,  and  see 
by  what  mode  the  Resolution  could  be 
carried  into  effect.  It  will  be  open  to 
the  Government  of  India  to  say  that  they 
think  the  means  suggested  objectionable, 
or  that  they  are  not  able  to  find  any  way 
of  carrying  out  the  Resolution,  or  they 
may  say  that  there  is  a  way  of  doing  it, 
but  that  the  method  proposed  would  be 
most  objectionable.  I  do  not  see  the 
obscurity  to  which  the  noble  Viseount 
refers.  They  are  asked  whether  there  is 
any  mode  of  carrying  it  into  effect,  and 
under  what  conditions  and  limitations 
that  can  be  done  ?  and  it  is  clear  they 
are  at  liberty  to  give  ns  an  auawet 
as  to  what  they  think  best ;  but 
we  do  not  intend  to  indicate  to 
them  that  they  are  merely  to 
re-echo  what  has  taken  place  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  We  want  firom  them 
a  atatanent  of  their  views  upon  the 
question  in  order  that  the  question  may 
be  re-coQBidered,  and  a  final  determina- 
tion come  to  in  the  matter, 

•The  Mabqubbs  of  SALISBURY  :  I 
am  glad  that  my  noble  Friend  has  thought 
it  wise  to  bring  this  matter  before  the 
Home.     As  I  understand  the  noble 


Earl,  the  discretion  of  the  GoTemment 
of  India  is  not  to  be  fettered  in  the 
slightest  degree.  I  differ  from  him,  of 
course,  ou  the  question  of  the  interpreta- 
tion of  the  English  used ;  and  I  am 
bouud  to  say  that  if  that  is  the  Resolu- 
tion of  the  Government,  which  I  am  ex- 
ceedingly glad  to  hear,  the  Prime 
Minister  was  exceedingly  unfortunate  in 
the  choice  of  the  words  he  used,  for  the 
words  he  used  distinctly  implied  that 
though  the  method  of  carrying  the  Reso- 
lution into  effect  was  left  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  India,  the  Goverament  of 
India  were  pressed  and  urged  to  find 
some  mode  by  which  that  Resolution 
could  be  carried  out.  I  wish  to  say  a 
word  upon  the  Constitutional  aspect  of 
the  question.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  a 
growing  practice — a  most  unfortunate  and 
oh jectionablei  practice — that  the  House  of 
Commons,  usually  by  Resolutions  passed 
by  small  Houses  on  a  Friday  night, 
should  undertake  to  guide  the  hand  of 
the  Executive  Government  in  special 
questions,  often  on  questions  which  do 
not  come  under  the  review  of  the  Hoiue 
of  Commons,  and'on  which  the  House  of 
Commons  has  not  the  necessary  informa- 
tion to  enable  it  to  judge.  I  apprehend 
that  the  Constitutional  doctrine  is  this  : 
The  House  of  Commons  has  the  abso- 
lute right  of  selecting  the  group  of 
statesmen  from  whom  an  Executive  is 
chosen  ;  and  it  has  the  absolute  right  of 
dismissing  those  statesmen  from  OflBce 
when  it  ceases  to  trust  than  ;  but  it  has 
not  the  right  to  take  the  management 
and  conduct  of  the  Executive  into  its 
own  hands.  The  ExecutiTe  Govern- 
ment so  selected  has,  according  to  our 
Constitution,  the  right  and  the  duty  of 
discharging  the  offices  of  the  Executive 
and  the  Prerogatives  of  the  Crown,  and 
it  is  not  the  duty  of  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  simply  to  accept  a  Resolution  of 
the  House  of  Commons  on  a  matter  of 
Executive  discretion,  as  though  that  oon- 
eluded  the  question,  and  no  further  dis- 
cussion was  to  be  permitted.  I  think  it 
is  the  more  important  to  consider  this 
matter  carefully,  because  these  decisions 
do  not  give  us  really  the  value  and  the 
strength  which  undoubtedly  attach  to 
any  Resolution  of  the  House  of  Commons 
to  which  the  mind  of  the  whole  Body  is 
directed.  These  Resolutions  are  brought 
forward  usually  by  private  Members  ; 
they  are  passed  oifc^j^  Jj-^©§^toli^ett 
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there  is  a  very  inadequate  attendance  of 
Members.  They  very  often  repreeeut  the 
opinion  of  some  limited  but  intense 
school  of  fanatics.  Every  fanatic  attends ; 
but  the  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  who  are  not  subject  to  delu- 
sions on  the  matter,  and  for  that  reason, 
perhaps,  are  not  the  subjects  of  entbu- 
siasm,  and  very  often  stay  away  or 
take  no  notice  of  the  matter.  The  re- 
sult is,  that  though  we  have  formally  a 
Vote  of  the  House  of  Commons,  we' have 
not  the  matured  decision  of  that  Body. 
When  it  is  nieiely  au  eipression  of 
opinion,  of  course  no  harm  is  done  ;  but 
if  the  Executive  Government  are  going 
to  say  that  in  the  management  of  foreign 
affairs,  of  the  Colonies,  or  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  India,  and  other  matters  re- 
quiring the  very  deepest  knowledge,  and 
involving  information  which  is  not  pre- 
sent to  the  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  or  to  the  public,  a  Kesolution 
of  this  kind  is  to  guide  them  in  their 
Executive  action,  we  shall  fall  into  great 
confusion,  and  great  errors  will  be  com- 
mitted. I  earnestly  press  this  ou  the 
attention  of  the  Government,  though  I 
hope  it  will  not  be  thought  that  I  have 
taken  a  too  exclusively  Governmental 
view  of  the  matter,  or  that  I  am  more 
anxioos  for  the  Government  than  the 
Grovrarument  themselves.  But  I  do  en- 
treat them  to  remember  that  they  are 
the  depositaries  while  in  Office  of  the 
Prerogatives  of  the  Crown,  and  that  it  is 
not  their  business  to  listen  to  anyone 
else  in  the  discharge  of  those  Prerogatives. 
There  is  another  aspect  of  the  matter 
on  which  I  desire  to  say  a  word.  There 
is  a  Body  presided  over  by  my  noble 
Friend  opposite,  which  will  have  to  do 
with  this  matter  iu  which  money  expen- 
diture will  be  involved,  and  whose  con- 
sent is  absolutely  necessary  to  this 
project.  If  they  refuse  that  consent, 
there  is  do  authority  short  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament  which  can  force  that  consent 
from  them.  I  earnestly  hope  that  the 
Council  of  India  in  a  matter  of  such  im- 
portance will  be  true  to  the  trust  which 
Parliament  has  reposed  in  them,  and  that 
they  will  decline  to  revolutionise  the 
Government  of  India  without  being  con- 
vinced in  their  own  minds  that  the  steps 
they  are  taking  are  correct.  For  myself 
I  cannot  imagine  any  project  more  fatal 
to  our  Orientol  Empire  than  that  which 
received  the  sanction  of  the  House  of 

The  Marquess  of  Salisbury 


Commons  on  Friday  night  in  a  small 
HouHG,  It  is  very  doubtful — more  than 
doubtful — whether  we  ought  to  give  to 
that  extent  the  Govemment  of  In^ia 
entirely  to  those  subjects  of  the  Queen 
who  are  bom  in  India  ;  but  it  u  infinitely 
more  pernicious  to  give  it  to  men  who 
are  selected  for  the  purpose  merely  by 
literary  examination.  Literaiy  examina- 
tion has  been  adopted  iu  this  country 
not  because  it  is  a  thing  of  great  value 
iu  itself,  but  because  it  relieves  us  from 
other  aud  more  serious  embarrassments 
and  daugers,  and  we  have  found  it  to 
work  tolerably  well.  But  the  idea  of 
governing  a  country  in  the  condition  iu 
which  India  is,  with  the  populations  of 
which  India  consists,  with  the  state  of 
public  opinion  aud  religious  divisions 
there,  by  men  who  have  no  other  title 
except  success  in  a  literary  exuaination, 
is  one  of  the  wildest  dreams  that  ever 
eutered  into  the  heads  of  the  politicians 
of  Laputa.  I  earnestly  hope  that  in  this — 
which  is  a  matter  of  deep  importance,  of 
very  serious  gravity — the  Govermnent 
will  pursue  their  own  views,  which,  I 
have  no  doubt  are  right,  in  the  matter, 
and  will  not  allow  themselves  to  be  bent 
aside  from  them  by  au  expression  of 
opinion  like  that  contuned  in  the  Keso- 
lution or  by  any  considerations  of  passing 
convenience. 
•The  Earl  of  NOBTHBROOK  said, 
that  doubtless  to  choose  the  principal 
Executive  officers  of  India  by  competi- 
tive examinations  of  a  literary  kind  at 
an  early  age  would,  as  the  noble  Mar- 
quess had  pointed  out,  be  fraught  with 
extreme  danger  to  the  prosperity  of  that 
country.  He  would  add  that  there  was 
no  obstacle  placed  by  legislation  at  the 
present  time  in  the  way  of  natives  of 
India  of  experience  and  ability  knowD  to 
be  qualified  for  the  discharge  of  Execu- 
tive dutiai  beiug  selected  to  fill  appoint- 
ments und^  the  Government  of  India 
or  the  Governments  of  the  Presidencies. 
He  could  not  agree  with  the  course 
which  the  Government  bad  adopted  in 
this  matter ;  aud  he  asked  whether, 
judging  from  previous  utterances  of  the 
Government,  this  most  important  ques- 
tion For  the  Government  of  India  dealt 
with  by  the  Resolution  of  the  House  of 
Commons  was  to  be  considered  an 
open  one  ?  The  other  night  a  discus- 
sion took  place  in  that  House  upon  Is^aa 
afiairs  in  which  the  '^'^^^^^^^^  ^ 
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agreed  with  one  view,  but  that  other 
Members  of  the  Cabinet  took  another. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  What 
I  said  was  that  the  Secretary  for  India 
had  not  been  able  to  persuade  particular 
Members  to  take  a  particular  view. 

The  £ael  of  NORTHBROOK  had 
uodrntood  the  noble  Earl  to  exprms 
inftbility  to  act  in  accordance  with  his 
own  opinions. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY :  In 
common  with  every  one  of  my  Prede- 
cessort*. 

•The  Eabl  of  NORTHBROOK 
would  have  thought,  from  the  noble 
EarPa  position  in  the  Cabinet^  he  would 
have  been-  able  to  obtain  justice  for 
India  where  he  thought  justice  had  not 
been  done.  If  any  ordinary  pains  had 
been  taken  by  the  Whips  of  the  GoTem- 
ment  in  the  House  of  Commons  to  secure 
the  attendance  of  Members  to  voteagainst 
the  Resolution,  it  would  not  have  been 
adopted.  He  had  examined  the 
Division  List,  and  he  asserted  that 
if  only  the  absentees  who  were 
Members  of  the  Government  had 
been  brought  down  to  the  House  the 
Resolution  would  have  been  defeated. 
No  Cabinet  Minister  spoke  against  the 
Motion,  and,  indeed,  there  was  no  serious 
attempt  made  by  the  Government  to 
resist  the  Motion,  except  the  able  speech 
of  the  Under  Secretary.  If  the  result  of 
this  unfortunate  absorption  of  the  whole 
time  of  the  House  of  Commons  by  the 
Home  Rule  Question  was  to  cause 
important  questions  conuected  with  other 
parts  of  the  Empire  to  be  treated  with 
neglect  by  the  Government,  and  to  be 
treated  as  open  questions,  he  feared  that 
some  great  diRaster  would  be  the  result. 

*The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he 
eoald  hardly  add  anything  to  the  very 
irmghty  observations  which  had  benn 
made  by  the  noble  Marquess,  and  he 
agreed  with  every  word  which  had  fallen 
from  his  noble  Friend.  Thi^  question, 
however,  was  not  a  new  one.  It  had 
been  brought  forward  20  years  ago,  when 
he  was  at  the  India  Office,  as  a  nostrum 
adopted  by  a  certain  class  of  persons  in 
the  country.  He  held  that  the  explana- 
tion given  by  the  noble  Marquess  of  the 
causu  which  led  to  the  adoption  of  ad- 
mission by  examination  into  the  Civil 
Service  of  India  was  exactly  true.  It 
wsa  to  avoid  the  evils  of  piUroiiage. 
The  existing  plan  seemed  to  him  to  be 


the  best  they  could  devise,  because  in 
Englishmen,  Irishmen,  and  Scotchmen 
they  had  those  manly  qualities  by  which- 
their  Imperial  power  had  beeu  established, 
and  by  which  alone  it  could  be  main- 
tained. As  regarded  competition  among 
the  natives  of  India,  that  was  a  very 
different  thing  from  competition  among 
Europeans.  He  bad  never  consulted  any 
mac  who  knew  anythiug  about  India 
who  did  not  admit  that  in  a  mere  ques- 
tion of  literary  examination  the  Bengalees 
would  carry  everything  before  them. 
But  the  Baboos,  with  their  literary  accom- 
plishments, were  not  the  men  who  could 

nibly  govern  the  Northern  races  of 
a.  Those  races,  with  their  military 
prowess,  would  not  submit  to  be  ruled  by 
these  Baboos.  He  could  conceive  nothing 
more  fatal  than  the  system  suggested  for 
India.  He  did  not  doubt  for  a  moment 
that  these  were  the  opinions — substan- 
tially the  opinions — of  his  noble  Friend 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  ;  and  he 
thought  that  his  noble  Friend  behind 
him  (Viscount  Cross)  had  done  a  pnblic 
service  in  eliciting  the  answer  which  had 
beeu  given,  because  the  words  as  they 
stood  and  as  they  had  been  used  by  Mr. 
Gladstone,  in  his  reply  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  were  open  to  misconception. 
His  noble  Friend  opposite  would  not 
suspect  that  he  would  wish  to  say  any- 
thing embarrassing  to  the  Government  at 
home,  or  to  the  India  Office.  His  opinion 
always  had  been  that  the  less  they 
interfered  with  the  Department  the 
better.  It  was  very  well  manned,  and 
if  the  various  Bodies  which  had  to 
do  with  the  government  of  India  were 
not  able  to  deal  with  this  question  it 
would  be  a  bad  day  for  the  Empire.  It 
seemed  to  him  to  be  absolutely  impossible 
to  trust  the  government  of  India  to 
natives  who  might  be  first  in  a  Utoury 
competitive  examination,  considering  the 
enormous  powers,  both  judicial  and  execu- 
tive, that  were  wielded  by  Indian  offi- 
cials. He  was  sure  these  were  the 
opinions  of  the  Government  themselves, 
aud  he  could  not  understand  why  they 
did  not  act  upon  them  ;  but  he  was  afraid 
it  was  due  to  the  unfortunate  weakness 
of  their  political  position.  This  was  uo 
Party  question.  There  was  no  Party  in 
this  country  who  wished  to  inteifere 
with  the  government  of  India,  but  there 
Wffi«  sma^  sections  of  men  who  had  par- 
ticular fads  and  nostrums  ;  and  if  they 
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found  the  GoTernmeDtUDwilling  orunable 
to  refuse  them  or  to  make  oppoeition  to 
'any  faction  in  the  House  of  Commons 
there  would  be  a  premium  given  to  tiiese 
constant  interferences  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  India.  He  entreated  his  noble 
fViend  to  resist  th«6  continual  interfer- 
enoes.  Tbwe  would  be  no  end  to  the 
trouble  unless  the  Government  were  firm. 
The  only  practical  oonchision  he  could 
come  to  in  the  matter  was  to  entreat  the 
noble  £arl  in  the  wording  of  bis  Bespatch 
to  make  it  perfectly  clear  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  were  invited  togive  their 
attention  to  the  whole  subject,  to  consider 
it  in  all  its  bearings,  and  to  give  their  full 
opinion  whether  it  was  or  wasnot  possible 
to  pve  the  government  of  that  country 
^>T6r  to  natives  who  would  shine  in 
nothing  except  Ittenu'y  examination. 

THB  IRISH  HAIL  SERYICK. 
QUESTION.  OB8ERTA.TIONS. 

The  Earl  of  ARRAN  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Government  whether  they 
could  state  how  soon  the  cross  Channel 
mails  and  passengers  via  Holyhead  and 
Kingstown  for  the  West  of  Ireland  would 
be  conveyed  through  from  Kingstown  to 
the  Broadatone  Terminus  of  the  Midland 
and  Great  Western  Railway  of  Ireland, 
over  the  loop  line,  instead  of  going,  as  at 
present,  from  Westland  Row  by  vau  and 
car?  He  said,  the  line  had  now  been 
finished  for  some  time  by  which  through 
communication  was  given  to  the  three 
great  Trunk  Lines  of  Ireland.  lu  the  case 
of  the  Northern  and  SouthemLiueH  it  was 
actually  in  operation,  and  passengers 
were  at  once  sent  on  by  the  loop  line. 
But  with  regard  to  the  Broadstone 
Terminusi  although  the  line  had  been 
surveyed,  the  mails  and  passengers  were 
still  turned  out  at  WestUnd  Row,  and 
obliged  to  go  across  Dublin  by  van  or 
car.  There  seemed  to  be  no  reason  for  it, 
and  the  distance  by  the  loop  line  was 
something  under  a  mile.  For  passengers 
to  have  to  turn  oat  at  6  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  especially  in  the  middle  of 
winter,  was  by  no  means  agreeable. 

Loud  PLAYFAIR  :  I  am  unable  to 
answer  as  to  the  passengers  ;  but  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  of  opinion 
that  the  road  service  for  mails  between 
Westland  Row  and  Broadstone  Terminus 
is  more  expeditious  than  a  rail  service 
by  the  loop  Hue  referred,  to  would  be, 

The  Duke  of  Argyll 


and  they  are,  therefore,  taking  no  staps 
in  the  matter. 

OFFICIAL  LIQUIDATORS  (IRELAND) 
BILL.-(No.  43.) 
BILL  WITHDRAWN, 

Lord  ACTON  begged,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  to  withdraw  this 
Bill,  which  had  been  for  some  time  before 

the  House. 

Bill  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

BLECTRIC     LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDBBS  (No.  1)  BILL. 
Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

LONDON  OPEN  SPACES  BILL. 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

NORTH  SEA  FISHERIES  BILL.— (No.  110.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
without  Amendment ;  and  to  be  read  3* 
on  Thursday  next, 

PARLIAMENTARV  DEBATES. 
Message  to  the  House  of  Commons  for 
copy  of  the  Report,  &c.,  of  the  Select 
Committee. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS  (No.  S)  BILL. 
(No.  71.) 

Read  2*  (according  to  order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Friday  uext. 

HOUSING  OF  THB  WORKING  CLASSES 
(EDINBURGH)  PROVISIONAL  ORDER 
BILL.— (No.  125.) 

Read  2*  (according  to  order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Friday  next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNHBNT  (IBBLAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  5)  BILL. 
(No.  127.) 

Read  2"  (according  to  order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Friday  next.. 
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LOCAL    OOVERyHBNT  PB0VI8I0NAL 

ORDER  BILL. 
House   in   Committee   (according  to 
order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
meot  :  Standing  Committee  negatived  ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thnrsdaj  next. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  3)  BILL.— (No,  72.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
meut :  Standing  Committee  negatived  ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday  uext. 

LOCAL    GOVBRNMBNT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order)  :  Amendments  made  :  Standing 
Committee  negatived :  Tbe  Report  of 
Amendments  to  be  received  on  Thursday 
next. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  5)  BILL.— (No.  78.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order)  :  Amendments  made  :  Standing 
Committee  negatived :  The  Report  of 
Amendments  to  be  recetved  on  Thursday 
next. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  9)  BILL. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order)  :  Amendments  made  :  Staining 
Committee  negatived :  The  Report  of 
Amendments  to  be  received  on  Thursday 
next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (HOUSING  OF  WORKING 
CLASSES)  BILL.— (No.  114.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Standing  Conunittee  negatived ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday 
next. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL,— (No.  124.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived ; 
and  Bill  ito  be  read  3*  on  Thursday 
next. 


PIER    AND    HARBOUR  PROTIBIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  4.)  BILL— (No.  129.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order)  :  Amendments  made :  Standing 
Committee  negatived :  The  Report  of 
Amendments  to  be  received  on  Thursday 
next. 

RAILWAY  BATES  AND  CHARGES  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (CBANBROOK  AND 
PADDOCK  WOOD  RAILWAY,  &C.)  BILL. 
(No.  130.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Standing  Conunittee  negatived  ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday 
next. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  6)  BILL  [HX.].— (No.  89.) 
Amendments  reported  (according  to 
order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thurs- 
day next. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  6)  BILL  [h.l.3~(No.  90.) 
Read  3*  (according  to  order),  and 

passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

WEIGHTS    AND   MEASURES  BILL. 
(No.  112.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order) :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 

Committee. 

SEAL  FISHERY  (NORTH  PACIFIC)  BILL 
[H.L.]— (No.  133.) 
Read  3'  (according  to  order),  and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT  (187fi) 

AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commoiu  ;  read  1* ; 
and  to  be  printed.    (Ko.  147.) 

COMIUTTBE  OF  SELECTION  FOB  THE 
STANDING  COMHITTEB. 
Report  from — 

"That  the  Committee  have  added  the 
Viscount  Powersconrt,  The  Lord  Wemyas  (B. 
WemyBs),  The  Lord  Plonket,  The  Lord 
Chaworth  (B.  Meath),  and  The  Lord  Hont- 
ewle  of  BEiuidon  to  the  Committee  ftw  tbe  om- 
Bitkration  of  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqaort 
(Ireland)  Bill  [H.L.]" 

Read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

House  adjooTDed  at  tweu'^*flve  minutes 
past  Six  o'clock,  to  niandiv  next, 
aqnarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 
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HOUSB    OF  COMMONS, 
TwMday^  18th  June  289S, 


CONTROVERTED  ELECTIONS 
(PONTBFEACT). 

*Mr.  speaker  informed  the  House, 
That  he  had  received  from  the  Judges 
appointed  to  try  tlie  Several  Election 
Petitions,  the  following  Certificate  and 
Report  relating  to  the  Election  for  the 
Borough  of  Pontefract : — 
The  Cormpt  Practices  Prevention  Acts,  18i>4  to 
1883. 

To  the  Right  Honorable  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Commons, 

We,  the  undersigned  Judges  of  the  High 
Ctntrt  of  Justice  and  two  of  the  Judges  for  the 
time  being  for  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions  in 
England,  do  herel^,  in  pursuance  of  the  said 
Acts,  certify  that  npon  the  6th,  7tb.  8th,  and 
9th  days  of  June  1893,  at  the  West  Riding 
Court  House  In  the  borough  of  Pontefract,  in 
the  West  Biding  of  the  county  of  York,  we  duly 
held  a  Court  for  the  trial  of  and  did  try  the 
Election  Petition  for  the  Iwrough  of  Pontefract, 
in  the  West  Riding  of  the  county  of  York, 
between  John  Shaw,  Petitioner,  and  Harokl 
Junes  Reckitt,  Respondent. 

And,  in  further  pursuance  of  the  said  Acta, 
we  report  that  at  the  conclusion  of  the  said 
trial  we  determined  that  the  sai^l  Harold  James 
Reckitt,  being  the  Member  whose  Election  and 
Retom  were  ctHnplaineditf  in  the  said  Petition, 
was  not  doly  elected  and  returned  for  the  said 
borough. 

And  we  do  hereby  certify  in  writing  such  oor 
determination  to  you. 

And,  whereas  chai^i;eH  were  made  of  corrupt 
and  illegal  practices  having  been  committed  at 
the  said  Election,  we,  in  further  pursuance  of 
the  laid  Acts,  report  as  follows  — 
(a.)  That  no  corrupt  or  illegal  practice  was 
roved  to  have  been  committed  by  or  with  the 
nowledge  or  consent  of  any  caodidate  at  such 
Election. 

(b.)  That  the  following  persons  were  proveil 
at  the  said  trial  to  have  been  guilty  of  the  cor- 
rupt practice  of  bribery : — 

Person       whom  the 
FerHB  bribed.        said  voter  was  bribed. 

A  voter  named  Samuel   Benjamin   Draper  (a 
WhittingtonCaMottl-      Pottery  Packer),  of 
der),  of  46,  Orchard  Ferrybridge. 
Street,  Hasborough. 

(c)  That  there  te  no  reason,  upon  the  evi- 
denoe  before  ui,  to  believe  that  oorrupt  prac- 
tioBB  have  extensively  prevailed  at  the  Bl^on 
for  the  borough  of  Pontefract  to  which  the  said 
Petition  relates. 

We  have  given  Certificates  of  Indemnity  to 
said  Samoei  Whittington  and  to  the  said  Ben- 
jamin Draper. 

Dated  this  12th  day  of        H.  Hawkins. 
Jane  1893.  Lrwib  Cave. 


NEW  WRIT. 

For  Swansea  District  of  Boroughs,  r. 
Sir  Henry  Hussej  Vivian,  haronet,  now 
Lord  Swansea,  called  up  to  the  House 
of  Peers. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to, — Pier  and 
Harbour  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1 ) 
Bill ;  Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  2)  Bill,  without  Amend- 
ment ;  Burgh  Police  (Scotland)  Act 
(1892)  Amendment  Bill. 

QUES  TIONS, 

ADMIRALTY  TENDERS. 

Mb.  TANKERVILLE  CHAMBER- 
LAYNE  (Southampton) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
he  iH  aware  that  no  Southampton  builders 
knew  that  tender8  were  invited  for  the 
new  Customs  launch  now  building  at 
Dartmouth,  although  one  firm  applied 
for  iuforraattou  to  the  collector ;  will  he 
state  how  the  fact  that  tenders  were  in- 
vited was  published ;  and  with  respect 
to  this  particular  launch,  will  he  state 
what  otner  firms  tendered  for  its  con- 
atruction  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  .J.  T.  HiBBEftT,  Oldham)  : 
The  statement  in  the  first  paragraph  is 
iuaccurate.  Twelve  firms  were  invited 
to  tender,  aud  one  of  them  was  a  South- 
ampton firm.  It  wonld  be  unusual  to 
give  the  names  of  unsuccessful  tenderers. 
The  tenders  were  invited  by  letter  to 
firms  recommended  by  the  Admiralty. 

THE  RAILWAY  RATES  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  fact  that  the  Evidence  given  before 
many  Committees,  such  as  that  now  con- 
sidering the  question  of  Railway  Rates, 
is  not  printed  aud  circulated  until  some 
days  later,  and  generally  only  on  the 
momiug  of  the  next  sitting  of  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and  whether  he  can  make 
arrangements  that  such  Evidence  shall 
be  printed  and  circulated  next  morning, 
as  is  the  case  with  the  Evidence  given 
before  Committees  on  Railway  Bills  and 
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•  Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  As  a  genera! 
nile,  the  Evidence  takcu  before  Select 
Committees  is  uot  circulated  the  next 
moruiog,  but  l)efore  the  next  meetiug  of 
the  Committee  simplj.  The  printers  are 
not  ordinarily  paid  for  night-work,  which 
would  be  required  if  the  Evidence  had  to 
be  circulated  the  next  morning.  If  such 
rapidity  in  circulating  Evidence  ii  found 
necessary  it  is  for  the  Cbairmao  of  the 
particular  Committee  to  give  the  order. 

•Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Kushclifie)  :  Is  uot  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  there  have  been 
sevemi  cases  during  this  Session  in  which 
the  delay  has  been  a  serious  Incon- 
venience ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  am  sure  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  will  do 
evervthiug  in  his  power  to  forward  the 
circulation  of  the  Evidence. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  EXAMINATIONS. 

Mr.  CRILLY  (Mayo,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  in  recent  Civil  Ser- 
vice Examinations  University  tutors  hare 
been  selected  to  set  the  papers  and  assign 
the  marks  in  subjects  which  they  have 
been  teaching  certain  candidates  for  the 
said  open  competition,  and  that  in  the 
last  examiuatioii  for  the  Home  Civil  Ser- 
vice, Class  I.,  several  questions  are  prac- 
tically identical  with  those  set  at  Oxford 
daring  the  previous  term  ;  and  whether 
the  Civil  Service  Commissioners  have 
discontinued  their  previous  practice  of 
printing  the  namra  of  the  examiners  on 
their  papers  ;  and,  if  so,  why  ? 

Sib  J.  T.  HIBBERT :  Examiners 
are  invited  to  assist  the  Civil  Service 
Commissioners  on  the  uoderstaading  that 
they  do  uot  prepare  pupils  for  the  Ex- 
aminations in  which  they  are  asked  to 
take  part.  The  Civil  Service  Commis- 
eioners  bare  no  information  on  the  point 
raised  with  regard  to  the  hist  Class  L 
Examination ;  but  it  is  obviousithat,  in  an 
Examination  which  practically  covers 
the  same  ground  as  the  ordinary  curri- 
culum for  higher  education  in  this 
country,  questions  of  a  similar  character 
may  sometimes  be  set.  The  Civil  Ser- 
vice Commissioners  will,  however,  be 
prepared  to  investigate  the  facts,  if  the 
evidence  on  which  the  question  appears 
to  be  based  is  brought  before  them.  It 
is  not  the  practice,  nor  is  it  thought  de- 


sirable, to  print  the  names  of  the  exa- 
miners for  the  Home  Civil  Serrice  on 

the  papers. 

UNSTAMPED  AND  INSUFFICIENTLY. 
PAID  LETTEBB. 
Mr.  T.  fry  (Darlington)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  if  he  can 
arrange  for  letters,  which  have  been  un- 
stamped or  insufficiently  paid,  to  be 
charged  only  the  ordinary  fee  instead  of 
double,  which  fine  now  falls  on  the 
innocent  persons  who  receive  them  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoBLEY,  Nottingham,  £.) : 
All  Post  Offices  in  the  world  recog- 
nise the  importance  of  secoring  the  full 
prepayment  of  letters,  aud  it  is  found  to 
be  the  fairest  and  most  effective  way  of 
discouraging  insufficient  prepayment  to 
charge  double  the  deficiency  on  delivery. 
The  practice  of  charging  a  fixed  fine,  in 
addition  to  the  actual  deficiency,  was 
tried  for  many  years  by  certain  Adminis- 
trations ;  but  within  the  last  year  or  two 
that  practice  has  been  finally  abandoned, 
and  the  practice  of  doubling  the  deficiency 
is  now  nuiformly  adopted.  The  collec- 
tion of  the  charge  on  delivery  imposes 
additional  labour  on  the  postman,  and 
delays  the  delivery  of  the  letters  which 
he  carries,  and  I  cannot  hold  out  any 
prospect  of  a  change  in  the  direction  in- 
dicated in  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

BALLACHULISH  PIER. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  :  I 
beg  to  bsIe  the  President  <A  t^e  Board  of 
Trade  if  he  is  aware  that  a  fence  has  been 
erected  at  Ballachulish  Pier  for  the  pur- 
poses of  exclnding  the  coaches  of  alt  but 
oue  coach  owner  ;  whether  the  terms  upon 
which  the  erection  of  the  pier  upon  the 
foreshore  was  granted  justifies  a  proceed- 
ing which  reduces  the  general  accommo- 
dation of  the  public  ;  if  he  will  order  the 
removal  of  the  fence  in  question  ;  and 
whether  a  charge  of  3d.  upon  every 
passenger  landing  on  Uie  Ballachiilish 
Pier  is  legal  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightstde)  :  I  am  making  inquiries  on 
the  subject  of  the  fence  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  with  the  object  of  ascer- 
taining the  views  of  both  parties  to  the 
dispute  which  has  ariB6n.^^here  appears 
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to  be  no  statutory  authority  for  the 
erection  of  the  ,pier  at  Baltachulish,  or 
for  the  imposition  of  dues  for  the  use  of  it. 

OOBAN  PENNY  P08TAGR. 

Mr,  HENNIKER  HEATON 
(Canterbury)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master Geueral  wliether  he  eau  state  the 
estimated  auuual  addition  to  postal  ex- 
penditure which  would  result  from  the 
institution  for  letters  to  the  Colouies  of 
Ocean  Penny  Postage,  that  is,  the  system 
under  which  a  letter  addressed  to  a 
British  Colouy  or  Dopeudeucy,  and  bear- 
ing Id., stamp,  would  be  conveyed  by 
water  til  the  way  from  this  country  to  the 
colony  of  destination ;  and  whether,  iu 
case  of  the  inability  of  the  Department  to 
furnish  such  information,  he  will  accept 
the  estimates  of  experts  on  the  question, 
so  as  to  give  the  House  of  Commons  au 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  policy  of 
Ocean  Penny  Postage  ? 

Mr.  a,  MORLEY  :  I  fear  it  is  not 
possible  to  give  figures  which  would  show 
the  effect  on  postal  expenditure  of  the 
proposed  change.  In  the  cose  of  the 
mails  to  Australia,  for  instance,  it  is  im- 
posaibte  to  say  what  proportion  of  the 
mails  which  now  go  overland  would  be 
diverted  to  the  all  sea  route,  and  iu  other 
cases  there  would  be  similar  difficulties. 
I  do  not  know  who  are  the  experts  indi- 
cated in  the  question  ;  but  if  the  hon. 
Member  refers  to  himself,  I  fear  I  cannot 
undertake  to  accept  bis  figure  as  con- 
clusive upon  results  which  depend  upon 
unknown  quantities.  I  would  remind  the 
boD.  Member  that  the  question  of  Penny 
Postage  to  India  and  the  Colonies,  in- 
cluding the  question  of  "  Ocean  Fenny 
Postage"  was  fully  discussed  in  the 
House  on  the  28th  April  last. 

COLONIAL  IMPORT  DUTIES. 
Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  in  view  of  the  facts  that 
the  products  of  British  Colonies  are 
taxed  at  the  maximum  tariff  on  entering 
France,  while  British  home  products  are 
admitted  to  France  at  a  lower  rate  thui 
British  Colonial  products,  and  that  the 
British  Colonies  admit  the  products  of 
France  at  the  same  tariff  as  regulates 
the  admission  of  French  Colonial  pro- 
ducts to  such  Colonies,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  use  its  good 
offices  to  procure  an  assimilation  of  the 
Mr.  Mundella 


tariff  now  charged  in  France  on  British 
Colonial  products  to  the  tariff  levied  in 
that  country  on  British  home  products  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grev,  Northumberiand,B>erwidc): 
Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  answer 
this  question.  The  statement  of  facts 
in  the  qucstiou  is  correct  ;  but  if 
British  Colonies  do  not  differentiate  be- 
tween France  and  French  Colonies,  it  is 
doubtless  because  these  tatter  are  both 
Protectionist  countries.  The  United 
Kingdom,  on  the  other  hand,  is  a  Free 
Trade  country,  and  her  Colonies  are 
Protectionist,  and  France  differentiates 
in  oonseqnence  between  them.  There 
is,  therefore,  no  ground  at  present  for 
making  representations  to  the  French 
Government. 

H.M.8.  "  HOOD." 
Mr.  HANBURY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether  the 
fore  compartments  of  the  Hood,  which 
is  leaving  at  once  for  the  Mediterranean, 
were  last  week  discovered  to  be  full  of 
water  and  the  vessel  still  leaking ;  whe- 
ther this  defect,  which  might  have 
proved  very  serious  if  it  had  remained 
undiscovered  until  the  vessel  had  pro- 
ceeded to  sea,  was  due  to  the  fact  that 
rivets,  which  should  have  been  driven 
right  through  the  plates  and  fastened  on 
the  other  side,  had  been  driven  only 
partly  home  and  the  hole  on  the  other 
side  filled  by  an  imitation  of  the  rivet 
head  ;  whether  it  is  always  known  and 
recorded  what  workmen  are  engaged  on 
particular  parts  of  a  vessel ;  and  whether 
adequate  punishment  is  legally  provided 
for  such  bad  and  dangerous  workman- 
ship ? 

•The  SECRETARY  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shlttle- 
woRTH,  Lancashire,  Clitheroe) :  This 
question  is  founded  upou  uew»paper  state- 
ments which  have  hazarded  an  entirely 
erroneous  interpretation  of  the  accident 
that  caused  a  slight  leak  in  H.M.S. 
Hood.  The  facts  of  the  case  are  as 
follows  : — In  docking  the  ship  for  coat- 
ing her  bottom,  she  bore  rather  heavily 
upon  one  of  the  blocks  in  the  dock,  and 
started  oua  of  the  rivets  in  the  foranost 
keel-plate.  Owing  to  the  slight  leak 
which  was  thus  caused,  although  it  was 
not  a  serions  matter,  the  vessel  was  re- 
docked,  and  the  nvet  replaced.   It  ia 
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entirely  untrue  that  the  rivet  was  im- 
IHvperlj  formed,  driven,  and  laid  up ; 
DOT  was  it  an  imitation  rivet.  Indeed, 
DO  defective  work  has  heen  diseovered 
in  the  ship,  and  the  Admiraltj  have  had 
remarkable  evidence,  within  the  last  few 
months,  of  the  excellence  of  the  rivet- 
ing work  done  in  Chatham  Dockyard. 
With  respect  to  the  last  two  paragraphs 
of  the  question,  if  any  serious  defects 
were  discovered  in  a  ship,  the  workmen 
responsible  for  it  could  be  identified,  and 
would  certainly  suffer  for  it. 

BAILWAY  COMMUNICATION  BETWEEN 
TBHBRAN  AND  THE  CASPIAN. 

Sm  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  what  is  the  latest 
ioformation  that  can  properly  be  given 
as  to  the  construction  of  a  railway  from 
Teheran  to  the  Caspian  by  a  Russian 
contractor  ;  whether  the  security  for  tliis 
nndertaking  is  the  ooneession  from  the 
Shah  of  certain  tolls  and  dues  receivable 
heretofore  by  Persian  Authorities ;  and 
whether  these  would,  after  the  com- 
mencement or  completion  of  the  under- 
taking, be  levied  by  Russian  authority, 
Grovemmental  or  private  ? 

Sis  E.  GREY :  We  have  no  reaaoo 
to  think  that  there  is  any  intention  of 
constructing  a  railway  from  Teheran  to 
the  Caspian. 

THE  SEAL  FISUEBr   IN  THE  NORTH 

PACIFIC. 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary oi  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether, 
before  introdnciug  into  Parliament  the 
Seal  Fishery  (North  Pacific)  Bill  for  the 
prohibition  of  sealing  by  British  subjects 
in  the  North  Pacific'  Ocean,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  asked  for  and 
obtained  the  consent  thereto  of  the 
Canadian  Government ;  and  whether, 
inasmuch  as  the  BUI  applies  to  all  the 
Pacific  waters  north  of  the  ^ud  parallel 
of  latitude,  it  is  intended  that  the  prohi- 
bition of  sealing  shall  extcud  to  the  bays, 
creeks,  and  coasts  in  general  of  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  on  the  Pacific 
side  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  assured  themselves 
beforehand  of  the  assent  of  the  Canadian 
Government  to  the  arrangements  cou|- 


templated  under  the  Seal  Fishery  (North 
Pacific)  Act,  1893.  ^The  Act  will  be 
for  the  purpose  of  putting  into  force  the 
Agreement  with  the  Russian  Govern-, 
ment,  which  has  recently  been  laid  before 
Parliament ;  and  when  the  Bill  has 
passed  into  law,  its  provisions  will  be 
carried  out  by  Order  in  Council  ;  but  it 
is  not  intended  to  apply  tliem  to  the 
Canadian  coasts  on  th,e  Pacific  without 
the  assent  of  the  Canadian  Government. 

KE-DinECTED  PAI'EBS. 

Mh.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  he  will  make  arrangements  so 
that  papers  may  be  re-directed  in  the 
same  way  that  letters  are  now  re-directed, 
and  under  the  same  Regulations  ? 

Mk.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  present 
Rules  as  to  re-ilirectiou  were  framed  by 
the  late  Government,  who,  after  full  con- 
sideration, decided  to  allow  the  free  re- 
direction of  letters,  but  to  maintain  the 
charge  on  newspapers,  circulars,  and  other 
postal  packets.  I  am  not  prepared  to  recom- 
mend a  departure  from  that  decision. 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.) : 
Will  the  right  faon.  Gentleman  not  con- 
sider the  propriety  of  allowing  Members 
of  this  House  to  continue  to  enjoy  the 
privileges  in  this  respect  that  they  have 
hitherto  enjoyed  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  That  was  con- 
sidered, and  it  was  decided  that  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  should  be  put  on  the 
same  level  in  this  respect  as  other 
classes  of  Her  Majesty^s  sabjects.  ' 

SECONDARY  EDUCATION  IN 
SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  maxwell  (Dnmfries-shire) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
whether  he  intends  to  make  any  altera- 
tion in  the  Minute  relating  to  Secondary 
Education  dated  Ist  May,  1893,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  Resolution  carried  in  the 
House  of  Lords  on  the  8th  instant  ;  and 
whether  he  proposes  to  allocate  lump 
sums,  varying  from  £120  to  £200,  to  all 
the  counties  before  the  distribution  of 
the  grant  according  to  population  ? 

Thk  SECRETARY  roK  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Tkevkltan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgetou) :  The  position  of  the  question 
is  this  :  When  the  Minute  of  May  1 
was  before  the  House  of  Commons  it 
was  moved  that  an  humble  Address  be 
presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her 
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to  withhold  Her  Assent  from  the  Minute. 
The  MotioD  was  rejected  by  a  majority 
of  103  votes.  Sulwequently,  a  similar 
Motion  was  moved  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  was  passed  by  59  votes.  I  cannot 
make  any  statement  on  the  subject  until 
the  Queen  has  sent  Her  Reply  to  the 
Address  of  the  House  of  Lords. 

RAILWAY  ACCOMMODATION  IN  COUNTY 
GALWAY. 

Mr.  ROCHE  (Gaiway,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  he  la  aware  of  the  Memorial  of 
the  clergy,  gentry,  traders,  and  farmers 
of  Kilconnell  and  surronnding  districts, 
presented  to  the  Directors  of  the  Midland 
Great  Western  Railway  of  Ireland  in 
February  last,  requesting  them  to  erect  a 
station  at  Carromana,  County  Gaiway, 
which  the  Directors  have  refused,  on  the 
ground  that  their  Manager  believed  the 
additional  traffic  would  not  warrant  the 
outlay  ;  is  he  aware  that  the  memorial- 
ists intimated  their  assurance  that  the 
additional  traffic  would  pay,  and  offered 
to  indemnify  the  Railway  Company 
against  loss  by  giving  a  baronial  gua- 
rantee ;  and  whether,  considering  that 
there  are  seven  fairs  held  every  year  in 
Kilconnell,  and  that  the  convenience  and 
accommodatioti  of  the  people  require 
a  station  there,  he  will  communicate  with 
the  Directors  with  the  view  of  having  a 
station  erected  at  Carromana  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  commu- 
nicated with  the  Railway  Company  on 
the  subject  of  the  hon.  Member's  ques- 
tion, and  the  Directors  are  of  opinion  that 
the  traffic  which  would  result  from  the 
opening  of  such  a  station  would  not 
repay  them  for  the  outlay.  It  ap(>ear8 
from  the  statemeut  of  the  company  that 
the  number  of  inbahitants  of  Kilconnell, 
the  largest  towu  in  the  district,  was, 
according  to  the  last  Census,  only  131, 
and  that  the  surrounding  country  is 
sparsely  populated.  The  secretary  to 
the  company  addtt — 

"  Should  the  parties  intereHted  be  prppare<l 
to  pay  the  necessary  tnitlay  for  statiuii,  signalB, 
ttc.,  the  Directors  would  be  prepared  to  re -con- 
sider the  matter." 

MOBTON  NATIONAL  SCHOOL,  BINOLBY. 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  T  beg  to 
ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 
of  CouQcil  on  Education  whether  the 
Education  Department  have  discovered 
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that  the  accounta  of  the  Morton  National 
School,  Bingley,  have  been  made 
delusive  by  crediting  to  the  school  fund 
8ub8(»iptioos  which  bad  no  existence; 
whether  these  so-called  subscriptions 
were  in  some  cases  credited  with  the 
consent  of  the  alleged  subscribers  ;  and, 
if  the  facts  are  as  stated,  what  steps  the 
Department  intends  to  take  with  regard 
to  those  who  were  parties  to  the  trans- 
action ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  or  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  The  late  Vibar  of  Morton, 
who  died  by  his  own  hand  under  very 
painful  circumstances  in  September  last, 
made  a  public  statement  a  short-  time 
before  to  the  effect  that  he  had  for  some 
years  past  falsified  the  school  accounta 
in  the  manner  described.  He  also  stated 
that  this  had  been  done  in  some  oases 
with  the  consent  of  the  persons  to  whom 
the  fictitious  subscriptious  were  credited, 
mentioning  in  particular  the  name  of  one 
person  who  is  now  acting  as  Corre- 
spondent of  the  school.  The  Department 
have  held  a  very  careful  inquiry  on  the 
spot,  in  which  the  Trustees  the  school 
have  given  every  assistance.  The 
fictitious  subscriptions  are  to  be  made 
good,  aud  a  fresh  balance-sheet  with 
bona  fide  vouchers  for  all  the  income  and 
expenditure  to  be  made  out  for  the 
current  year.  The  Department  have 
also  called  on  the  gentleman  implicated 
by  the  late  Vicar  to  offer  any  explanation 
as  to  his  part  in  the  matter.  Failing  a 
satisfactory  explanation,  they  will  decline 
to  recognise  the  school  while  he  remains 
a  Manager  or  Correspondent. 

Mr.  PICTON  :  Was  any  frandolent 
or  criminal  intent  alleged  ? 

*Mk.  acland  :  The  falsification  was 
admitted.  As  to  the  legal  aspect  of  the 
case,  I  can  offer  no  opinion. 

THE  GOVBRNHENT  VICTUALLINa 
YARD,  DEPTFORD. 

Mk.  KEIR  HARDIE  (West  Ham, 
S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  whether  a  section  of  the 
workmen  at  the  Government  VictnaUing 
Yard,  Deptford,  petitioned  the  anthoritiea 
some  six  weeks  ago  asking  that  wages 
should  be  paid  for  the  four  statntory 
holidays  —  namely,  Coronation  Day, 
QueenV  Birthday,  Good  Friday,  and 
Christmas  Day  ;  whether  some  of  those 
who  signed  the  Petition  were  censured. 
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while  others  had  their  mges  reduced, 
aod  three,  including  Edvud  Pluck,  who 
i^terwards  committed  suicide,  were  dis- 
missed as  a  puuishmeut  for  baviug 
sigued  the  Petitiou  ;  aud  whether  this 
action  has  been  taken  with  the  sanction 
of  the  Government  ? 

The  civil  LORD  op  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Dundee)  : 
The  answer  to  the  fir»t  paragraph  of  the 
hon.  Member^B  question  is  in  the  affirma- 
tive. The  15  men  who  signed  the  Peti- 
tion were  not  engaged  by  the  Admiralty, 
but  were  the  servants  of  the  contractor 
who  has  the  contract  for  the  repairs  and 
miUntenance  works  at  Deptford.  They 
petitioned  to  be  placed  on  the  same  foot- 
ing as  men  in  the  direct  employment  of 
the  Admiralty.  As  to  the  second  para- 
graph, I  have  ascertained,  on  inquiry, 
that  three  of  the  men  who  sigued  the 
Petition,  including  Edward  Pluck,  were 
withdrawn  by  the  contractor  from  the 
works  at  Deptford.  I  have  no  official 
information  as  to  any  other  dealings  of 
the  contractor  with  bis  workmen,  and  the 
Admiralty  has  uo  power  over  them,  and 
no  responsibility  for  them. 

•Mb.  KEIR  HARDIE  :  In  conse- 
qnence  of  the  answer  I  have  received,  I 
^g  to  gi^o  notice  of  my  intention  at  the 
close  of  the  questions  to  ask  leave  to 
move  the  Adjournment  of  the  House. 

THB  8UICIPE  OF  EDWABD  PLUCK. 

Mb.  KEIR  HARDIE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  an  in- 
quest held  at  Deptford  on  Ist 
June,  on  the  body  of  Edward 
Pluck,  aged  65,  who  had  com- 
mitted suicide,  in  which  the  jury  fouud 
that  deceased  committed  suicide  while 
labouring  under  meotal  derangement 
through  having  been  turned  out  of  his 
employment  in  the  Government  Victual- 
ling; Yard  at  Deptford,  in  consequence  of 
a  clause  in  a  Guvernmeut  contract  pro- 
hibiting contractors  from  emplovitig 
workmen  over  65  years  of  ago  ;  nnd 
whether  there  is  such  a  clause  inserted 
in  any  contract  at  the  Victualling  Yard  ? 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  My  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  this  matter  by  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member.  No  such 
clause  is  inserted  in  any  contract  at  the 
Deptford  Victualling  Yard. 
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MOONLIGHTING  IN  COUNTY  LEITRIM. 

Mb.  DANE  (Fermanagh,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  is  he  aware  that 
a  notice,  sigued  "  Captain  Moonlight," 
was  posted  close  to  the  Aughawillan 
Roman  Catholic  Cbapet,  County  Leitrim, 
upon  Sunday,  the  28tb  May,  stating  that 
any  person  working,  or  shopkeeper  sup- 
plying, James  Houston  or  Richard 
Rutledge  may  have  their  coffins  with 
them  ;  whether  the  persons  referred  to 
in  such  uotice  are  farmers  residing  in  the 
locality,  who  recently  were  alleged  to 
have  asButed  with  the  necessaries  of  life 
a  man  named  Davis,  who  has  been  boy- 
cotted for  taking  lauds  which  had  been 
evicted  for  non-payment  of  rent ;  have 
the  police  any  information  respecting 
the  posting  of  such  notice ;  and  have 
Messrs.  Houston  aud  Rutledge  been 
afforded  protection  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlet,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne) :  It  is  a  fact  that 
notices  to  the  effect  stated  were  posted 
in  this  locality,  but  it  is  not  correct  to 
say  that  Davis  was  boycotted,  nor  have 
the  notices  affected  in  any  way  either 
of  the  other  two  persons  named  in  tlie 
question.  The  police  will,  of  course, 
afford  any  protection  that  may  be  con- 
sidered necessary. 

WORKMEN'S  PAY  IN  GOVERNMENT 
DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  :  I  beg  to  ask 

the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
the  changes  in  the  rates  of  pay  of  work- 
men under  the  Admiralty  and  the  War 
Office,  as  agreed  on  by  these  Depart- 
ments, include  Trade  L'uion  rates  of 
wages  forartizans,  aud  a  minimum  of  6d. 
per  hour  for  labourers  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Woodall, 
Hanley)  :  The  minimum  rate  of  wages 
under  tlio  Admiralty  and  War  Office  to 
be  paid  under  the  new  Regulations  must 
depend,  as  was  explained  yesterday, 
upon  local  and  special  circumstances. 
As  regards  arttzans  in  Government  em- 
ploy, no  difficulty  is  experienced  in 
agreeing  upon  fair  rates  of  remuneration. 

SCOTCH  FISHERY  DISTRICTS. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Abeideen- 
shire,  W.) :  I  beg  to  a8k~.the  Secretary 
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for  Sd6tlAud  whether  the  purely  agricul- 
tural ports  of  Aberdeenshire  will  be 
included  in  the  Fishery  District  of  the 
county  as  defined  in  the  Sea  Fisheries 
Regulation  (Scotland)  Bill  ;  and  whether, 
to  allay  apprehension,  he  will  fix  the 
maximum  of  the  Kpeciul  assessment 
authorised  in  Clause  6,  Sub-section  3,  at 
less  than  3d.  iu  the  £1  ? 

Sir  a.  TRKVELYAN  :  As  the  Bill 

stands,  the  whole  of  a  seaboard  county 
falls  to  be  iucluded  in  one  of  the  Fiahery 
Districts  to  be  constituted  under  the 
Bill,  and  any  other  propoeal  would  seem 
hardly  practicable.  Although  there  is 
provision  for  a  special  assessment  of  3d. 
in  the  £l,  it  will  seldom  or  never  be 
required,  in  view  of  the  reasonable 
expectation  that  the  mussel-beds  must 
in  a  short  time  be  more  than  self- 
supporting.  A  3d.  rate  over  the  whole 
of  the  seaboard  counties  would  produce 
above  £200,000 ;  and  obviously  that 
amount,  or  anythiug  like  that  amount, 
would  never  be  levied.  But  there  may 
be  some  small  county  which  might  be 
desiron[«  to  raise  a  large  sum  in  order  to 
acquire  or  make  and  cultivate  valuable 
and  extensive  beds  which  were  sure  to 
be  remunerative.  It  will,  however,  be 
for  the  Committee  to  consider  the  maxi- 
mum of  the  rate. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  :  When  we 
get  into  Committee  on  the  Bill  will  the 
right  bou.  Gentleman  give  us  a  clear 
definition  of  the  words  "  Fishery  Dis- 
tricts "  ?  At  present  the  meaning  is 
somewhat  obscure. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  The  defini- 
tion of  that  part  of  the  country  which 
will  be  made  liable  to  be  included  in  a 
Fishery  District  will  be  made  quite  clear. 

THE  QUEEN'S  PIPE. 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) :  1  beg  to  ask  tlie  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  he  is  aware  that 
on  the  6th  instant  the  collector  and  two 
officers  of  Portsmouth  Customs  caused  a 
quantity  of  tobacco  and  cigara,  amount- 
ing together  to  about  a  ton,  to  be  burnt 
at  the  back  of  the  Custom  House ;  and 
whether  such  waste  can  be  stopped  in 
future,  by  causiug  such  contraband 
tobacco  to  be  issued  to  troops  proceediug 
on  foreign  service,  or  to  hospitals,  work- 
houses, and  lunatic  asylums,  for  the  use 
of  the  poor  and  infirm  inmates  ? 

Dr.  Farquhanon 


Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT :  On  the  6th 
instant  there  was  destroyed  at  Ports- 
mouth not  a  ton,  but  164  tb.,  of  tobacco, 
and  no  cigars.  The  tobacco  is  not  con- 
traband, but  such  as  is  known  as  **  over- 
time "  tobacco  —  i.e.,  deposited  with 
the  officers  of  Customs  for  security 
of  the  duty,  but  not  claimed  by  the 
owners  witbiu  three  months.  It  was  then 
put  up  to  auction,  and,  no  bids  having 
been  received  was  destroyed  under 
Section  73  of  the  Act  39  &  40  Vict., 
c.  3fj.  The  authorities  of  hospitals, 
could  not  be  allowed  to  have  tobacco, 
either  by  gift  or  purchase,  without  pay- 
ment of  the  proper  duties,  as  the  effect 
would  he  to  displace  duty-paid  tobacco. 
As,  however,  I  agree  that  such  waste 
should,  if  possible,  be  avoided,  it  may  be 
a  question  whether  tobacco  unsaleable  at 
a  public  auction  should  be  served  out 
free  to  troops  proceeding  on  foreign 
service,  who  are  at  present  entitled  to 
tobacco  free  of  duty. 

SANITARY  PRBCAUTIONS  AGAINST 
EPIDBMICS. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Lo<^l 
Government  Board  whether,  iu  view  of 
possible  epidemics,  he  will  give  increased 
sanitary  powers  to  the  County  Councils  to 
enable  them  to  enforce  iu  all  dwellings  the 
periodical  removal  of  insanitary  matter, 
and  to  take  the  necessary  precautions  to 
prevent  the  spread  of  infectious  diseases  ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler,  Wolverhampton,  £.)  :  Urban 
and  Rural  Sanitary  Authorities  can 
themsel  ves  undertake  the  removal  of 
house  refuse,  &c.,  or  can,  by  means  of 
bye-laws,  impose  on  the  occupiers  this 
duty,  which  may  be  enforced  by  penalties. 
They  are  also  empowered  to  take  such 
precautious  as  are  necessary  to  prevent 
the  spread  of  infectious  disease.  I  see 
no  necessity  for  any  further  legislation. 

UILLBANK  PRISON  SITE.  ■ 

Mr.  DARLING  (Deptfoid) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqiiw 
whether,  iu  case  the  London  County 
Council  accept  the  offer  of  the  Govem- 
meut  to  sell  to  them,  for  the  purpose  of 
erecting  thereou  workmen's  dwellings,  a 
portion  of  the  Millbank  Prison  site  at 
less  than  the  market  value  of  the  land, 
the  Government  will  pnt^he  CoDirty 
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Cooncil  under  the  obligation  to  give  to 
the  working  tenant^,  iu  the  ahape  of 
rents  below  the  market  value,  the  bsuefit 
of  the  advantage  they  receive  from  the 
Gkirernmeut  ? 

Mr.  BURDETT-COeiTTS  (West- 
minster) :At  the  same  time,  I  will  ask  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  from  whom 
he  received  strong  local  represeotatioiiH 
iu  favour  of  the  erection  of  artizaus* 
dwellings  on  10  acres  of  the  Millbank 
Frisou  site,  to  the  exclusion  of  any 
portion  of  it  being  devoted  to  a  recreation 
ground ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  tlie 
London  Countj  Council,  on  I5th  June, 
189!,  communicated  with  the  West- 
minster Vestry  with  a  view  to  the  acquisi- 
tion of  an  open  space  on  that  site,  and 
earlj  in  the  present  year  refused  to  enter- 
tain the  proposal  to  erect  artizaus'  dwell- 
ings in  such  close  proximity  to  the 
military  barracks  decided  on  by  the 
Government ;  and  whether^  considering 
that  the  Westminster  Vestry,  by  33  votes 
to  five  (1 1th  January,  1893),  refused  to 
approve  of  the  erection  of  artizaus* 
dwelliogs  on  this  site,  and,  by  33  votes 
to  12  (26th  April,  1893),  offered  to  find 
one-half  the  cost  of  10  acres  of  the  site 
for  the  purpose  of  a  recreation  ground, 
and  to  bear  the  cost  of  laying  out  aud 
maiutainiagthe  same,  and  the  fact  that  the 
site  is  in  the  heart  of  a  parish  in  which 
40,000  persons  live  on  17o  acres  (includ- 
iog  roads),  and  nearly  5,000  school 
chiidreu  have  no  other  playground  than 
the  public  streets,  he  will  intervene  to 
(oevent  the  site  being  finally  disposed  of 
ODtil  a  poll  of  the  ratepayers  of  West- 
mimter  is  taken,  by  the  County  Council 
or  otherwise,  on  the  subject  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the 
EXCHEQUER  (Sir  W.  Harcoijrt, 
Derby)  :  In  answer  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Deptford,  I  have  to  say  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  make  any  condition  such  as  that 
suggested,  nor  am  I  aware  that  the 
Loudon  County  Council  have  yet 
Accepted  the  ofier  of  the  land.  In  reply 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster,  I 
maj  say  that  the  queBtion  of  devoting 
put  of  the  Milllwnk  site  to  artizans' 
dwelliugB  has  beeu  for  some  years  under 
the  consideration  of  the  London  County 
Council,  but  no  agreement  could  be  come 
to  with  reference  to  price.  It  is  true 
that,  in  the  first  instance,  the  County 
Coancil  objected  on  the  score  of  the 
proximity  of  barracks,  but  that  objection 


has  been  withdrawn.  I  consider  the  pro* 
vision  of  artizans'  dwellings  is  more 
urgent  than  that  of  a  recreation  ground, 
as  it  concerns  the  whole  Metropolis,  and 
not  Westminster  alone,  which  has  the 
advantage  of  proximity  to  the  parks. 

Mr.  BURDETT-CODTTS  :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  aMwered 
the  first  part  of  my  question,  on  which 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  has 
founded  the  answer  to  two  previous  ques- 
tions of  mine. 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  op 
WORKS  (Mr.  Shaw  Lerevbe,  Brad- 
ford, Central) :  I  did  not  found  my 
answers  on  that.  I  received  a  strong  re- 
presentation from  the  Liberal  Associa- 
tion uking  me  to  receive  a  deputation 
from  various  organised  bodies  of  \Vest- 
miuster  in  favour  of  erecting  artizans' 
dwellings  ou  the  Millbank  site.  I  also 
received  from  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  the  Barosley  Division  of  Yorkshire, 
who  was  till  lately  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  the  London  County  Council 
for  Housing  the  Working  Classes,  a  letto* 
in  which  he  said — 

*'  I  should  be  very  glad  if  the  young  men  of 
Westminster  who  are  signing  PetK  ions  could  ob- 
tain a  recreation  ground,  but  there  is  supreme 
importance  in  BCcnring  proper  dwellings  for  the 
working  classes  in  Westminster,  particularly  as 
many  improvements  have  been  and  are  going  to 
be  carried  out,  and  them  classes  are  being 
<lrivea  elsewhere  into  already  over-populated 
<li8trict8." 

Mr.  BURDETT-COUTTS  :  Does 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  intend  alto- 
gether to  disregard  local  feeling  on  this 
subject  ?  I  will  also  ask  whether,  in 
view  of  the  natural  course  in  West- 
minster being  to  convert  slums  into 
artizans'  dwellings,  the  decision  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  an- 
nounced will  not  for  ever  deprive  the 
populous  district  of  Westminster  of  all 
hope  of  sanitary  improvement  ?  Will 
he  not  re-consider  his  decision  ? 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  have 
alieady  stated  the  grounds  on  which  the 
Government  have  come  to  a  decision  in 
the  matter. 

Dk.  MACGREGOR  (Inverness- 
shire)  :  I  wish  to  put  a  question  which 
contains  a  suggestion.  Would  not  this 
be  a  very  excellent  site  for  a  small-pox 
hospital  ?  Could  it  not  be  thus  used 
with  greater  advantage  to  the  working 
classes  than  turning  it  into  idjrellings  ? 
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Mb.  speaker  :  That  is  a  matter  of 
opinion. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  My  auswer 
is,  Ko.  As  there  are  to  be  barracks  on 
the  site,  beside  the  gallery  for  Mr.  Tate's 
pictures,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  a 
proper  phwe  for  a  small-pox  hospital. 

THE  DIVISION  OF  URBAN  DISTRICTS. 

Ms.  H.  LEWIS  (Flint,  &c.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
GoverumeDt  Board  whether,  in  cases 
where  a  division  of  an  urban  district  into 
wards  is  da^ired,  the  Local  Government 
Bou^  are  of  opinion  that  the  Local 
Authority  should  follow  the  old  proce- 
dure under  "The  Public  Health  Act, 
1875,"  or  avail  themseWea  of  their  power 
to  proceed  under  Section  57  of  "  The 
Local  GoTernment  Act,  1888  ?" 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  Where  the 
division  of  an  urban  district  into  wards 
is  desired,  the  matter  should  be  brought 
under  the  attention  of  the  County  Council, 
who  have  the  necessary  powers  under 
Section  57  of  the  Local  Government 
Act. 

THRBATBNING  NOTICES  IN  COUNTY 
CLARE. 

Mb.  HORACE  PLUNKETT  (Dnb- 
lin  Co.,  S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
SecretaJy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  notices 
have  recently  been  posted  up  at  Bally- 
vaaghan  and  Kilfeuora,  County  Clare, 
denouncing  by  name,  as  landgrabbers 
and  emergency  men,  five  persons  ;  and 
whether  anyone  has  been  made  amenable 
for  this  offence  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  seen  one 
of  the  notices  referred  to.  The  hou. 
Member  is,  doubtless,  aware  of  the 
difficulty  iu  tracing  the  authors  of 
notices  of  this  kind ;  but  he  may  rest 
assured  that  the  police  are  doing  all  that 
they  can  to  trace  the  offenders  in  this 
case. 

THE  CAltOGH  ORPHANGE. 
Mr.  HORACE  PLCXKETT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
has  been  informed  that  the  Rev.  S.  G. 
Cotton,  late  incumbent  of  the  Parish  of 
Carogh,  County  Kildarcj  who  was 
recently  convicted  of  gross  cruelty  to  and 
neglect  of  the  inmates  of  the  Carogh 
Orpbana^  and  who  was  sentenced  to 


six  months*  imprisonmeut  and  a  fine  of 
£400,  is  now  out  of  prison,  and  is  again 
conducting  an  orphanage  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Rev.  S.  G.  Cotton's  effects 
have  been  selsied  for  paymeut  of  the  fine ; 
and  whether,  under  the  circumstances,  he 
will  cause  such  orphanage  to  be  officially 
inspected  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  not  yet 
been  able  to  get  the  information  required, 
and  I  will,  therefore,  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber kindly  to  put  the  question  again  on 
Monday. 

THE  FINANCIAL  CLAUSES  OF  THE 

HOME  RULE  BILL. 
Mr.  BRODRICK  (Surrey,  GuUd- 
ford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  the  Parliamen- 
tary Paper  issued  yesterday  reduces  the 
estimated  receipts  of  the  Irish  Exchequer 
by  £365,000  ;  what  are  the  sums  esti- 
mated respectively  for  the  special  pen- 
sions to  Constabulary,  JTudges,  and  Civil 
Servants  authorised  by  the  Government 
of  Ireland  Bill ;  what  provision  has  been 
made  for  the  staff  and  up-keep  of  the 
Irish  Parliament,  and  the  salaries  of 
Ministers  and  Members  ;  what  amount 
of  the  estimated  surplus  of  £500,000 
will  be  left  after  these  services  are  pro- 
vided for ;  and  when  the  Grovernment 
propose  to  submit  a  revised  scheme  re- 
latiug  to  the  finances  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment ? 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  I 
also  wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  when  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  the  revised  Financial  Clauses  of 
the  Government  of  Ireland  Bill  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian)  :  As  to  the  first 
paragraph  of  the  question,  the  sum  of 
£365,000  is  correctly  stated  as  the  reduc- 
tion in  the  amount  contributed  for  Excise 
Duties  upon  spirits  ;  but  it  would  not  be 
correct  to  take  it  as  the  amount  by  which 
the  basis  of  the  proposals  is  disturbed. 
As  to  the  second  queatiou,  the  sums  esti- 
mated respectively  for  th6  special  pen- 
sions to  Coustabulary,  Judges,  and  Civil 
Servants,  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
form  an  estimate  of  those  BOms.  They 
will  depend,  in  a  great  measure,  upon  the 
proceedings  that  may  take  place, 
especially  as  to  the  police,  between  the 
Irish  Government  and  those  v^o  now 
form  the  Constabulary.   I  do  not  tUnk 
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there  is  any  probability  that  the  Govern- 
meDt  will  be  able  to  form  an  estimate 
upon  that  subject.  With  regard  to  the 
third  question,  the  provision  for  the  staff 
and  up-keep  of  the  Irish  Parliament  and 
the  salaries  of  Ministers  and  Members,  I 
observe  it  settles  a  serions  question  in 
respect  to  the  payment  of  Members,  from 
which  I  infer  that  the  hon.  Member  will 
in  future  be  a  warm  supporter  of  that 
principle  at  home ;  but  it  is  not  possible 
for  us  to  make  an  estimate  upon  these 
matters.  On  the  ground  of  practicability, 
and  also  on  the  ground  of  propriety,  these 
are  matters  for  the  Irish  Legislature  to 
determine  for  itself  with  the  means  which 
it  possesses.  Fourthly,  what  amount  of 
the  estimated  surplus  of  £500,000  will 
be  left  after  these  services  are  provided 
for  ?  It  is  obvious  from  what  I  have 
stated  that  the  charges  cannot  be  com- 
puted ;  neither  can  the  residuary  amount 
be  computed.  These  are  proceedings 
which  depend  upon  the  views  and  actions 
of  the  new  Irish  Parliament.  Lastly, 
when  the  Government  propose  to  sobmit 
a  revised  scheme  relating  to  the  finances 
of  the  Irish  Government  (and  here  I  may 
answer  the  question  put  by  another  hon. 
Grendeman  opposite).  I  hope  to  submit 
that  scheme,  with  the  information  neces- 
sfwy  in  regu^  to  figures,  in  the  course  of 
a  few  days,  probably  in  the  counje  of 
this  week. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  the  estimated 
receipts  of  the  Irish  Exchequer  will  not 
be  reduced  by  £365,000.  Will  he  kindly 
tell  the  House  by  what  amount  that  will 
be  reduced  by  the  error  which  has  been 
disoorered  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  By  an 
amount  materially  smaller,  but  the  par- 
ticulars will  be  produced  shortly  and  laid 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  hartley  :  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  there  is  another  mistake  in  the 
statement  which  has  been  issued,  because 
that  distinctly  states  that  there  is  a  mis- 
take to  the  extent  of  £365,000  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Not  that 
the  balance  is  affected  to  that  amount, 
bat  that  there  has  been  discovered,  in 
point  of  fact,  a  Tery  defective  method  of 
compntatioa  of  Uie  Excise  Duties  upon 
npirits,  which — as  far  as  we  can  form 
nther  an  opinion  or  a  conjecture,  though 
our  information  is  at  present  imperfect — 
appears  very  possibly  t-o  date  from  the 
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time  of  the  equalisation  of  the  Spirit 
Duties — an  error  which  has  now  happily 
been  discovered,  and  which  is  correctly 
stated  in  the  question  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  but  there  are  other  items  which 
have  undergone  adjustment  by  the  latest 
information,  and  the  balance  presented 
must  be  i^ected  to  that  extent. 

FREE  EDUCATION  IN  PIMLICO. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  letter  in  The  Timet  of  the  I2th  June, 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  Loudon  School 
Board ;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  is  his 
intention  to  take  any  steps  to  secure  that 
the  provisioD  for  free  education  in  Pimlico 
shall  be  such  as  the  parents  who  signed 
the  Memoriai  desire  ? 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  :  I  beg,  at  the  same 
time,  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  on  lOth  May 
last,  the  Chairman  of  the  Acconunoda- 
tion  Committee  of  the  London  School 
Board  addressed  the  Education  Depart- 
ment fully  regarding  free  education  in 
Findico,  in  answer  to  the  reference  from 
that  Department  of  11th  March  last; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Depigment 
acknowledged  the  above  address  from  the 
Board  on  the  loth  May  ;  and  what,  if 
the  above  facts  be  verified,  is  the  ground 
of  the  statement  that  the  Board  had 
failed  to  supply  the  information  asked 
for? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  My  attention  has 
baen  called  to  the  letter  mentioned.  I 
regret  th^t  my  answer  given  on  the  8th 
was  not  more  fult  I  ought  to  have  said 
that  the  School  Accommodation  and 
Attendance  Committee  of  the  London 
School  Board  did,  on  the  lOth  May,  send 
to  the  Department  the  statistical  informa- 
tion and  map  asked  for  in  paragraphs 
one  aud  two  of  the  Department's  letter 
of  the  11th  March.  This  information,  I 
assume,  was  readily  available  to  the 
Board,  and  might,  had  the  Board  so 
pleased,  have  been  supplied  immediately. 
It  showed  a  considerable  apparent 
deficiency  of  free  school  places  in  the 
district.  In  acknowledging  this  letter  on 
the  15th  May,  the  Department  pointed 
out  that  the  matter  still  remained  to  be 
investigated,  and  urged  the  Board  to 
give  it  immediate  attention.  But  the 
really  important  part  of  the  Department's 
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letter  of  the  llth  March  was  the  third 
paragraph,  nthich  asked  for  the  Board's 
observations  on  the  representation.  No 
observations  of  any  kind  have  yet  beou 
receivetl  from  the  Board  on  the  repre- 
sentation, uor  have  they  iritimalcd  t<>  tlie 
Department  that  any  free  places  are  in 
course  of  provision,  or  that  the  demands 
of  the  Memorialists  have  been  inquired 
into.  Tlie  Board  thus  occupied  two 
months  in  obtaining  and  seuding  in  a 
mere  formal  Return  and  a  map.  As 
regards  the  five  weeks^  Easter  Recess 
mentioned  in  the  letter,  it  is  not  con- 
templated by  the  Education  Acts,  and 
the  Department  can  take  no  cognisance 
of  it  as  a  reason  for  delay.  The  pro- 
cedure of  the  Board  up  to  the  present 
time  contrasts  unfavourably  with  the 
more  prompt  action  taken  by  other 
School  Boards  to  whom  similar  letters 
have  been  addressed.  As  au  instance,  I 
may  mention  the  Liverpool  School 
Boanl,  who  having,  on  the  1 3th  No- 
Tember,  received  a  letter  similar  in  its 
terms  to  that  sent- to  the  London  Board 
on  the  llth  March,  replied  on  the  3rd 
December,  not  only  supplying  full 
statistical  infoimation,  but  also  dealing 
carefully  with  the  whole  situation.  I 
can  hardly  suppose  that  the  delay  of 
three  months  canse<l  mainly  by  the 
inaction  of  tlic  School  Board  is  in 
accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the 
parents  who  have  claimed  free  places  for 
their  children.  I  have  directed  tlie 
Senior  Chief  Inspector  of  the  De|>art- 
ment  to  inquire  as  speedily  as  possible 
into  the  whole  matter. 

SUICIDE  OK  AN  EMPLOYE  IN  A 
GOVERNMENT  YARD. 

Mr.  KEIIi  HARDIE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  <}f  the  Treasury  what  pro- 
vision the  (iovcrnment  intend  making 
for  those  of  their  disabled  workpeople 
who,  like  the  man  Edward  Pluck,  who 
committed  suicide  as  a  consequence,  are 
dismissed  on  attaining  the  age  of  60  or 
65  years  ? 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  This  question 
has  already  been  answered  by  the  Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  I  understand 
that  the  man  referred  to  was  in  the 
employment  oi  a  contractor,  and  the 
Government  know  of  no  such  condition 
of  dismissal  as  is  suggested  in  the 
question. 

Jtfr.  Aeland 


THE  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  AGEI- 
CULXURAL  DEPRESSION. 

Mb.  EVERETT  (SnflTolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  :  I  l>eg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether,  iu  order  to  obtain 
a  Report  at  an  early  day  upon  the  depres- 
sion now  existing  iu  the  great  industry 
of  agriculture,  and  the  possibility  of 
remedying  it,  he  will  consent  to  the 
immediate  appointment  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  limited  question 
of  the  cause  of  the  extraordinary  and  long- 
continued  fall  in  prices  which  has  pro- 
duced  the  depression  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  must 
remind  my  hon.  Friend  that  the  Govern- 
ment has  already  expressed  its  desire  to 
consider  in  a  friendly  spirit  the  terms  of 
the  Reference  to  the  proposed  Com- 
mittee.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
expedient,  having  given  that  pledge,  to 
determine  upon  one  particular  form  of 
Reference  which  would  necessarily  pre- 
clude others. 

Mr.  EVERETT  :  May  I  ask  whether 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  is  not  aware 
tlmt  Members  who  have  put  down 
Amendments  are  willing  to  withdraw 
their  opposition  if  my  proposal  is  ac- 
cepted ? 

Mr.  W*.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Ko  such 
communication  has  been  made  to  me. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  perhaps, 
was  not  in  the  House  when  I  stated  that 
if  the  Government  were  willing  to  accept 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  tbe 
Woodbridge  Division,  J  should  be  pre- 
pared to  withdraw  the  Amendment 
standing  in  my  name. 

The  PRESIDENT  ok  the  BOARD 
OK  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gabdser, 
Essex,  Saffron  Walden) :  That  did  not 
cover  the  Resolution  in  the  name  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Tlwnet. 

THE  WORKINQ  MEN'S  DWELLINGS 
BILL. 

Mr.  WRIGHTSON  (Stockton-on- 
Tees)  ;  I  l)eg  to  ask  the  ITirst  Lord  of 
tbe  Treasury  whether- he  can  allow  the 
Adjournment  of  the  Debate  on  the  Go- 
vernment of  Ireland  Bill  on  Wednesday, 
14th  June,  at  4  or  4.30  o'clock,  in  order 
to  give  some  opportunity  of  getting  the 
Working  Men's  Dwellings  Bill  through 
Committee,  the  Bill  being  in  an  excep- 
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tional  positioD  of  advantage,  which  it 
will  lose  if  this  request  is  declined  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  can 
add  nothing  to  the  answer  I  have  already 
giveo,  that  it  is  not  possible  for  the  Go- 
verament,  looking  to  the  general  state  of 
business,  to  make  any  further  exceptiontf 
m  regard  to  private  Members'  Bills. 

THE  DQKE  OF  YORK'S  UABRIAGK. 

Mb.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whother, 
in  case  of  the  proclamation  of  a  public 
holiday  on  the  occasion  of  the  marriage 
of  the  Duke  of  York,  the  Government 
will  make  provision  in  the  Estimates  to 
pay  those  working  men  and  women  who 
would  thus  he  compelled  to  lose  a  day's 
wages,  whiuh  in  many  cases  they  can  ill 
afford  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  can 
only  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
raplies  I  hare  already  given  as  to  the 
evidence  by  which  we  should  be  guided 
with  regard  to  a  general  holiday.  I  may 
add  that  even  if  there  was  to  be  a  general 
holiday — which  I  am  not  at  present  in  a 
position  to  convey  to  the  House — I  do 
not  think  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  would  be  very  likely  to  take 
effect. 

COTTON  IMPORTS  INTO  INDIA. 
Mb.  HOLLAND  (Salford,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  the  Goverament  has  re- 
ceived any  information  in  regard  to  the 
anggeated  re-imposition  of  the  duties  on 
cotton  imports  into  India  ? 
•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Mr.  George 
Russell,  Beds,  N.)  :  No,  Sir ;  the 
Secretary  of  State  hais  received  no  such 
information. 

INDIAN  CURRENCY. 

Sib  R.  TEMPLE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
is  amire  of  the  reports  carrent  to  the 
eflfeet  that  Lord  Ilerschell's  Commission 
have  recommendftd  the  Grovernment  of 
India  to  clos3  the  Mints  against  the 
coinage  of  silver  on  private  accounts ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  he  can  give  the  House  any 
information  on  that  important  subject  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  am  not 
aware  what  reports  may  be  current  upon 
a  document  which  is  secret  and  con- 
fidentialf  and  ought  to  be  known  .to 


no  one  except  the  persons  to  whom  it  is 
confided.  I  have  already  several  times 
stated  in  the  House  that  until  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  have  expressed  their 
opinion  upon  that  Report  the  Govern- 
ment do  not  feel  it  right  to  make  any 
statement  or  to  publish  that  Report. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  felt  it  consistent  with 
his  daty  to  contradict  that  statement,  I 
would  ask  him  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  present  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Government  of  India,  Sir  David  Barbour, 
stated  in  evidence  before  the  Gold  and 
Silver  Commission  the  quantity  of  un- 
coined silver  in  possession  of  the  natives 
of  India  was  estimated  at  something  like 
£130,000,0{X)  sterling  

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  Has  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  given  notice  of  that 
question  ? 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  :  No,  Sir. 

*Mr.  speaker  :  I  think  notice 
should  be  g^veu  of  a  question  of  that 
importance.  , 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  Then  I  wUl  give 
notice  of  the  question. 

CHARaSS  AGAINST  THE  POSTMASTER 
GENERAL. 
Mr.  DARLING  :  I  desire  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  a  question  of  which 
I  have  given  him  private  notice — ^namely, 
whether  he  intends  to  take  any,  and,  if 
80,  what,  steps  in  consequence  of  the 
charge  which  has  been  made  against  him 
in  The  Pall  Mall  Gazette  of  to-day, 
that  he  was  a  party  to  a  corrupt  bargain 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Act  for  the  withdrawal  of  a 
Petition  against  himself  at  East  Notting- 
ham ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  letter  was  handed  to 
me  as  I  came  into  the  House.  In  tliat 
letter  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  does 
not  refer  to  The  Pall  Mall  Gazette  of 
to-day.  I  have  not  seen  the  papw  to-day 
and  do  not  know  what  further  charges 
are  made  against  me. 

Mr.  DARLING  :  Read  the  letter. 

Mr.  A.  MORLEY : 

"  I  intend  to  ask  jou  what  action  you  propose 
to  take  in  regard  to  the  charge  of  entering  into 
a  corrupt  bargain  nrithiu  the  meaning  of  the 
Comipt  Practices  Act,  as  to  the  withdrawal  <tf 
the  Petition  against  yourself." 

I  imagined  that  the  question  referred  to 
the  statement  made  a  week-.aeo,  and  so 
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Hr  as  I  remember  uo  charge  was  then 

made  agaiust  me  of  having  acted  cor- 
ruptly in  regard  to  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Petition.  If  that  charge  has  been  made 
I  am  prepared  to  state  tbat  it  is  absolutely 
without  foundatiou.  I  was  oo  party  to 
the  withdrawal  of  auy  Petition.  I  had 
DO  notice  served  upon  me  of  the  filing  of 
the  Petttiou,  aud  if  there  was  any  corrupt 
arraagemeot  in  connection  with  that 
Petition  it  was  absolutely  without  my 
knowledge,  without  my  consent,  and  cer- 
tainly it  would  be  against  my  approval. 
In  these  circumstances  I  am  not  going  to 
take  any  action,  and  I  am  not  going  to 
gratify  the  desire  of  those  connected 
with  the  journal  in  question  by  bringing 
any  proceedings  or  action  against  them. 

Mr.  darling  :  Arising  out  of  that 
answer,  may  I  ask  whether  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  is  aware  tbat  an  affidavit  was 
mode  by  Mr.  Finch-Hatton  and  filed, 
that  upon  it  the  Judge  ordered  that  the 
la[»ed  Petition  should  proceed  on  his 
entering  into  security,  and  that  in  that 
aifidavit  the  very  charge  referred  to  in 
my  letter  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  made  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  know 
that  such  a  charge  was  contained  in  any 
affidavit.  I  have  referred  to  the  article 
published  last  Tuesday,  in  which  no  such 
charge  is  made.  If  it  is  made  now  I  say 
it  is  absolutely  false  aud  without  founda- 
tion. 

DEFTFORD  VICTUALLING  YARD. 
The  Case  of  Edward  Pluck. 

•Me.  KEIR  HARDIE,  Member  for 
the  Southern  Division  of  West  Ham, 
rose  in  his  place,  and  asked  leave  to 
move  the  Adjournment  of  the  House  for 
the  purpose  of  diecussiug  a  definite 
matter  of  argent  public  importance, 
namely,  "  the  suicide  of  a  Gorernmeut 
employee,  and  the  conditions  of  employ- 
ment in  the  Victualling  Yard  at  Deptford 
which  led  thereto ; "  but  the  pleasure  of 
the  House  not  having  been  signified,  Mr. 
Speaker  called  ou  those  Members  who 
supported  the  Motion  to  rise  iu  their 
places,  and  less  than  40  Members  but 
more  than  10  having  accordingly  risen, 

*Mb.  EEIB  HARDIE :  I  claim  a 
Division,  Sir. 

*Mb.  speaker  :  Certainly  more 
than  10  and  less  than  40  Members  stood 
up.  If  fewer  than  40  aud  not  less  than 
10  hon.  Members  rise  in  their  places, 
the  hon.  Member  can  claim  a  Division, 
Mr,  A,  Morley 
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and  then  the  House  will  decide  on  the 

Question  being  put  whether  or  not  the 
Motion  should  be  made.  That  is,  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  troubles  the  House  to 
go  toa  Division,  it  will  be  for  the  House 
to  say  whether  he  shall  have  leave  or  not. 

*Mr.  KEIE  HARDIE  :  I  will  take  a 
Division,  Sir. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Motion 
'  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn '  be 
now  made.'* 

*Mr.  speaker  :  I  have  been  asked 
to  desire  hon.  Gentlemen  who  called 
"Aye"  to  stand  up  in  their  places.  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  I  cannot  do  that. 
The  Standing  Order  expressly  contem- 
plates more  than  10  and  less  than  40 
rising,  aud  tbeu  it  is  competent  to  the 
hou.  Gentleman  to  <;laim  a  Division.  As 
be  has  acted  under  the  Standing  Order, 
I  do  not  think  I  can  hold  t£at  the 
Division  is  frivolously  or  vexatiously 
claimed,  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
observe  that  the  minority  is  very  small. 
Question  put,  and  negatived. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


OOVERNUENT  OF  IRELAND  BILL. 
(No.  209.) 

COMMITTEE.    \PTogTcas^  12th  i/unc.^ 

[nineteenth  night.] 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Legislative  Authority. 

Clause  3  (Exceptions  from  powers  of 
Irish  Legislatures.) 

The  chairman  :  The  first  Amend- 
ment in  Order  on  the  Paper  is  that 
standing  in  the  name  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  West  Eldinbnrgh. 

Viscount  WOLMER  (Edinburgh, 
W.)  moved  as  a  further  exception  to 
Clause  3 

'*  The  granting  protection  or  indemnity  in 
respect  ^  anything  done  contrary  to  the  pro. 
visions  of  thiB  section." 

He  had,  he  said,  intended  to  move  the 
Amendment  in  a  fuller  form,  but  had 
found  himself  preclnded  from  doing  so 
at  that  particular  point.  It  mast  be 
evident  to  the  Committee  that  if  there 
was  any  necessity  for  the  restrictions 
the  Committee  had  been  discussing,  this 
country  must  be  protmted  frmnjiEgr  in- 
fringement of  tfi^'id^W^^ible, 
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and  he  had  to  sabmit  that  unless  some 
such  AmendmeDt  were  inserted  in  the 
BUI  it  would  be  in  the  power  of  the 
Executive  Government  land  Parliament 
of  Ireland  in  the  future,  if  unfor- 
tunately any  friction  between  them 
and  the  Imperial  Pu-liament  should 
arise,  to  entirely  frustrate  the 
deliberate  intentions  of  Parliament. 
When  the  Committee  were  debating  the 
Amendment  intended  to  preclude  the 
Irish  Legislature  from  passing  Votes  in 
Supply  in  respect  of  any  of  these  re- 
stricted subjects,  the  Prime  Minister 
pbaerved  that  it  would  undoubtedly  be  in 
the  power  of  an  officer  of  the  Executive 
Government  in  Ireland  to  act  in  contra- 
ventioo  of  this  section  if  he  were  willmg 
to  adopt  such  a  reprehensible  line  of 
conduct.  It  was,  then,  the  duty  of  the 
Committee  to  prevent,  if  possible,  any 
such  reprehensible  conduct.  They  were 
not  legislating  for  the  immediate  future 
only.  He  understood  that  the  Bill  was 
intended  by  its  framers  to  stand  as  a 
fundamental  part  of  the  Constitution  of 
these  Islands  for  many  generations.  If 
that  was  so,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  look  ahead,  and  he  could  not 
conceive  any  hon.  Gentleman  saying  that 
it  was  outside  the  bounds  of  possibility 
that  a  time  might  come  when  the  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  and  the  Government  of 
GreatBritain — when  the  Irish  Legislature 
and  the  Imperial  Parliament  might  take 
totally  divergent  views  on  some  questions 
which  might  be  considered  of  great  import- 
ance. He  need  only  instance  the  question 
of  bouuties.  The  Prime  Minister  admitted 
that  the  Irish  Paymaster  General  could 
connive  at  the  frustration  of  the  intentions 
of  the  Imperial  Parliament  so  as  to  enable 
the  Irish  Legislature  in  practice  to  grant 
bouuties.  It  was  obvious  that  in  the 
working  of  the  Irish  Constitution,  as  in 
the  working  of  other  Constitutions,  there 
would  be  occasions  in  which  the  officers 
of  the  Executive  Government  in  Ireland 
might  overstep  the  bounds  of  legality 
without  any  intention  to  do  wrong,  and 
it  was  argued  that  it  would  be  wrong  to 
take  away  from  the  Legislature  the 
power  to  indemnify  them.  In  answer  to 
that,  he  would  adopt  the  arguments  of 
the  Home  Secretary,  and  say  that  in  this, 
as  in  all  matters,  it  was  the  question  of 
the  balance  of  advantage,  and  that  the 
balance  was  greatly  in  favour  of  reserv- 
ing this  question  to  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
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ment.   It  might  also  be  argued  that  if 

the  Irish  Legislature  did  attempt  to  in- 
demnify any  of  its  officers  for  acts  wil- 
fully done  in  contravention  of  this  section, 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  could  be  relied  on 
to  come  forward  and  veto  any  such  Bill. 
In  reply  to  that,  he  would  say  that  the 
work  which  the  Lord  Lieutenant  would 
have  to  do  in  the  future  Constitution  of 
Irelfuid  was  almost  too  much  for  human 
shoulders  to  bear.  He  would  have  to 
fulfil  functions  of  delicacy  and  responsi- 
bility such  as  had  seldom  before  been 
placed  on  the  shoulders  of  any  one  man, 
and  it  was  their  boundeu  duty  to  settle 
all  these  delicate  questions  beforehand 
if  they  could,  and  to  relieve  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  difficulties 
which  would  be  cast  upon  him. 
The  Lord  Lieutenant  would  have  to  join 
the  persuasive  powers  of  the  Prime 
Minister  with  the  dogmatic  austerity  of 
the  Home  Secretary,  and  he  would  have  to 
conjoin  the  Constitutional  knowledge  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
with  the  pliability  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer ;  and  considering  how 
difficult  his  task  would  be,  he  (Lord 
Wolmer)  maintained  that  they  were 
bound  to  relieve  him  in  advance  of  this 
difficult  and  delicate  duty.  This  country 
had  bad  some  experience  of  this  question 
of  indemnity.  It  was  not  many  years 
since  Lord  Chief  Justice  Cock  bum 
delivered  his  celebrated  Charge  to  the 
Grand  Jury,  in  which  he  went  into  the 
whole  question  of  indemnity.  In  that 
Charge  he  said,  speaking  of  the  time  of 
Grattan's  Parliament  at  the  end  of  the 
last  century — 

"As  early  as  the  year  1795  insurrectionB  of  a 
serioua  nature  were  occurring  in  various  parte 
of  the  country ;  and  it  would  seein  that  Uagta- 
trates  an<l  jiersonBin  anthori^  took  npon  than* 
selves  to  execute  a  species  of  Slartlal  Law  with- 
out any  authority  whatever.'  But  they  were  the 
dominant  Party  ;  they  had  a  large  majority  in 
the  Parliament  of  Irelaad  ;  and  it  was  thought 
expedient,  in  order  to  ]ffevent  open  rebellion  and 
all  the  aeriouB  coasequencea  that  it  entails,  to 
have  recourse  to  means  beyond  the  ordinary 
law  J  but  they  thought  it  equally  necessary  to 
obtain  Acto  oi  Indemnity.  An  Act  of  Indem- 
nity was  passed  as  early  as  1796  (36  George  III., 
c.  6,  of  the  Irish  Statutes)  for  excesaes  beyond 
the  law  committed  in  the  year  1795.  ...  An 
Act  in  similar  terms  was  from  this  time  passed 
periodically,  I  think  every  six  months,  by  the 
Irish  Lc^slataiie,  till  we  arrive  at  the  year 
1798." 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  Perhaps 
the  noble  Lord  will  ™e  to  inform 
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him  that  those  Acts  were  denounced  hj 
Grattan,  Currao,  and  every  man  of  emi- 
nence in  the  Irish  Parliament. 

Viscount  WOLMER  said,  be  had  no 
doubt  that  if  similar  Acts  were  passed 
hj  a  future  Irish  Legislature  there  would 
be  many  persons  found  to  denounce  them. 
But  that  was  not  the  point.  The  point 
was,  that  the  Party  dominant  in  the  Irish 
Parliament  for  their  own  purposes  passed 
Acts  of  Indemnity,  and  that  what  one 
dominant  Party  in  one  Irish  Parliament 
had  done  for  their  own  purposes  anotli  r 
dominant  Party  in  another  Irish  Parlia- 
ment might  do  for  their  own  purposes. 
There  had  been  a  more  recent  and,  per- 
haps, as  an  illustratiou  of  the  dangers 
which  lay  ahead,  a  more  important,  ex- 
ample in  the  case  of  the  Jamaica  In- 
demnity. He  need  not  remind  the  Com- 
mittee of  what  took  place  in  Jamaica, 
but  he  would  read  a  short  extract  from 
the  Act  of  Indemnity  passed  by  the 
Jamaica  Legislature  to  absolve  Governor 
Eyre  and  those  who  bad  worked  under 
him.  The  1st  section  of  that  Act  of 
Jamaica  of  the  year  186S  l^d  down — 

**  That  all  porBonal  actions  and  suits,  indict- 
mentB,  Infonnations,  attachmentH,  prosecutioiu, 

and  proceedings,  present  or  future,  whatsoever 
against  such  authoritieB  or  offit-ers,  civil,  mili- 
tary, or  naval,  or  other  persons  actiu^  as  last 
aforesaid,  or  by  reason  of  any  matter  or  thing 
commanded,  ordered,  directed,  or  done  .  .  .  . 
shall  be  dischai^ed  and  matle  void." 

The  2nd  section  said — 

"That  hfs  Excellency  Edward  John  Byre, 
Esquire,  and  other  persons  who  havo  acted 
under  his  authority,  are  hereby  indemnitieit,  and 
all  acts  BO  done  are  hereby  made  and  declared 
to  be  lawful,  and  are  confirmed." 

Now,  it  might  be  contended  that  that 
Act  of  the  Jamaica  Legislature  would, 
so  far  as  the  Imperial  Courts  of  England 
were  concerned,  be  null  and  void.  But 
such  was  not  the  case.  In  the  year  1868 
or  1869  there  was  the  celebrated  action 
of  "Phillips  r.  Eyre"  (reported  in  the 
4th  and  6th  volumes  of  Queen's  Bench 
Reports).  The  plaintiff  brought  in  this 
country  an  actiou  for  assault  and  false 
imprisonment  against  Governor  Eyre, 
founded  on  acts  done  for  the  suppression 
of  rebellion  in  Jamaica.  The  Jamaica 
Indemnity  Act  was  pleaded  in  bar  of  this 
action,  and  the  plea  was  allowed.  It  was 
decided  (1)  that  the  Act  of  Indemnity 
was  not  repugnant,  so  far  as  it  related  to 
civil  proceedings,  to  the  British  Act  of 
11  William  III.,  c.  12,  which  provided  for 
Mr.  Flym 


the  trial  and  punishment  in  this  country 
of  all  Governors,  &c.,  of  any  plaatatioa 
or  colony  who  might— 

"  Be  guilty  of  oppressine  any  of  the  King's 
subjects  beyond  the  seas  within  their  respective 
Governments  or  commands,  or  of  any  other 
crime  or  offence  contrary  to  the  laws  of  this 
realm,  or  in  force  within  their  respective  Go- 
vernments or  commands." 

(2)  That— 

■'Although  the  Act  of  Indemnity  fvas  retro- 
spective in  it£  nature,  it  had  effect,  beyond  the 
limits  of  Jamaica,  an  as  to  prevent  an  actHm 
from  being  brought  in.  England." 

Now,  although  there  was  an  Act  of 
the  Imperial  Parliament  which  expressly 
provided  that  the  Colonial  Governors 
should  be  brought  to  trial  in  this  country 
— for  acts  of  oppression  live  in  these 
countries  in  their  command — yet  that 
Imperial  Statute  was  rendered  null  and 
void  by  the  Act  of  Indemuity  passed  by 
the  Jamaica  Legislature  ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  it  was  ruled  that  the  Act 
had  effect  beyond  the  limits  of  Jamaica. 
That,  he  thought,  was  of  importance. 
The  Act  of  Indemnity  was  not  only  to 
hold  good  in  the  colony  in  which  it  bad 
been  passed,  but  it  was  practically  to 
cover  all  proceedings  in  all  Imperial 
Courts.  Ho  would  submit  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  if  at  any  future  time  there 
should  be  unfortunately  a  collision  of 
interest  or  of  opinion  between  the  Execu- 
tive of  the  Imperial  Parliament  and  the 
Parliament  in  Ireland  as  the  Bill  stood, 
it  would  be  in  the  power  of  the  Irish 
Legislature  to  eutirely  render  null  and 
void  all  the  restrictions  iu  Clause  3  by 
passing  Acts  of  Indemnity.  The  Com- 
mittee had  only  to  look  to  the  restrictions 
in  Clause  3  to  see  the  importance  of  the 
ground  which  the  Amendment  covered. 
And  he  would  only  ropeat  to  the  Com- 
mittee his  view  that  it  was  laying  too 
great  a  burden  on  the  shoulders  of  the 
future  Lord  Lieutenant  to  leave  it  to  him, 
and  to  him  ouly,  to  deal  with  this  ques- 
tion of  indemnity.  He  knew  very  well 
what  would  be  said,  if  not  by  the  Prime 
Minister  by  some  other  supporter  of  the 
measure.  It  would  be  said  that  this 
Ameudnient,  like  all  others,  was  ouly  a 
case  of  insolent  distrust  *  of  the  Irish 
people.  He  hekl  that  it  was  the 
bonndeu  duty  of  every  British  Member 
to  protest  most  emphatically  against  that 
answer  and  that  view.  They  were  in 
the  position  of  a  Trustee,  and  their 
atti  tude  should  be  the  attitude  of  a  Trustee, 


913 


GoverHtnentof         {13  June  1893} 


Ireland  Bill, 


9U 


and  DOt  of  the  douora  of  charity-inouey. 
The  Prime  Minister  seemed  to  rely  im- 
plicitly on  the  argument  of  the  future 
gratitude  of  Ireland.  That  was  an  argu- 
ment which  should  not  he  left  out  of 
the  calculation  altogether,  but  they  had 
had  au  example  within  recent  vearH  of 
how  much  gratitude  was  worth  iu  politico. 
Was  there  any  country  iu  the  world 
which  earned  such  a  debt  of  gratitude  to 
another  as  Russia  did  to  Bulgaria  ? 
Bussia  won  for  Bulgaria  her  very  exist- 
ence at  the  cost  of  tens  and  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  Russian  lives.  If  ever 
diere  was  a  case  for  gratitude  it  was  the 
action  of  Russia  towards  Bulgaria. 
Where  was  that  gratitude  now  ? 

Mb.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid)  rose 
to  Order.  He  wished  to  know  if  tiie 
question  of  Bulgaria  was  germane  to  this 
clause? 

The  CHAIRMAN  paid,  he  understood 
the  noble  Lord  to  be  illustrating  his 
argument. 

ViscoDNT  WOLMER  said,  he  had  not 
trespassed  at  any  length  on  the  time  of  the 
Committee,  and  he  was  sa  much  within  his 
right  in  giving  an  illustration  as  any  hou. 
Member  who  supported  the  Bill.  There 
was  DO  country  in  Europe  so  disliked  in 
Bulgaria  as  Russia.  What  was  the 
opinion  of  Russia  on  that  condition  of 
affairs  ? — and  that  was  the  point  of 
bis  argument.  Russia  considered  that 
Bulgaria  had  been  monstrously  and 
atrociously  ungrateful.  But  the  ques- 
tion was  not  what  Russia  thought,  but 
what  Bulgaria  thought.  In  the  future, 
when  some  unfortunate  difference  of 
opinion  might  have  arisen  between  Ire- 
land and  the  Imperial  Executive,  it 
would  be  of  no  use  for  the  latter  to  plead 
the  ingratitude  of  Ii-claud,  and  say, 
"  We  have  not  deserved  this  at  the  hands 
of  the  Irish  Parliament."  Tlie  point  of 
view  would  be  the  Irish  point  of  view. 
They  would  think  that  the  Imperial 
Parliament  had  forfeited  all  claim  to 
their  gratitude,  just  as  Bulgaria  thought 
that  Russia  hail  forfeited  all  claim  to  her 
gratitude.  The  Prime  Minister  must  he 
aware  that  it  would  not  be  his  judgment 
in  the  future  which  would  rule  the  Irish 
Parlisunent.  The  Irish  Parliament,  like 
all  other  Parliaments,  would  be  actuated 
by  only  one  motive — the  motive  of  its 
owu  self-interest,  and  business  calcula- 
tions of  what  that  interest  was. 


Amendment  proposed, 

In  pi^e  2,  after  line  16,  to  insert  "The 
(franting  protection  or  iodemnity  in  resiwct  of 
anything  (lone  coatraiy  to  the  provisionB  of 
this  section." — {Viwovnt  M'olmer.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
he  there  iusertwl." 

•The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 

J.  RiuBY,  Forfar)  :  There  is  no  doubt 
that  under  some  of  the  words  of  this 
Amendment  a  question  of  great  import- 
ance is  raised  ;  but  I  think  I  can  show, 
very  shortly,  that  the  Amendment  ought 
by  no  means  to  be  accepted,  either  in  this 
form  or  iu  any  otlier.  W^hat  we  are  con- 
ccnied  with  is  that  the  clause  prohibits 
any  legislative  act  on  the  part  of  the 
Irish  Legislature  with  regard  to  any  of 
the  subjects  mentioned  therein.  That  is 
the  sole  purpose  of  the  clause,  and,  on 
the  face  of  it,  it  would  prohibit  indem- 
nity. The  Amendment  cannot  have 
been  carefully  considered,  because  it 
contemplates  indemnity  in  respect  of— 
what  ?  Why,  acts  done  contrary  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  But  if  the  Irish 
Legislature  passes  a  law  contrary  to  the 
provisions  of  this  section  it  is^ipso  facto^ 
void.  The  only  Body  that  could  ask  for 
protection  or  indemnity  would  be  the 
Irish  Legislature  itself  for  doing  au  Act 
that  is  void.  But  there  is  a  much  more 
substantial  reason  agaiutst  the  Amend- 
ment. I  apprehend  that  it  is  quite  un- 
doubted law  that  no  Legislature  other 
than,  of  course,  a  supreme  Legislature 
like  the  Legislature  of  the  United  King- 
dom, can  make  legal  retrospecti  vely 
what  it  could  not  h&ve  legalised  ante- 
cedently. In  the  case  referred  to  by  the 
noble  Lord  that  distinction  wm  taken 
and  pointed  out  again  aud  again  by  the 
learued  Judges,  notably  Mr.  Justice 
Wills  ;  and  it  was  solely  because  the 
subject-matter  of  the  legislation  there  was 
judged  to  be  within  the  powers  of  the 
Jamaica  Legislature  that  the  Act  of 
Indemnity  was  authorised.  Now,  to 
put  ioto  any  Act  of  Parliamout  a  clause 
which  would  throw  the  slightest  doubt 
on  that  welt-establishod  principle  of 
Constitutional  Law  would  be  in  the 
highest  degree  objectionable.  The  Irish 
Legislature  could  no  more  legislate  after 
the  event  with  regard  to  matters  excepted 
from  their  powers  than  they  could  legis- 
late before  the  event.  The  Amendment 
is  not  only  unnecessary, hut  it  is  positively 
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objectiouable  from  a  Constitutional  point 
of  view. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

The  chairman  :  The  next 
Amendment  —  namely,  line  16,  after 
Sub-section  (10),  insert  "(11)  The  law 
of  evidence,"  is  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  now 
moved  the  Amendment  he  had  promised 
the  hou.  Member  for  Preston  to  insert. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  -pHge  2,  line  16.  at  end,  to  add,  "  Provided 
alvfoye  tlmt  nothing  in  this  section  shall  pi-e- 
yeat  the  paHtdng  of  any  Irish  Act  for  disdia^- 
ing  any  liabilitiee  imposed  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment"— (Mr.  J.  MvTlty.) 

Question  proposed,  ^  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  wished  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  words  proposed  had  a 
doubtful  or,  at  all  events,  a  double  roeau- 
ing.  More  than  one  meaning  could  be 
placed  on  the  words  "discharging  lia- 
bilities." It  would  be  better,  he  thought, 
to  accept  the  word  "fnlfilliug." 

Mr,  HANBURY  said,  he  had  an  ob- 
jection to  the  word  "  liabilities."  In  the 
ordinary  sense,  the  word  would  meet  the 
purpose  of  the  Amendment ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  see  that  in 
the  Bill  the  words  "Imperial  liabilities  " 
had  a  special  meaning.  If  he  would 
look  at  Schedule  3  he  would  find  that 
"Imperial  liabilities**  were  a  totally 
different  matter  from  "  Imperial  ex- 

Senditnre.**  Imperial  liabilities  were 
istinctly  limited  to  the  Funded  aud 
Unfunded  Debt  of  the  United  Klugdom, 
and  to  other  charges  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  The  addition  of  the  words  "and 
expenditure"  after  ** liabilities "  would 
meet  the  object  they  had  in  view,  and  he 
would  suggest  that  those  words  should 
be  inserted.  The  main  object  of  the 
Amendment  he  had  originally  moved  was 
that  the  Irish  Parliament  should  be  able 
to  vote  money  towards  extraordinary  war 
expenditure.  That  was  the  object  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary wanted  to  meet  iu  ineerting  the 
word  "  liabilities." 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  made 
some  observations  which  failed  to  reach 
the  reporters. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  understood  that  the 
words  of  (the  Amen^tnent  weye  tnteuded. 

Sir  J,  Rigby 


to  cover  the  case  of  those  liabilities 
which  might  be  imposed  with  reference 
to  the  particular  matters  dealt  with  in 
the  section.  It  was  not  a  question  of 
general  liability  which  might  be  imposed 
by  Parliament  for  other  purposes.  It 
was  desirable  that  there  should  be  no 
misconstruction  of  the  words  of  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  was  nnder- 
stood  to  suggest  that  it  might  make  the 
Amendment  dearer  if  they  were  to  sub- 
Btitnte  for  "discharging  "  the  words  "to 
provide  for.*'  He  moved  to  substitute 
those  words. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  dis- 
charging "  in  order  to  insert  the  words 
"to  provide  for."— (ilfr.  W.  E,  Glad- 
stone.) 

Ameudmeot  agreed  to. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  also  pro- 
posed to  strike  out  the  word  "  liabilities," 
in  order  to  insert  the  word  "  charges." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  word 
"  liabilities,"  in  order  to  insnrt  the  word 
"  charges."— (il/r.  fV.  E.  GladsUme.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

•Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (Leeds, 

Central)  said,  he  wished  to  move — 

In  page  2,  after  line  16.  to  insert: — "It  is 
hereby  declared  that  the  exceptions  from  the 
powera  of  the  Irish  Legislature  coDtaioed  in 
this  section  are  set  forth  and  eaumerated  for 
ercatcr  certainty,  and  not  m  as  to  restrict  the 
generality  of  the  limitation  imposed  in  the 
previous  section  on  the  ]>ower8  of  the  Irish 
Legislature,  whereby  those  powers  are  confined 
to  making  of  laws  in  respect  of  such  matters 
only  as  relate  exclusively  to  Ireland  or  to  8»me 
I>art  thereof." 

The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
obviate  a  danger  which  he  did  not  think 
was  altogether  fanciful  that  the  euume- 
ratiou  of  the  exceptions  from  the  powers 
of  the  Irish  Legislature  contained  iu  the 
clause  might  be  construed  as  weakening 
the  effect  of  the  general  limitation 
contained  in  Clause  2  on  the  powers 
of  the  Irish  Legislature  to  the  making 
of  laws  in  respect  of  matters  ex- 
clusively relating  to  Ireland  or  to  some 
part  thereof.  He  had  listened  with  some 
attention  to  the  Debate  on  Clause  3,  in 
order  to  ascertain  clearlv,^hat  the  exact 
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issued  in  Irelaud,  the  Solicitor  General 
■was  reported  to  have 

"  ExpUineii  that  there  was  no  necessi^  for 
the  Ameniiment,  because  the  queatioD  <if  the 
execution  of  English  warrants  in  Irelaml  and  of 
Irish  warrants  in  England  was  not  a  question 
relating  exclusively  to  Ireland,  anil  tlierefore  it 
could  Qot  come  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Irish  ParUameot." 


view  of  the  GoTemmeDt  was  as  to  the  re- 
lation between  exceptions  from  the  powers 
of  the  Irish  Legislature,  and  the  powers 
conferred  ou  it  by  Clause  2.  So  far  be  had 
not  been  able  to  form  a  clear  idea  on  the 
matter.  He  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  statements  they  had  had  from 
the  Treasury  Bench  had  not  been  per- 
fectly consistent  one  with  another.  The 
powers  conferred  on  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture were  in  respect  of  matters  which 
related  exclusively  to  Ireland  or  to  some 
put  thereof.  Now,  what  he  wanted  to 
know  was  this — did  the  exceptions  from 
these  powers  refer  to  matters  which,  if 
these  exceptions  had  not  been  specifi- 
cally enumerated,  would  have  lain 
outside  or  inside  the  range  of  the 
powers  conferred  on  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature by  Clause  2  ?  If  tliey  looked 
merely  at  the  nature  of  the  exceptions 
contained  in  Clause  3,  the  natural  answer 
to  the  question  would  be  that  the  excep- 
tioDS  referred  to  matters  which  were  out- 
side the  range  of  the  powers  conferred  in 
Clause  2.  He  did  not  see  how  it  was 
possible  to  interpret  mo!*t  of  these  excep- 
tions as  deaUng  with  matters  relixtiug 
exclusively  to  the  interual  affairs  of 
Ireland,  and  that  was  the  view  which 
had  been  expressed  by  some  of  those 
in  charge  of  the  measure.  When  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Carson)  moved  to  add  to  Sub-section  6 
the  words  "procedure  in  criminal  matters," 
the  Home  Secretary  said  iu  the  course  of 
the  discussion — 

*-  Clause  3  was  only  the  a))])lic»tioii  and  ilo- 
velopment  of  the  principle  InitI  down  iu  the 
preceding  clauses— tliat  the  Irish  Lofoslature 
should  have  iwwer  to  legislate  in  relation  to 
matters  which  exclnsively  concerned  the  peace, 
order,  and  good  government  of  Ireland.  In 
specifically  enumerating  matters  which  did  not 
exclusively  concern  Irclawl,  and  declaring  that 
ther  should  not  be  witliin  the  ct^isance  of  the 
Iriui  I^slature,  it  was  not  showing  distrust, 
bat  merely  renderinff  more  specific  the  limita- 
ti<ni  which  had  already  been  made." 

Therefore,  according  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  Clause  3  contained  the 
enumeration  of  matters  which  did  not 
exclusively  concern  Ireland.  Now  let 
thom  turn  to  the  Solicitor  Geueral.  When 
the  Member  for  Dublin  University  moved 
another  Amendment  to  include  among 
the  exceptions  the  execution  and  carrying 
out  in  Ireland  of  warrants  issued  in  Great 
Britain,  and  the  carrying  out  iu  Great 
Britain  of  warrants  for  criminal  arrest 


Therefore,  whereas  the  Home  Secretary 
regarded  Clause  3  as  containing  an 
enumeration  of  matters  which  did  not 
exclnsively  concern  Ireland,  the  Solicitor 
General,  on  the  other  hand,  held  that 
mattere  which  did  not  conceru  Irelaud 
did  not  require  enumeration  at  all. 
On  that  very  ground  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  resisted  the  insertion  of 
many  Amendments  proposed  from  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House.  Similar 
language  had  been  used  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Irelaud  and  the  Prime 
Minister.  If  one  looked  at  the  language 
of  Clause  2  the  confusion  appeared  to 
become  only  worse  confounded.  That 
clause  defined  the  power  of  the  Irish 
Legislature,  with  certain  exceptions  and 
restrictions.  He  could  not  help  thinking 
there  had  been  a  certain  laxity  of 
drafting  with  regard  to  Clause  2.  Cer- 
tain words  had  been  inserted  which  were 
not  in  the  corresponding  clatise  of  the 
Bill  of  1886.    Those  words  were — 

"  In  respect  of  matters  exclusively  relating 
to  Ireland  or  some  part  thereof." 

He  could  not  help  thinking  that  the 
draftsman  had  inserted  those  words 
withont  considering  their  effect  when 
taken  in  connection  with  the  words  at 
the  beginning  of  the  clause.  At  any 
rate,  the  language  employed  had  given 
rise  to  a  great  deal  of  confusion.  The 
most  plausible  explanation  of  the  view 
held  by  right  lion.  Gentlemen  opposite 
seemed  to  be  that  they  had  had  in  their 
miuds  three  classes  of  subjects:— First, 
subjects  which  were  unmistakably  and 
undoubtedly  outside  the  internal  atfairs 
of  IreUind;  secondly,  matterrt  uumtstn.k- 
ably  inside  the  range  of  the  internal  affairs 
of  Ireland;  and,  thirdly,  matters  as  to 
which  some  doubt  could  be  raisedwhether 
they  belonged  to  the  former  or  to  the  latter 
class.  The  Debate  had  clearly  shown  the 
difficulty  of  distinguishing 
Ijetweon  these  three  classes.  That  being 
so,  they  ought  not  to  shut  their  eyes  to 
the  danger  which  enumeration  brought 
with  it.  He  was  not  aUwy^r,  but  he  had 
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always  understood  it  to  be  a  well-kuown 
legal  masim  that  euumeratioD  weak- 
ened the  force  of  the  law  in  cases  which 
were  not  enumerated,  whereas  exceptions 
strengthened  the  force  of  tho  law  in  cases 
which  were  not  excepted.  The  Govern- 
ment bad  choBen  in  this  Bill  to  define 
the  powers  of  the  Irish  Legislature  by 
exception  ;  they  had  defined  those  powers 
negatively  rather  than  affirmatively.  In 
one  respect,  however,  by  the  insertion  of 
the  words  which  he  had  just  quoted, 
they  had  defined  the  powers  affirmatively 
in  30  far  as  they  dealt  with  subjects  ex- 
clusively relating  to  Ireland  or  to  some, 
part  of  it.  He  was  anxious  that  the 
force  of  this  should  not  be  weakened  by 
any  incomplete  enumeration,  and  he 
might  remind  the  Committee  that  any 
enumeration  was  almost  certain  to  be 
incomplete.  It  was  impossible  to  be 
sure  that  they  had  included  every- 
thing. He  waa  anxiouB  that  the  force 
of  the  limitation  placed  on  the  powers 
of  the  Irish  Legislature  by  Clause  2 
should  not  be  weakened  by  any  imper- 
fection in  the  enumeration.  The  Prime 
Minister  himself  had  adverted  to  this 
danger.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Preston  (Mr.  Tomlinson)  had  moved 
to  insert — 

"The  status,  coodition.  or  rij^ts  of  any 
person  not  domidleil  in  Ireland," 

'       and  the  Prime  Minister  said — 

"  No  doubt  the  Irish  Government  would  have 
no  power  to  touch  the  status  or  condition  of  any- 
one  out  of  Ireland.  It  had  no  powers  except 
those  which  were  conferred.  The  introduction 
of  assertions  that  the  Irish  Government  did  not 
possess  powers,  which  no  one  thought  it  did 
possess  wouW  have  a  tendency  to  create  kindml 
powers  just  beyond  the  line  of  prohibition," 

It  was  in  order  to  avoid  the  danger 
suggested  in  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's remarks  that  he  moved  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pa^  2,  after  line  1 6,  insert — 
"  It  is  hereby  det  litrecl  that  the  exceptions 
from  the  powers  of  the  Irinh  Legislature  con- 
tainol  in  Ihin  wcftii)])  are  set  forth  am!  enume- 
rated for  greater  ccrtaiiity,  and  not  so  an  to 
restrict  the  generality  of  the  ^imitation  imposed 
in  the  previous  section  on  the'  powers  of  the 
Irish  Legislature,  whereby  those  powers  are 
confined  to  the  making  of  laws  in  resjHict  of  such 
matters  only  lut  relate  exclusively  to  Ireland  or 
to  some  part  thereof." — (J/r.  Gerald  Sal/our.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  Gerald  Balfour 


Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  may 
begin  by  saying  the  advantages  and  the 
dangers  of  enumeration  constitute  a  topic 
which  we  have  endeavoured  to  impress  on 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  I  am  sorry 
to  say  they  have  not  listened  to  us  until 
now,  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  appro- 
priates  our  doctrine  by  moving  this 
Amendment.  I  have  listened  to  the 
arguments  which  he  has  brought  forward 
in  a  somewhat  subtle  way,  and  I  am 
willing  to  accept  his  Amendment,  with 
the  exception  of  the  two  last  lines  of  it, 
these  Hues  consisting,  I  think  he  will  find, 
of  unnecessary  recitation.  Although  we 
see  no  difficulty  ourselves,  and  no  neces- 
sity for  the  introduction  of  any  words  at 
alt,  yet,  as  the  change  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  is  absolutely  unexception- 
able,  we  think  it  is  only  a  due  act  of 
respect  to  the  views  entertained  by  men 
of  ability  that  we  should  accede  to  their 
wishes  in  such  a  matter.  It  appears  to 
me  that  it  is  impossible  to  deal  with  the 
subject  in  the  way  of  very  strict  defini- 
tion. I  do  not  see  that  the  3rd  clause 
throws  the  smallest  doubt  on  the  general 
provision  of  the  2nd  clause,  or  tends^  in 
any  degree,  to  strengthen  or  weaken  it. 
But  if  it  is  thought  that  it  does  so,  I  do 
not  see  any  objection,  and  I  maJte  no 
objection  to  the  insertion  of  the  words 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member,  down  to 
the  word  "  Legislature." 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  :  I  have 
no  objection  to  altering  the  Amendment 
in  the  way  suggested  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  16,  to  insert — "It  is  hereby 
declared  that  the  exceptions  from  the  imwerw 
of  the  Irish  L^elature  contained  in 
this  section  are  set  forth  and  enumerated  for 
greater  certainty,  and  not  so  as  to  restrict  the 
generality  of  the  limitation  imposed  in  the 
previous  section  on  the  powers  of  the  Irish 
L^lature."— (J/r.  Gerald  Balfimr.') 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 

inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  next 
Amendment  (Sir  K.  Temple's)  is  out  of 
;  Oi'der,  as  I  do  not  think  the  Ordnance 
Survey  is  a  matter  material  to  the  clause. 
'J'he  next  Amendment,  standing  in  the 
name  of  the  hou.Mcmber  for  East  Somerset 
(Mr.  H.  Hobhouse)  ought  properly  to 
come  upon  Clause  5,  SubHsection  3.  The 
next  Amendment,  standing  in  the  name 
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of  the  Iiou.  Member  for  Islington  (Mr. 
Hartley ),  i»  out  of  Order,  because  it  seeks 
to  naltify  the  clause,  and  the  proper 
course  for  anyone  who  wishes  to  do  that 
is  to  vote  against  the  clause.  The  next 
Amendment  (Mr.  W.  Kenny's)  is  out  of 
Order  in  this  clause,  and  should  come  ou 
Clause  23.  The  next  Amendment,  stand- 
ing in  the  name  of  the  noble  Iiord  ( Viscount 
Wolmer),  is  out  of  Order  ;  and  if  there  is 
any  doubt  about  the  subject  it  deals 
with,  the  proposal  ought  to  come  on  the 
Defiuition  Clause.  The  next  Amendment 
(Mr.  Darling's)  is  out  of  Order  on  this 
cUuse,  and  ought  to  come  on  Clause  23. 

Question,  **  That  Clause  3,  as  amended, 
stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed 
to." 

Clause  4  (Restrictions  on  powers  of 
Irish  Ijegislatnre). 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  The  first  Ameud- 
meut  on  Clause  4  (Mr.  Bartley*s)  ought 
lo  come  properly  on  Clause  5.  I  think 
that  is  the  case  also  with  the  next 
Ameudraeut  (Viscount  Crauborne'a). 
That  standing  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Parttck  Division  (Mr. 
Parker  Smith)  is  out  of  its  place,  and 
would  properly  come  after  Sub-section  5. 
The  next  Amendment,  standing  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  £^t  Somer- 
set (Mr.  H.  Hobhouse),  oi^ht  also  to 
come  aftOT  Sub-section  o,  and  the  next 
(Mr,  Kimber's)  ought  to  come  on  CUuse 
33 

•Mb.  HARRY  FOSTER  (Suffolk, 
Lowestoft)  moved  to  insert  after  "law" 
the  words— 

'*  Nor  the  Toting  nor  granting  of  any  public 
money  ia  aid  of  the  following  matteis. 

He  said  that  if  the  Irish  Parliament  was 
to  be  restrained  from  making  laws  in  re- 
spect of  forbidden  matters,  they  clearly 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  speud  public 
money  upon  any  of  the  matters  they  were 
thus  restrained  from  legislating  upon. 
Of  course,  circumstances  might  arise 
which  would  make  it  necessary  for  the 
Irish  Legislature  to  raise  money  by  Vote 
on  subjects  on  which  they  could  not 
legislate  ;  but  this  had  alreaidj  been  pro- 
vided for  by  the  Amendment  which  had 
been  admitted  that  afternoon. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  19,  after  the  won!  "  law,"  to 
Insert  the  wonU  "  nor  the  voting  nor  granting 
of  anj  public  money  in  aid  of  the  following 
matterk^— (.Vi'.  Harrff  Fiuttrr.") 
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Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be. there  inserted." 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  We  con- 
sidered the  whole  of  this  matter  at  tlie 
commencement  of  Clause  3,  on  the 
Araeudmeut  brought  forward  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Edinburgh 
(Viscount  Wolraer).  There  are  two 
auswers  to  the  hon.  Member.  The  first 
is  that  the  Irish  Legislalure  can  vote  no 
money  whatever,  according  to  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill,  except  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Viceroy.  The  second 
answer  is  that  all  money  vote«l  must  be 
appropriated  by  an  Irish  Act,  which  must 
be  an  Act  which  applies  to  the  Public 
Service  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  concur  with  what  has  fallen  from 
the  Prime  Minister,  so  far  as  he  says  that 
the  Committee  did  discuss  on  another 
clause  points  very  analogous  to  the  jmiuts 
raised  In  this  Amendment :  and^  under 
these  circumstances,  I  do  not  know  that 
much  can  be  gained  by  repeating  the 
arguments  which  wensed  before — though, 
unhappily,  with  smatl  effect — ou  the  Go- 
vernment. And  though,  of  course,  I  think 
we  ought  to  accept  words  in  this  clause, 
and  have  accepted  words  in  the  last 
clause,  carrying  out  the  intention  proposed 
first  by  my  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
Edinburgh  (Viscount  Wolmer),  and  now 
proposed  by  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me, 
I  do  not  know  that  it  is  worth  while 
again  travelling  over  ground  so  nearly 
analogous  to  that  which  we  travelled 
before. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  234  ; 
Noes  269.— (Division  List,  No.  136.) 

The  CHAIRMAN  ruled  the  next  two 
Amendments,  as  under,  out  of  Order,  they 
being  appropriate  to  another  and  not  to 
the  present  clause — 

Mr.  Hanbory — Clanse  4,  page  2,  line  111,  after 
"law,"  infiert— "(1) '•"po^iiS  ^"7  liability  or 
conferring  any  privilcce  ajioii  any  subjett  of 
the  Crown '  on  account  of  parentage  or 
nationality,  or  residence  or  non-residence  in 
Ireland." 

Mr.  Barton — Clause  4,  page  2,  line  19,  atend, 
insert — "  Suspending  or  prejudicially  a^cting 
the  right  of  any  jwrson  to  the  writ  of  habeas 
corpus." 

•Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  rose 
to  move  an  Amendment  to  leave  out  of 
the  clause  the  first  sub-section,  providing 

Digitized  by 


{18  June  1893} 


923 


Government  of 


{COMMONS}  Ireland  Bill.  924 


that  the  powers  of  the  Irish  Legialature 
shall  iiot  extend  to  the  making  of  auy 
law— 

"  (1)  Resiwcttng  the  establishment  or  eodow- 
ment  of  religloa  or  prohibiting  the  free  exercise 
thereof ;  or."  ■ 

The  boD.  Member  said,  as  there  was  & 
second  Amendmeut  on  the  Paper,  he 
would  move  to  leave  out  of  the  sub- 
sectiou  the  first  part  which  read  "re- 
specting the  endowment  of  religion."  As 
the  question  of  the  establishment  and 
endowment  of  religion  in  Ireland  must 
form  an  essential  part  of  tlie  work  of  an 
Irish  Legislature*  it  seemed  to  him  an 
extraordinary  position  for  them  to  think 
they  were  going  to  reconcile  the  Irish 
by  taking  away  from  tliem  the  very 
power  which  they  all  knew  would  form 
one  of  the  main  features  and  w  ishes  of  the 
Irish  people.  ["No,  no  I"]  Possibly  a 
certain  number  of  Irish  Members  in  that 
House  might  say  they  had  no  wish  to 
<lo  that ;  but  it  seemed  to  him  obvious 
when  they  recognised  that  an  Irish  Par- 
liament was  being  established  alisolutely 
by  the  influence  of  the  priesthood  in  Ire- 
land— or  practically  established  by  that 
priesthood,  and  maintained  by  it — it 
seemed  to  him  they  were  quibbling  with 
the  absolute  facts  when  they  igtiored 
that  fact.  He  himself  did  not  see  any 
great  evil  in  allowing  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture to  do  this.  It  was  true,  there  was 
an  idea  that  it  would  cut  against  certain 
interests  in  Ireland  ;  but  still,  if  they  did 
prohibit  this,  they  would  be  laying  up  for 
themselves  a  certain  amount  of  difficulty 
in  dealing  with  the  Irish  Question.  The 
Irish  difficulties  were  twofold.  There 
was,  no  doubt,  the  Land  Question,  but 
there  was  also  the  very  large  and  perhaps 
even  more  permanently  great  question  of 
religion  ;  and  it  seemed  to  him  in  these 
days  they  could  not  and  should  not 
ignore  the  fact  that  the  religious 
feeling  was  very  strong  in  Ireland. 
He  was  convinced  that  if  they  did 
restrict  the  Irish  Legislature  from  in  any 
way  touching  the  establishment  or  en- 
dowment of  religion,  the  result  must 
follow  that  it  would  be  done  iu  an  in- 
direct manner.  They  had  heard  that 
this  was  quite  possible  by  a  system  of 
endowing  education,  and  paying  teachers, 
and  indirectly  giving  grants,  not  techni- 
cally and  absohitely  for  religion,  but, 
still,  in  such  a  way  as  that  it  could  be, '. 
and  would  lie,  made  a  system  of  indirect 
Mr.  Hartley 


establishment  of  that  particular  form  of 

religion  to  which  the  majority  of  the 
Irish  people  belonged  ;  and,  therefore,  he 
thought  when  they  were  going  to  give 
the  Irish  people  a  Legislature — to  which 
he  objected  very  strongly — it  was  an 
absurdity  to  take  away  from  that  Legis- 
lature the  very  thing  which,  next  to  the 
land,  was  certainly  the  one  to  which 
they  would  devote  most  attention  as  soon 
as  they  had  got  into  power  in  Dublin. 
If  this  restriction  was  not  taken  oat  of 
the  clause  directly  this  Legislature  was 
passed,  there  would  be  an  amoimt  of 
irritation  and  agitation  against  the 
Imperial  Parliament  in  order  to  make 
alterations  in  this  particular  clause.  He 
tliought  it  would  be  wiser  and  better  to 
face  this  great  question  at  once.  If  there 
was  one  thing  more  than  another  which 
showed  the  hoUowness  and  mockery  of 
the  whole  measure  it  was  that  of  the 
Irish  people  acquiescing  and  silently 
agreeing  to  a  clause  which,  practically, 
everyone  of  them  knew  in  his  heart  he 
objected  to  and  would  do  his  utmost  to 
upset.  No,  no  !  "]  An  hon.  Mem- 
t>er  said  "no,  no;"  hut  if  he  went  to 
Ireland  and  said  the  same  thing,  he  woald 
not  l>e  returned  the  same  as  at  present. 
In  order  to  test  the  sincerity  of  the 
whole  thing,  he  ventured  to  move  that 
the  first  part  of  the  sub-section  respect- 
ing the  establishment  and  endowment  of 
religion  he  omitted.  He  did  not  expect 
a  great  number  of 'the  Irish  Members 
would  support  it ;  still,  he  thought  it 
wonld  be  an  indication  and  evidence  of 
their  bona  Hde$  if  they  really  put  on 
record  their  view  of  this  great  question. 
He  begged  to  more  the  omission  of  the 
words  "  Respecting  the  establishment  or 
endowment  of  religion." 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pi^^  2,  line  20,  to  leave  out  the  wonis 
"  ResfiectiUK  the  establishment  or  endowment 
of  religion."— (,tfr.  Bartley.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

•Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  thought 
this  was  a  clause  which  was  entitled  to 
the  very  particular  attention  of  the 
Government.  The  Government  wwe 
under  the  impression  that  they  had  pro- 
posed nothing  iu  this  Bill  with  r^ard 
to  the  restrictions  as  to  the  establishment 
and  endowment  of  religion  which  was 
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not  matched  and  bettered  other 
eountries,  notably  by  the  United  States 
of  America.  The  Chief  Secretary,  for 
iDStance,  was  of  opiniou  that  the  restric- 
tions in  this  case  were  not  so  great  as 
those  placed  in  the  United  States  of 
America  by  the  United  States  Coustitu- 
Uon.  [Mr.  J.  Moblet  was  understood  to 
di88eDt.j  He  was  going  to  point  out 
that  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  was  mis- 
taken in  this  view  ;  and  as  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  now  admitted  it,  he  would 
simply  quote  in  corroboration  of  that 
admission  a  statement  of  a  Judge  who 
was  an  acknowledged  authority  on  the 
subject.  He  would  not  trouble  the 
Committee  but  for  the  importance  of  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  W,  REDMOND  (Clare,  E.):  We 
are  agreed. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  they 
were  not  all  agreed  ;  aud,  although  the 
Government  had  not  shown  a  disposition 
to  question  the  justice  of  the  view  he  was 
placing  before  the  House,  he  might  refer 
them  to  the  authority  he  was  a  moment 
ago  about  to  cite — he  meant,  Judge 
Cooley.  He  wished  to  point  out  that, 
while  they  were  professing  to  legislate 
on  the  ground  of  the  American  Conetitu- 
tion  and  on  its  lines,  they  were  presenting 
in  the  Bill  the  American  Constitution 
with  all  the  goodness  knocked  out  of  it 
— with  all  its  brains  gone — and  without 
its  best  parts,  which  were  those  parts 
that  were  borrowed  from  England.  So 
far  from  the  United  States,  as  a  whole, 
prohibiting  the  endowment  of  religion, 
the  fact  was  that  the  law  in  various 
States  showed  the  greatest  possible 
diversity  in  regard  to  the  profession  of 
religious  belief.  In  some  States  there 
was  an  article  that  a  man  could  not  hold 
office  who  entertained  any  doubt  as  to 
the  existence  of  the  Deity.  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  Irish  Secretary  (Mr.  J. 
Morley)  would  care  to  adapt  that  to  the 
case  of  Irishmen.  \_Cries  of  "  Oh  !  "] 
The  chairman  :  Order,  order  ! 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill  were  exactly  the 
eoDtrary  of  those  contained  in  the 
American  Constitntion,  and  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddingtou  (Lord 
R.  Churchill)  was  right  when  be  said 
that  in  no  country  in  the  world  were 
there  so  many  and  such  great  restrictious 
as  the  Bill  proposed  to  impose  upon 
Ireland.    They  had  the  provisions  of 


distrust  in  various  places.  They  had 
them  in  the  case  of  the  Judges,  who  were 
to  have  a  special  official  to  carry  out  the 
laws  lest  they  should  not  care  to  do  it  or 
did  not  want  to  do  it.  But  in  uo  part  of 
the  Bill  was  the  distrust  so  strong  as  in 
the  clauses  dealing  with  the  establish* 
moiit  and  endowment  of  religiou.  It 
had  been  said  that  religion  was  an  affair 
of  latitude.  He  admitted  that  climate 
did  have  some  influence  on  the  beliefs  of 
a  people  ;  but  the  previous  history  of  a 
country  contritmttMl  to  them.  They 
knew  that  a  special  form  of  re- 
ligiou— a  form  of  which  he  would 
not  say  one  word  in  derogation, 
for  he  respected  all  religions, 
except  only  that  belief  which  was  called 
Atheism,  and  which  was  of  no  good 
whatever — had  prevailed  in  Ireland  as  a 
result  of  the  condition  of  her  social  state. 
Was  uot  that  a  special  reason  why  con- 
siderable liberty  shonld  lie  given  to  the 
Irish  Legislature  ?  Why  should  that 
country  (Ireland)  not  have  an  equality  of 
liberty  with  the  American  States,  where 
such  power  was  given  to  the  Legisla- 
tures ?  [Mr.  J.  Morley  was  about  to 
leave  the  House  as  the '  hen.  Member 
was  speaking.]  Before  the  Chief 
Secretary  quite  left  the  House — [Mr. 
J.  Morley  here  returned] — he  would 
Hke  to  ask  him  whether  he  was  prepared 
to  give  this  amount  of  lil>erty  In  the  Bill  ? 
As  he  had  said,  the  noble  Lord  had 
described  the  Bill  as  having  more  re- 
strictions in  it  than  any  Bill  or  Ac(  in 
the  world  or  any  measure  raising  a  Con- 

stitutionthat  had  ever  been  produced  

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddingtou, 
S.)  :  I  was  not  arguing  in  favour  of  an 
Amendment  of  this  kind. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
was  quite  aware  of  that,  and  he  had  not 
quoted  the  noble  Lord  as  supporting  an 
Amendment  in  the  i&cvn?,  and  of  the 
character  of  that  introduced  by  his  hon. 
Friend.  The  Irish  Secretary  had  said 
that  the  countries  upon  which  restric- 
tious were  imposed  were  satisfied  with 
them ;  and  he  (Mr.  Bowles)  not 
replying  to  the  argument  of  the  noble 
Lord,  nor  showing  that  he  was  advo- 
cating the  policy  of  the  Amendment ; 
but  he  was  endeavouring  to  show  the 
difficulties  by  which  the  Bill  was  sur- 
rounded, and  to  point  out  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  that,  if  they  were  to  have 
Home  Rule  in  Ireland,  th^  should  not 
Digitized  by  GOOQIC 


927  Government  of 


{COMMONS} 


Ireland  Bill,  928 


follow  the  policy  which  it  was  the 
eritlent  object  of  the  GoTernmeiit  to 
adhere  to. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  could 
not  vote  for  the  Ameudnieiit,  aud  he 
hoped  it  would  not  be  presse<l  to  a 
Division  ;  but  the  Mover  of  the  Ameud- 
meot  had  at  lea^t  one  of  those  poiuts, 
which  they  were  always  meetiug  iu  their 
Debates  on  the  Bill,  which  placed  before 
them  the  alteraative  whether  this  Bill 
would  be  a  working  measure  or  whether 
they  were  to  endeavour  to  restrict  the 
power  which  it  was  sought  to  impose  ou 
the  Irish  Legislature.  Those  who  went 
Id  for  Home  Rule — thoBe  who  were  in 
favour  of  it — on  the  grouud  that  it  would 
give  the  people  of  Ireland  liberty  to 
manage  their  own  business  were,  he 
thought,  bouud  to  vote  for  au  Ameud- 
ment  of  this  kind.  He  was  unable  to 
conoeive  that  an  Irish  Legislature,  re- 
stricted as  this  Bill  restricted  that  which 
it  was  proposed  to  set  up,  would  be  con- 
tented with  its  position.  As  his  hon. 
Friend  had  pointed  out,  if  they  withdrew 
a  power  of  this  kind  from  the  Irish 
Legislature,  Irish  feeling  would  be  ex- 
cited, aud  it  was  difficult  to  understaud 
how  there  could  be  any  belief  or  hope 
that  the  measure  could  become  per- 
manent. If  he  were  a  Home  Kuler  he 
should  certainly  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment, and  he  thought  hon.  Geuttemeu 
who  believed  in  Home  Kale  would  act 
iueousistcutly  if  they  did  not  vote  for  it^ 
or,  if  it  were  not  pressed,  support  it. 
Their  not  doing  so,  he  thought,  was 
calculated  to  raise  a  new  phase  of  the 
Irish  Question. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  No, 
no. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the 
supporters  of  the  Government  would 
render  the  Bill  innocuous.  For  his  part, 
he  could  not,  as  he  had  said,  vote  for  the 
Ameudnient,  which  would  be  not  only 
opposed  to  the  principle  of  his  Party,  hut 
which  would  be  also  opposed  to  the 
sentiment  of  the  British  people.  If  the 
Bill  was  to  be  a  lasting  one,  nceordiug  to 
the  principle  advocated  by  the  Govern- 
ment, it  should  be  amended  in  the  direc- 
tion that  had  been  suggested  ;  but  he 
was  not  anxious  to  add  to  the  very  largo 
powers  for  evil  which  the  Government 
proposed  to  confer  upon  Ireland. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  shall 
not  attempt  to  go  into  the  argument 

Mr,  Oibum  Bowie* 


against  the  Bill  or  the  statement  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  in 
respect  of  this  Bill.  My  reason  for  not 
intervening  sooneris  that  I  was  anxious  to 
give  au  opportunity — as  this  Amendment 
would  affect  the  power  of  thelrish  Legisla- 
ture— for  the  views  of  any  Nationalist 
Member  from  Ireland  who  mightfeel  it  his 
duty  to  speak  ou  the  Ameudmeut.  For 
my  own  part,  I  confess  I  would  not  have 
the  smallest  fear  in  entrusting  the  Irish 
people  with  this  power,  dealing  with  the 
establishment  or  endowment  of  a  parti- 
cular religion  or  a  particular  Cfauroh, 
because  I  believe  that  the  day  for  found- 
ing establishments  of  religion  is  gone  by. 
Establishments  of  religion  have  always 
appearal  to  me  to  be  accompanied  by — 
not  religious  unity,  but  religious  dis- 
unit}' — disunity  of  religious  feeling,  and 
that  might  result  in  a  country  where 
there  is  such  a  diversity  of  belief  as  there 
is  in  Ireland.'  But  I  do  not  believe  that 
the  Irish  Members  have  any  desire — not 
the  smallest  desire — to  ask  for,  or  to 
secure,  the  establishment  of  any  religion. 
Complaint  has  been  made  that  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  In  1886  make  any  pro- 
vision of  this  kind  in  the  Bill  of  that 
year.  But  it  was  felt  in  many  quarters 
since  then  that  the  great  majority  in  Ire- 
land who  were  attached  to  a  particular 
religion  might  possibly  be  attracted  to  an 
idea  of  this  kind  iu  conformity  with  the 
form  of  their  religion  ;  and  the  Govern- 
ment were  encouraged  to  consult  the 
Irish  Members  in  reUtion  to  the  matter. 
Well,  we  now  recognise — ^I,  for  one,  do — 
that  a  concession  has  been  made  by  Ire- 
laud— a  generous  concession— in  surrender- 
ing the  right  to  deal  with  this  subject. 
I  thiuk  the  decision  is  a  wise  decision,  and 
we  desire  to  give  effect  to  it  and  to 
support  it.  I  do  not  know,  but  I  think 
we  may  assume  that,  even  if  the  Irish 
Legislature  had  the  power,  it  would  be 
most  unlikely  to  exercise  it.  Therefore, 
we  are  uot  disposed  to  entertain  the 
Amendment.  If  there  is  a  restriction  of 
Irish  liberty,  it  is  a  restriction  that  is 
freely  and  volnntarily  accepted  by  Ireland, 
and  it  is  a  restriction  that  will  disarm 
apprehension  from  those  who  may  have 
been  disposed  to  think  that  au  Irish 
Legislature  would  establish  religion  iu 
Ireland. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Bbmuig- 
ham,  Bordesley)  said,  the  use  of  such  an 
AmendOient  as  this  was  educational 
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oae.     It  was  iDtended  to  show  to  the 
couDtiy  the  inconsistency  of  the  Govern- 
ment proposals.    As  had  just  been  statctl, 
the  restriution  now  introduced  was  to 
disarm  apprehension — it  was  to  be  a  sop 
to  the  British  people  to  convince  them 
that  the  Irish  minority  wonid  not  be  op- 
pressed.   Bnt  it  seemed  absurd  to  biiii 
thati  after  setting  up  ati  Irisb  Legisla- 
ture  and   an    Irisb*  Government  and 
£xecative  dependent  upon  it,  they  should 
exclude  from  its  cognisance  such  things 
as  religion  and  edncatiou.     It  should 
require  very  little  talk  to  eoable  them  to 
come  to  a  concluBioa  on  that  point.  The 
right  bon.  Grentlemau  would  not  give  at 
present  that  which  would  be  demanded 
in  the  future,  and  the  granting  of  which 
this    Parliament   would   be   unable  to 
resist.  He  would  like  to  ask  the  Liberals 
whether,  if  in  the  future  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment  and  the  independent  Executive 
of  Ireland  came  to  them  and  demanded 
the  right  to  deal  with  religion  and  educa- 
tion, would  they,  or  could  they,  oppose 
the  justice  of  the  demand  ?    If  these  two 
matters  were   not    matters    of  purely 
domestic  interest  he  did  not  know  what 
matters  were  to  come  under  that  descrip- 
tion.   The  Prime  Minister  had  spoken 
of  the  Irish  Members  as  conseutiug  to 
the   restrictiou  ;    but   they   could  not 
give  consent  to  it  ou  behalf  of  Irish 
people  at  all  times,   aud   he  thought 
British  Members  siiould  feel  humilii^teil  at 
hearing  from  the  Prime  Minister  that 
the  Irish  had  surrendered  as  an  act  of 
generosity  towards  this  country.     If  the 
Irish  Members  had  conquered  the  British 
Government,  it  was  to  be  remembered 
that  they  had  not  yet  conquered  the 
British  people.    The  Government  spoke 
of  the  Irish  Nationalist  Members  and 
their  followers  as  the  Irish  people  ;  but 
there  was,  at  any  rate,  one-fourtli  of  the 
population  in  Ireland  who  were  Iritthmen, 
constituting  the  Protestant  minority,  left 
out  of  account  by  the  Government.  He 
would  like  to  know  if  the  Govertinieut 
were  not  prepared — tliey  had  uot  hillierto 
done  BO — to  discuss  the  apprehensioun  of 
the  Protestant  minority  ?    If  they  diil, 
they  would  see  that  there  was  a  fear  that 
the  Irish  Legislature  would  establish  and 
endow  religion.    The  minority  could  ouly 
come  to  the  conclusion  now  that  the 
provision  in  the  Bill  was  a  mere  paper  safe- 
guard.   The  Irish  majority  would  iiave 
secured  their  object ;  aud  if  they  were 


to  have  Home  Bule  he  was  not  going  to 
dispute  their  right  to  secure  that  object ; 
but  the  discusxion  on  the  matter  would 
show  to  the  friends  of  lil>crty  in  England 
and  to  the  Protestants  in  Ireland  that  there 
was  nothing  but  a  paper  sufi'gimrd  to 
disarm  those  who  hail  apprelieuKions,  and 
that  the  power,  if  not  granted  now, 
would  be  granted  at  a  future  time — when 
this  Parliament  would  Imvc  no  power  to 
prevent  the  establishmeut  of  a  Church  in 
Irelaud — supposing  the  Irir^li  people 
desired  it — an  establishment  for  the 
support  of  which  the  Irish  Protestant 
minority  would  he  taxetl,  without  any 
law  existing  to  prevent  the  injustice. 

Mk.  T.  HAKRINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour)  said,  they  had  just  listened  to 
a  very  extraordinary  speech  from  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman,  and  which  might 
be  taken  in  conjunction  with  the  calumnies 
hurled  gainst  Ireland  by  himself  aud  the 
Party  he  was  associated  with  for  the 
past  seven  years.  And  this  attitude  was 
assumed  at  a  moment  when,  as  a  con- 
cession to  the  feeling  of  the  Irish  Pro- 
testant minority,  the  Irish  Metnbers  were 
willing  that  tbe  power  of  establishing 
religion  or  education  should  be  removed 
from  the  purview  of  the  Irish  Legislature. 
It  was  not  true  that  there  would  be  any 
demand  for  an  amendment  of  the  Bill  iu 
thia  respect.  He  believed  that  if  the 
Government  had  introduced  a  Bill  with 
tb  is  provision,  as  proposed  by  the 
Amendmeutf  not  only  the  Irish 
Nationalists,  but  every  section  of  opinion 
iu  Irehintl,  would  have  insisted  that  it 
should  be  removed  from  the  Bill.  They 
had  agreed  to  the  concession,  their  wish 
being  to  maintain  the .  principle  iu  the 
Bill.  The  Irish  people  were  quite  fitted 
to  look  after  their  various  religions,  aud 
they  did  not  want  any  law  which  would 
give  them  the  power  the  Amendment 
sought  to  impose. 

Mit.  BARTLEY  said,  as  the  Irish 
McnilxTS  appeared  to  be  satisfied  that 
the  Le^i.slaturo  should  be  subject  to  re- 
striction, he  would  be  content  that  the 
Amendment  should  be  negatived. 

Amendment  negatived. 

The  chairman  :  The  next  Amend- 
raeut  in  Order  stands  iu  the  name  of  the 
hou.  Member  for  York  (Mr.  Buteher). 

Mr.  butcher  said,  he  rose  to 
move — 
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In  iii^  2,  line  21,  after  "lAiereof,"  insert  "  or 
the  disestablinhment  or  dlKem  lawmen  t  nf  my 
ReligiouR  Body." 

The  object  of  the  AnieiKliuest  was  to 
prevent  the  Irish  Legislature  from  takiug 
-  away  or  appropriatiug  the  property  of 
auy  Religious  Bo«1y.    There   was,  for 
iustauce,  the  property  of  the  Irish  Church. 
They  were  aware  that  a  good  deal  of  that 
property  was  taken  away  under  an  Act 
of  Parliament,  whetlier  rightly  or  wrongly 
he  was  not  going  to  say.*  He  thought 
he  would  be  borne  out  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  subject  to  whose  correction  he 
spoke,  that  the  Church  was  allowed  to 
retain  the  property  acquired  within  a 
period  of  80  years  prior  to  the  passing  of 
the  Act.    It  was  not  improbable,  or  at 
any  rate  impossible,  that  the  Irisii  Lcgis- 
latiire  might  assume  that  this  projicrty 
was  of  a  semi  -  pnblie  character,  and 
might  wish  to  devote  it  to  secular  uses. 
The  Legislature  might  say  that  tho  funds 
were  semi-public,  and  should  be  used  for 
what  it  might  consider  a  better  pur(K)se. 
He  took  it  that  on  no  side  of  the  House 
would  there  be  any  desire  to  aprropriatc 
auy  such  funds  as  these.      The  only 
question  was,  was  there  any  provision 
in  the  Bill  preventing  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment from  acting  in  this  way  ?    He  had 
looked  through  the  restrictions  in  the 
Bill,  and  the  only  section  he  could  find 
which  it  could  be  suggested  would  pre- 
vent such  an  act  was  Sub-section  3  of 
this  clause ;   but  he  ventured  to  think 
even  if  it  was  intended  that  Sub-section 
3  should  apply  to  such  a  case  as  this, 
that  inteutiou  was  not  carried  out.  Sub- 
sectiou  3  said  the  powers  of  the  Irish 
Legislature  should  not  extend  to  the 
making  of  any  law 

"Abr<^ting  iir  prejudicially  affecting  the 
ri;?ht  to  establteh  or  maintain  any  place  of 
denominational  edncation  or  any  dcnomina- 
tional  institution  or  charity." 

It  occurred  to  him  that  those  words 
were  not  intended  to  cover  the  case  of  the 
funds  of  a  Religious  Body  at  all,  but  were 
intended  to  cover  denominational  educa- 
tion, or  a  denominational  institution  or 
charity.  But  supposing  these  words 
*Meuominational  institution"  could  he 
BO  extended  as  to  cover  a  Beligious  Body, 
then  he  said  the  words  of  the  Bill  as 
they  stood  did  not  prevent  the  Irish 
Parliament  from  depriving  such  a  Body 
as  the  Irish  Church  of  the  Church  funds. 
The  words  oiriy  affected  the  right  to 

Mr.  Butcher 


maintain  the  Irish  Church.  Could  it  be 
said  that  to  take  away  a  portion  of  the 
fuuds  would  affect  the  right  to  maintain 
the  Irish  Church  ?  If  so,  the  words 
were  extremely  inapt  ;  and  if  the  Goveni- 
ment  did  really  intend  that  the  right  of 
the  Irish  Chnrch  to  maintain  and  keep 
their  present  endowments  should  not  be 
affected,  then  he  would  ask  them  to  in- 
troduce some  words  into  the  clause 
which  would  give  effect  to  that  object. 
As  the  matter  stood  at  present,  no  lay- 
man rcadiug  the  Bill  would  suppose  the 
case  he  put  was  met  by  the  words  in 
Sub-section  3.  He  '  would  ask  the 
Government  to  introduce  words  to  carry 
out  the  purpose  intended.  He  moved, 
instead  of  the  words  in  the  Ameudment, 
to  insert  after  the  word  "or,"  the  words 
"appropriating  or  diverting  the  property 
of  any  Religious  Body." 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word 
"  or,"  to  insert  the  words  **  appropriatiug 
or  diverting  the  property  of  any  Reli- 
gious Body." — {3fr.  Butcher.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  insertetl." 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  A  word  almost, 
I  think,  will  be  sufficient  to  answer  the 
hou.  aud  learned  Gentleman  ;  in  fact,  he 
has  himself  anticipated  what  the  answer 
would  be.  We  contend  that  this  point  is 
entirely  met  by  Sub-sections  3  and  6. 
Sub-section  3  says  they  may  not 
abrt)gate  or  prejudicially  affect  any  de- 
nominational institution,  and  Sub-section 
6  meets  the  case  raised  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, for  it  saves  any  existing  Cor- 
poration incorporated  by  Royal  Charter 
or  Act  of  Parliament,  and  the  Episcopal 
Churcb  is  incorporated  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament. 

Mit.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  object 
of  my   hou.  and  learned  Friend  who 

moved  the  Amendment  is  to  prevent  the 
appropriation  of  the  funds  of  a  religions 
denomination.  The  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man, in  reply,  says  the  point  is  good 
enough  in  itself  ;  but  it  will  be  met  by 
Sub-section  3  of  the  Bill  as  it  elands. 
[Mr.  J.  MoRLEV  :  And  Sub-section  6,]] 
Sub-section  3  refuses  the  Legislature 
power  to  abrogate  or  prejudicially  affect — 
what  ?  Kot  a  religious  establishment  or 
place  of  denominatioDal  eduuatioa,  or 
denominational  institution  or  charity  ;• 
but  the  right  to  establish  sucb  institution. 
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[Mr.  J.  MoRLEY  :  Or  maintain.]  Yes  ; 
bat  tbe  word  '*  right  "  goveros  the  word 
maiDtain."  But  taking  away  the  funds 
of  the  late  Established  Irish  Church  does 
not  |»«judicially  affect  its  right  to  main- 
tain. I  really  canoot  coDceive,  if  legal 
laagu^e  has  the  slightest  analogy  to 
the  English  language  as  ordinarily 
spoken,  how  anyone  can  really  believe 
Uiat  Sub-section  3  can  really  cover  the 
whole  point  raised  by  my  hon.  Friend  ; 
and  I  hope  if  the  0-overnment  are  in 
favour  <^  his  view,  they  wilt,  at  all 
events,  modify  the  language  of  the  Bill, 
and  make  it  perfectly  clear  that  such 
funds  as  are  left  at  preseut  to  the  Church 
of  Ireland  or  other  institution  shall  not 
be  at  the  mercy  of  the  Legialatore  they 
propose  to  set  up. 

Ms.  V.  GIBBS  (Herts,  St.  Albans) 
asked  what  was  the  objection  of  the 
Government  to  acceptlug  tbe  words  of  the 
proposed  Amendment  ?  They  said  they 
desired  to  produce  the  same  effect  as  tbe 
hon.  Member  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment, who  desired  to  put  in  plain  words, 
whereas  those  of  the  Government  only 
expressed  what  was  intended  very  loosely 
and  vaguely — if,  indeed,  they  expressed  it 
at  all.  He  would  point  out  that  the 
Amendment  would  give  satisfaction  to 
those  who  were  apprehensive  of  risk,  and 
would  in  no  way  interfere  with  the 
object  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  A  lapse  of 
memory  prevented  me  dealing  with  Sub- 
section 6,  on  which  the  Chief  Secretary 
says  be  relies  as  supplementing  Sub- 
section 3.  Sub-section  6  says  the  power 
of  the  Irish  Legislature  shall  not  extend 
to  making  any  laws. 

**  Whereby  any  existing  Corporation  incor- 
porated by  Boyal  Charter,  or  by  any  local  or 
general  Act  of  Parliament  ...  be  deprived  of 
its  lights." 

Are  we  to  suppose  that  every  Religious 
Body  is  incorporated  either  by  Act  of 
Parliament  or  Koyal  Charter  ?  We  all 
know  that  is  not  the  fact,  and  Sub- 
section 6,  as  it  standH,  is  as  powerless 
to  cover  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  I  think  I  have  shown  that 
Sub-section  3  is.  There  is  really  no 
point  of  sulutantial  difference  between 
the  two  sides  of  the  Hooae,  the  only 

rint  being  as  to  legal  draftsmanship, 
would,  therefore,  ask  tbe  Solicitor 
General  to  consent  to  tbe  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  or  introduce  words 

VOL.  Xm.    [foubth  bbbies.] 


equivalent  to  it,  or  show  in  some  more 
satisfactory  manner  thau  has  been  shown 
up  to  the  present  that  the  words  of  the 
Bill  carry  out  the  intention  which  the 
Government  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend 
should  be  covered. 

•SiK  J.  LUBBOCK  (Loudon  Uni- 
versity) pointed  out  that  thongh  Uie 
6th  sub-section  forbid  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment to  make  a  law,  it  permitted  the 
object  to  be  effected  on  an  Address,  which 
came  to  the  same  thing.  Therefore,  as  he 
read  tbe  sub-section,  if  both  Houses  com- 
bined to  present  such  an  Address,  what  it 
was  intended  to  prevent  by  the  Amendment 
could  be  done.  Ketther  Sub-section  3 
nor  Sub-section  6  really  effected  the 
object  of  the  Government,  and  he  hoped 
they  would  receive  some  assurance  horn 
the  Government  that  they  would  either 
accept  the  Amendment  or  introduce  other 
suitable  words, 

Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.)  said,  that  no 
Irish  Member  wished  to  disendow  or 
disestablish  further  thau  had  already  been 
done  any  Religious  Body  in  Ireland.  So 
far  as  the  Church  of  Ireland  was  con- 
cerned— that  was  the  Protestant  Epis- 
copalian Church — it  was  fully  met  by 
Clause  6,  because  it  was  a  C<M*poration, 
having  been  incorporated  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament. There  were  other  Religious 
Bodies  which  were  not  Corporations,  or 
incorporated  by  Act  of  Pariiameut ;  but 
in  that  case  Sub-section  5  fully  dealt 
with  the  matter,  because  in  those  cases 
tbe  property  of  these  Religious  Bodies  was 
vested  in  trustees,  and  those  trustees 
could  not  be  deprived  of  their  property 
without  due  process  of  law.  He  main- 
tained that  the  matter  was  fully  dealt 
with  by  tbe  Bill  as  it  stood, 

Mb.  RKNTOUL  (Down,  E.)  said,  the 
hon.  Member  who  moved  this  Amend- 
ment had  before  his  mind  the  Irish 
Church.  But  there  was  another  Church 
in  Irel8nd,the  Presbyterian  Church,  which 
was  very  materially  affected  by  this 
matter.  The  Presbyterian  Church  was, 
to  a  certain  extent,  an  endowed  Church. 
It  was  disendowed  at  tbe  same  time  that 
the  Irish  Episcopal  Church  was  disen- 
dowed and  disestablished  ;  but  there  was 
a  grant  of  wmmntation  money  given  to 
that  Church  which  amounted  to  consider- 
ably over  half  its  entire  previous  income. 
That  money,  received  directly  from  the 
Govertimeut,  was  invested  by  the  leaders 
of  the  Irish  Presbyterian  Church,  and 
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wag  still  80  invested  ;  and  consequently 
diat  Cbnrcfa  was  at  the  present  time  in  ao 
indirect  way  an  endowed  Chnrcb,  re- 
ceiving income  from  money  which  came 
directly  from  the  Imperiul  resources  ot 
this  country.  That  l>eiiig  so,  it  would  be 
perfectly  natural  that  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture might  say  that  they  would  carry  out 
to  its  fullest  extent  the  principle  of  dis- 
eudowment  which  was  passed  by  that 
Parliament  in  1869,  and  take  away  the 
money  given  to  the  Irish  Presbyterian 
Church  at  that  time,  and  which  consti- 
tuted, iu  point  of  fact,  an  endowment  of 
that  Church  at  the  pi^esent  moment.  The 
point  with  regard  to  incorporation  which 
had  been  referred  to  as  regarded  the  Pro- 
testant Episcopal  Church  did  not,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  apply  to  the  Presbyterian 
Church  ;  and  it  seemed  to  him  that  from 
that  point  of  view  there  did  need  to  be 
put  into  this  Act  something  clearly  safe- 
guarding the  Irish  Presbyterian  Church 
in  this  matter,  especially  as  it  probably 
ironldhave  very  few  Representatives  in  the 
Irish  Parliament.  It  should,  therefore, 
have  every  protection  not  only  as  re- 
garded the  endowment  it  had  received 
from  the  Treasury,  but  also  as  regarded 
the  great  funds  it  had  established  for 
itself,  so  that  the  Irish  Legislature  in  the 
future  could  not  possibly  lay  its  hands  on 
any  of  these  funds.  It  might  be  contended 
there  was  no  danger  of  this,  but  the  Irish 
Legislature  could  not  claim  to  be  more 
honest  than  the  English  Legislature  ;  and 
if  the  Imperial  Parliament,  aocording  to 
the  opinion  of  many  of  them  in  1869, 
Ifud  its  hands  on  the  funds  of  the  Church 
of  Ireland,  it  was  possible  the  Irish 
Legislature,  following  the  example  thus 
set,  niight  interfere  in  conuectiou  with 
these  funds  of  the  Irish  Presbyterian 
Church,  and  he  earnestly  appealed  to  the 
Prime  Minister  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, or  similar  words  to  carry  out  the 
object  aimed  at,  and  safe^uanl  a  very 
large  amount  of  valuable  property  con- 
nected with  the  Churches  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  (Dover)  urged  the. 
Government  to  agree  to  the  Amendment, 
or  insert  words  to  safeguard  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Churches.  No  one  had 
answered  the  contention  of  the  right  hoo. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  London  that  even  supposing  the 
Church  to  which  allusion  was  made  was 
covered  by  the  definition  of  a  Corporation 
in  the  sub-section^  and  the  wwds  in  the 

Mr,  Rentoul 
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same  snb-seetion  without  doe  process 
of  law,"  there  still  remained  the  fact  that 
the  Irish  Houses  of  Parliament  coald 
<leprive  them  of  their  {Hrop^y  upon  an 
Address.  What  was  the  differeoee 
between  depriving  them  of  it  by  Address 
or  by  law  ?  If  that  point  was  unsound, 
let  the  Government  point  out  where  the 
unsoundness  lay  ? 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL:  I  should 
tike  to  ask  the  Solicitor  Greneral  whether 

"  Prejodidally  affecting  the  ri^bt  ti>  establish 
(IT  maintain  any  denominational  institatiea  V  •  . 

would  cover  the  ease  of  the  FroteBtanC 

Church  Synod  or  the  case  of  the  Presby- 
terian Endowments  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  thought  th^ 
criticism  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  was  not  an 
unjust  one,  and  said  that,  in  order  to  meet 
that  and  other  objections  raised,  the  Go- 
vernment would  propose  to  add '  at  the 
end  of  Snb-section  3,  when  it  eanie 
on  iu  due  course,  these  wonls,  "  diverting 
the  property  of  any  Religious  Body." 

Mu.  BUTCHER  :  I  am  much  obliged 
to  the  Chief  Secretary.  I  certainly 
assent  to  that,  and  it  meets  tlie  object  I 

have  iu  view. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  moved  to  add 
to  the  end  of  the  sub-section  the  w(mis 
"  whether  directly  or  indirectly."  In  a 
Second  Reading  speech  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Paddiugton  pointed  out 
with  unanswerable  force  that  though  it 
might  be  impossible  under  this  Bill 
directly  to  endow  religion  it  was  perfeclly 
easy  to  indirectly  endow  religion  ;  and  he 
showed  how  in  connection  with  national 
or  industrial  schools  or  otherwise,  it 
might  be  possible  to  give  soiiietliing 
which  could  not  be  defined  by  l*w  as 
endowment  of  religion,  but  which  would, 
in  effect,  turn  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy 
in  Ireland  into  a  State-supported  Body. 
He  thought  it  was,  therefore,  important 
these  woixls  should  be  introduced. 

Amendment  proposed,  to-  add  to  the 
end  of  the  sabrBectimk  the  w<w(b 
"  whether  directly  or  IndiKectly." — ( Jfr. 
A.  J.  Balfour.) 

Question  proposed,  "  Tliat  those  wor^s 
bo  there  added.** 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  did  not  think  the 
words  would  add  very  imtch  to  what  was 
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abehdy  intended  and  provided  for  in 
BilL   He  would  also  point  out  that  the 
wnds  would  come  in  very  awkwardly  at 

die  end  of  the  clause.  The  GovernmeDt 
had  QO  objectioD  in  principle  totheioser- 
tion  of  the  words. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  suggested  that  the 
wwds  should  come  immediatelj  after  the 
word  "  religion." 

LoED  R.  CHURCHILL  :  Do  I  uoder- 
atand  the  Chief  Secretary  will  accept 
these  words  "  directly  or  indirectly  "  ? 

Ub.  J.MORLET  :  Yes. 

Ur.  KNOX  said,  tliat  he  did  not  say 
that  any  IrishmaD  wished  to  endow 
religion  directly  or  indirectly,  so  that  on 
the  merits  of  the  matter  he  did  not  think 
they  had  any  objection.  At  [he  same  time, 
H  a  matter  of  drafting,  he  could  not  cou- 
ceiTe  anything  more  unhappy  than  the 
insOTtion  of  these  words  in  this  partioular 
place.  If  these  special  words  were  to  be 
put  in  after  tiie  sub-section  similar 
words  ought  to  be  put  in  after 
every  sub-section  in  all  the  various 
elaiises.  For  instauee.  Sub-section 
2  [H'evented  the  Irish  Legislature 
from  imposing  any  disability,  or  con- 
ferring any  privilege,  on  account  of 
religious  belief.  He  would  take  it  that 
they  were  not  to  be  allowed  to  do  that 
dureotly  or  indirectly. 

LoBD  R.  CHURCHILL  :  But  this  is 
going  in  after  the  word  religion." 

Mr.  KNOX  said,  he  was  referring  to 
Sub-section  2,  to  show  that,  if  it  was  neces- 
sary to  insert  it  in  the  1st  sub-section,  it  was 
necessary  to  insert  it  in  the  other.  In 
the  game  way,  he  might  go  through  erery 
snb-section  of  the  clause  to  illustrate  the 
same  principle.  While  he  had  no 
pl^ection  to  tho  insertion  of  the  words,  he 
must  say  the  only  effect  they  would 
have  would  be  to  imply  that  they  might 
indirectly,  by  other  sections,  do  the  things 
they  were  prevented  from  doing  by  this 
■ectioD. 

Mb.  JOHN  DILLON  (Mayo,  £.)  : 
Whilst  I  jnn  with  the  boo.  Member  who 
has  just  spoken  in  saying  there  is  not 
tbeislightest  desire  on  the  part  of  any  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  to  retain  in  the 
Bill  any  power  to  endow  religion  in 
Ireland,  either  directly  or  indirectly, 
still  I  think,  before  these  words  are 
accepted  by  the  Government,  we  ought 
to  have  some  opportunity  of  oonsidering, 
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with  l^;al  advice^  what  th«  full  effeot  of 
these  words  would  be.  I  would  point  out 
that  we  have  only  considered  them  for  a 
very  short  time,  and  on  the  moment  I  am 
not  prepared  to  say  to  what  extent  the 
insertion  of  such  words  as  those  would 
affect  the  endowment  of  certain  Charities 
which  are  at  present  largely  endowed  by 
this  House,  and  which,  I  think,  every 
Member  on  both  sides  would  admit,  it 
would  be  very  undesirable  to  interfere 
with  in  the  slightest  degree.  If  I  knew, 
or  if  we  knew,  that  the  acceptance  ot 
these  words  would  not  interfere  with  snob 
Charities,  I  dioukt  not  have  the  least 
objection  to  them ;  but,  before  the  words 
are  actually  accepted,  we  are  entitled  to 
know  to  what  extent  they  might  possibly 
interfere  with  industrial  schools  and 
other  iostitntions  iu  Ireland,  which  no 
hon.  Member  would  desire  to  see  iuter* 
fered  with. 

•Sib  J.  RIGBY  :  It  may  very  well  be 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
spoken  is  right  with  respect  to  endow- 
ments of  Charities.  I  take  it  it  is  not  ia- 
tended  by  either  side  to  say  that  anything 
that  is  now  being  done  in  Ireland  shall  be 
ill^l  for  tbe  Parliament  of  Ireland  in 
respect  of  these  Charities.  If  there  be 
Ctuurities  or  institutions  now  receiving 
State  aid,  it  would  be  a. very  strange 
thing  if  this  Bill,  by  a  side  wind,  were 
to  take  away  from  them  those  rights  to 
receive  such  aid.  There  may  be  schools 
which  are  in  one  sense  denominational, 
but  which  are  perfectly  qualified  for 
receiving,  as  they  actually  now  receive, 
grants  throughout  Ireland.  I  presume  the 
greater  part  of  the  schools  are  denomina- 
tional— that  is,  undo*  the  control  of  one 
Religious  Body  or  another.  I  believe 
also  that  a  vast  number  of  schools  are 
only  attended  by  scholars  of  one  particular 
denomination,  nevertheless  they  comply 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Education 
Code  by  having  a  Conscience  Clause.  It 
would  be  a  ver^  unfortunate  thing  if  all 
such  grants  given  iu  aid  of  education 
now  were  to  be  put  an  end  to  by  the 
force  of  these  words,  and  I  am  enre  no 
one  would  dwue  that.  These  word? 
"directly  or  indirectly"  are  not  apt 
words.  Of  coui«e,  if  you  ^hibit  in  a 
general  way  a  thing  being  doue,  you 
prohibit  its  being  done,  whether  directly 
or  indirectly,  and  the  words  propcs^ 
would  not  render  more  sure  of  prohibi- 
tion  the  endowment  of  reli^on. 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  It  appears 
to  me  that  the  learned  GeDtleman  is 
labouring  under  a  mistake.  He  appears 
to  think  that  we  propose  to  take  away 
existing  endowmeuts  or  subventions 
from  various  Charitable  Bodies.  It  ih 
OTident  that  that  is  not  the  case.  By 
introducing  these  words  we  do  not  affect 
for  good  or  for  evil  any  existing  system.  1 
am  bound  to  say  that  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  was  peafectjy  right  in 
saying  that  this  matter  requires  more 
consideration  than  we  have  given  it. 
The  hon.  Member  desires  that  the  Irish 
Parliament  should  be  left  ample  power 
to  increase  to  auy  extent  subveutions  to 
Denominational  Institutions  when  they 
are  Catholic,  aud  to  reduce  the  sufaveu- 
tioDs  when  they  are  Protestant. 

Mr.  DILLON  said,  he  thought  the 
denominational  system,  both  of  Protes- 
tants and  Catholics  in  Ireland,  was  a 
system  which  had  been  selected  for  iu- 
dustrial  schools,  and  he  would  expect  the 
same  justice  to  be  shown  to  them. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  quite 
aware  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
say  a  siugle  word  indicating  that  his 
policy  would  be  to  disendow  the  Protes- 
tant schools.  That  is  not  the  point. 
The  point  is  what  may  or  may  not  be 
done  by  the  new  Irish  Legislature  if  the 
power  which  the  hon.  Member  desires  it 
should  have  were  given  to  it.  There 
are  in  Ireland  hospitals  under  purely 
Catholic  management,  and  hospitals 
under  purely  Protestant  management, 
and  the  endowments  and  funds  of  these 
Institutions  have,  unhappily,  given  rise 
to  the  most  bitter  controversies.  I  want 
to  know  whether  the  Governmeut  think 
that  the  Irish  Parliament  ought  to  have 
the  power  of  dealing  with  Denomina- 
tional Institutions  of  that  kind  ?  If  the 
Irish  Parliament  is  given  that  power  it 
may  use  it  for  sectarian  purposes  to  the 
disadvantage  of  the  Protestant  com- 
munity. Nothing  can  be  plainer  than 
that  the  Irish  Grovernment  will  have  the 
power  of  turning  the  legislative  autho- 
rity which  you  are  giving  them  to  a  use 
as  purely  sectarian  as  possible. 
•The  secretary  ok  STATE 
FOR  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT 
(Mr.  AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.) :  The  answer 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  twofold. 
In  the  first  place,  I  say  that  if  the  Irish 
Legislature  used  their  power  for  the  pur- 
pose indicated,  such  action  would  come 


within  the  prohibition,  and  would  be  a 
violation  of  the  prohibition.  My  second 
answer  is  that,  if  that  is  not  sufficient, 
the  matter  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man regards  with  apprehension  as  a 
possibility  is  equally  prohibited  by  Sub- 
section 2  of  this  same  cl.use,  because 
undoubtedly  such  legislation  would,  in 
effect,  amount  to  the  conferring  of  a 
privilege  on  account  of  religious  belief. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddington, 
S.)  :  I  am  inclined  to  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  in  no  case 
can  endowed  schools  of  either  creed  be 
interfered  with  by  the  Irish  Legislature  ; 
but  taking  two  great  endowments — May- 
uooth  College,  which  is  Roman  Catholic, 
and  Magee  College,  which  is  Protestant- 
Nonconformist — it  is  quite  clear  that  any 
preference  given  to  one  or  the  other 
would  be  a  violation  of  Sub-section  3. 

•Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (Leeds, 
Ceutral)  said,  he  thought  the  words 
propos^  to  be  inserted  would  hardly  be 
grammatical.  He  would  suggest  that 
they  should  be  "  direct  or  indirect." 

Mr.  y.  GIBBS  thought  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  quite  made  up  their  minds 
what  course  to  take. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  it  seemed  to  be  thought  that  if  a 
grant  were  given  to  a  school  it  might  be 
construed  as  an  endowment  of  religion. 
He  would  remind  the  Committee  that  iu 
England  Roman  Catholic  schools  re- 
ceived grants,  and  so  did  infant  schools. 
In  no  case  could  grants  made  under  this 
authority  be  construed  as  an  endowment 
of  religion.  But  it  might  be  an  indirect 
endowment  of  religion  if  the  Irish 
Legislature  were  to  determine  that  all 
the  masters  of  certain  schools  should  be 
priests. 

Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.)  thought  it  a 
pity  that  an  Amendment  which  had 
been  described  by  the  Law  Officer  of  the 
Government  as  inept  should  be  accepted. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  As  I  under- 
stand oar  present  system,  the  Training 
Colleges  are  provided  with  sums  from 
the  annual  Vote,  which  is  made  efl^tive 
by  an  Appropriation  Bill  that  comes  to 
an  end  every  year.  As  I  understand  the 
restrictions  in  this  clause,  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment could  not  bring  iu  a  new  Vote 
in  Supply,  covered  by  a  new  Appropria- 
tion Bill  continuing  the  old  endowment 
to  these  Religious  or  Denominational 
Bodies.   We  are  all  anaious  that  the 
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Training  Colleges  shonld  oot  be  dealt 
with  by  this  BiU,  and  I  am  of  opinion 
that  70a  will  destroy  Training  Colleges. 

Mb.  T.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour)  said,  he  thought  it  was  clear 
that  the  words  proposed  increased  the 
difficulty  pointed  out  by  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman,  and  the  Government  should 
not,  therefore,  accept  them. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  sug- 
gested that  a  Proviso  bhoutd  be  inserted 
that  tbe  prohibition  shonld  not  Apply  to 
existing  Institutions. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  W^e 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
what  he  desires,  but  we  do  not  agree 
with  him  as  to  what  the  effect  of  the 
Act  will  be.  There  is  110  doubt  what- 
ever that  the  cases  of  Training  Colleges 
fall  exactly  in  the  Bame  category  as 
the  cases  of  ordinary  schools. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  While  tbe 
system  of  primary  education  in  Ireland  is 
avowedly  undenominational  that  of  the 
Training  CoUeges  is  avowedly  de- 
nominational. 

«Mr.MATTH£WS  (Birmingham, £.): 
It  results  from  what  haa  fallen  from  the 
Prime  Minister,  that  the  sub-section  does 
Dot  give  any  protection  whatever  against 
the  evils  which  it  is  acknowledged  might 
be  created  ;  it  will  not  prevent  the  Irish 
Xiegislature  from  endowing  places  of 
education  in  which  tbe  principles  of  one 
denomination  are  taught. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

•Sir  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire) 
moved  to  insert  tbe  following  words  at 
the  end  of  the  1st  sub-section  :  "Ro- 
apecttng  the  disposition  of  property  for 
charitable,  pious,  or  religious  uses,  or.^* 
He  hoped  he  might  be  permitted  to 
remind  the  Committee  of  the  very  great 
importance  of  the  subject.  On  our 
Htatiite  Books,  from  the  very  first,  and 
all  through  the  Middle  Ages,  was  to  be 
found  the  records  of  the  contest  waged 
between  the  State  and  the  ecclesiastical 
ingenuity  with  regard  to  the  bequests  of 
property.  The  object  of  the  State 
-was  to  prevent  property  passing 
into  t^e  dead  hands  of  Corpora- 
tions through  ecclesiastical  influence 
over  persons  in  their  dying  moments. 
Tbe  contest  was  long  and  severe,  and, 
displayed  great  ingenuity  and  erudi- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Bodies  ;  bpt  tb9  influepce  of  the  ^ff^te 


prevailed,  and  no  one  could  deny  that 
this  was  for  the  public  benefit.  They 
had  prevented  real  property  being  dis- 
posed of  under  any  circumstances  by 
will  for  religious,  charitable,  or  pious 
purposes.  They  had  also  laid  down  ex- 
ceptions in  favour  of  some  charitable 
uses  which  were  purely  charitable.  The 
result  had  been  very  satisfactory. .  It 
was  shown  by  a  Consolidation  Act 
passed  In  1888,  which  controlled  dis- 
positions in  favour  of  charitable  usee. 
But  that  Act  did  not  apply  to  Ireland  or 
to  Scotland.  The  Irish  legislation  on 
this  subject  was  the  legislation  of  an 
Irish  Farliameut  which  existed  nnder 
differaut  conditions  from  which  an  Irish 
Parliament  could  ever  exist  in  the  futuro. 
Restrictions  applying  to  Ireland  Ttere 
also  passed  by  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
and  the  question  was,  whether  the  future 
Irish  Legislature  was  to  have  the  power 
to  alter  this  wise  legislation  adopted  in 
the  general  interest  ?  He  did  not  desire 
to  introduce  questions  of  religious  con- 
troversy into  the  discussion,  but  they 
could  not  disguise  from  themselves  the 
enormous  powers  exeroised  by  Ecclesias- 
tical Authorities  in  Ireland ;  and  if  it  wera 
wise  to  prohibit  in  Great  Britain  eccle- 
siastical influence  being  used  on  a  person 
on  his  deathbed  to  acquire  property  for 
Ecclesiastical  Corporations,  was  it  not 
still  more  necessary  to  see  that  this  legis- 
lative prohibition  prevailed  in  Ireland  P 
They  had  examples  recently  of  the  enor- 
mous force  of  the  ecclesiastical  power  in 
Ireland  when  exeroised  in  elections. 
That  meant  an  influence  on  legislation, 
for  if  ecclesiastics  in  Ireland  could  return 
Members  they  could  induce  these  Mem- 
bers to  legislate  as  they  desired.  There- 
fore, there  was  a  greater  neceuity  in 
Ireland  for  these  populations  thui  in 
Great  Britain.  The  Statutes  of  Mort- 
main were  directed  against  the  influence 
of  the  priests ;  the  priests  naturally 
would  be  desirous  to  repeal  them,  and 
there  was  no  doubt  that  they  would  be 
repealed  if  the  power  were  left  to  the 
Irish  Legislature.  It  might  be  said  that 
in  such  a  case  the  veto  would  come  into 
operatifHi.  But  the  veto  meant  nothing 
but  friction,  and  disastrous  friction.  It 
was  better  for  the  Imperial  Fftrliament 
to  interfere  now,  before  the  Bill  had 
passed,  than  after  the  Irish  Legislature 
was  established.  The  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment should  uow  see  fb^t  while  a  gener- 
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OQS  freedom  was  allowed  in  Ireland  for 
the  exercise  of  charity,  there  should  be 
some  restrictions  to  prevent  bequests  of 
land  to  injury  of  the  general  public. 
He  begged  to  moTe  his  Amendment, 
adding  the  word  charitable  "  to  it,  as  it 
stood  on  the  Paper. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  21,  after  the  wonl  "or,"  to 
insert  the  words  "  respecting  the  disposition  of 
propert;  for  cbarilabfe,  piooR,  or  religioos  uses, 
or," 

Question  pn^Kised, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

*SiR  J.  KIGBY  :  This  Ameadment  is 
greatly  extended  by  adding  the  word 
"charitable,"  and  I  do  not  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  us 
svffieient  reason  why  we  should  adopt  it. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  Ireland  and 
England  are  not  on  the  same  footing  as 
regards  the  Law  of  Mortmain,  regulating 
the  leaving  of  laud  for  charitable  pur- 
poses. The  law  that  applies  to  England 
does  not  apply  to  Ireland,  and  the  effect 
of  this  Amendment  would  literally  be  to 
fffevent  the  Irish  Legislature  from 
making  the  law  exactly  the  same  as  it  is 
in  Engluid  now.  There  are  differences 
of  OODsidsrable  importance  between  Ire- 
land and  £ngland  in  the  matter  of  ehiu-i> 
table  bequests.  For  instance,  a  bequest  of 
money  for  the  payment  of  Masses  is 
illegal  in  England  and  is  legal  in  Ire- 
land. The  Imperial  I^ltament  has 
always  recognised  that  it  is  not  good 
policy  to  attempt  to  apply  to  Ireland  the 
same  law  as  to  charitable  bequests  which 
applies  in  this  country.  If  we  adopted 
this  Amendment  it  would  be  a  retro- 
grade step  instead  of  a  st^  forward. 
We  ough^  I  think,  to  leave  the  existing 
system  to  the  Irish  Legislature  to  dea\ 
with  as  they  think  fit. 

Db.  KENNY  (Dublin,  College  Green) 
said,  he  was  glad  the  Government  did 
not  intend  to  accept  the  Amendment ; 
for  if  it  were  accepted,  it  would  withdraw 
from  the  Irish  Parliament  the  very  im- 
portant power  of  inquiring  into  the  dis- 
position of  charitable  funds  in  Ireland. 
He  was  strongly  convinced  that  it  was  a 
Bubject  which  liie  Irish  Parliament  wonld 
have  to  inqnure  into  in  the  near  future, 
hi  order  to  secure  that  charitable  funds 
weft)  disposed  to  the  best  advantage  of 
the  country ;  but  if  the  Amendment 
were  adopted  such  an  inquiry  would  be 
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rendered  abortive,  as  the  Irish  Parliament 
would  be  unable  to  legislate  in  accordant^ 
with  the  result  of  the  inquiry. 

Mk.  J.  CHAMBEBLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  I  do  not  say  whether  the 
argutnmt  is  very  impmtant  or  not,  bat  it 
appears  to  me  that  the  aignment  which 
the  Solicitor  Greneral  has  advanced  against 
it  has  very  little  weight.  I  eannot  make 
out  whether  his  view  is  that  the  law  of 
Ireland  ought  to  be  assimilated  to  the 
law  of  Euglaod  or  not.  No  one  disputes 
that  the  law  of  the  two  countries  is 
different.  But  whether  the  Solicitor 
General  objects  to  this  Amendment  be- 
cause it  would  prevent  the  assimilation 
of  the  law,  or  whether  he  objects  to  it 
because  it  would  lead  to  the  assimilatioa 
of  the  law,  I  cannot  for  the  life  of  me 
make  out.  I  say  that  if  it  were  desired 
by  a  majority  of  the  Irish  Represent*- 
tives  to  assimilate  Uie  Irish  law  with  the 
Eagltsh  law,  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
whatever  in  obtaining  that  assimilation 
in  the  Imperial  Parliament,  in  which 
there  would  be  at  least  80  Irish  Bepre- 
sentatives.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is  not 
likely  that  the  Imperial  Parliament  would 
ever  be  desirous  to  alter  the  existing 
Irish  law  against  the  will  of  the  Irish 
people  in  order  to  assimilate  it  with  the 
h»w  of  this  country.  But  as  the  law  exists 
at  present  in  Ireland  it  applies  great 
restrictions  to  those  testamentary  be- 
quests. It  is  quite  true  that  the  restrits- 
tions  are  not  the  same  as  under  the 
English  law  ;  but  the  restrictions  are 
there,  and,  on  the  whole,  those  restrics- 
tions  are  thought  necessary  and  advisable. 
That  being  so,  why  not  leave  the  law  as 
it  is ;  and  if  a  proposal  is  made  to  alter  it, 
why  not  require  that  it  shall  be  con- 
sidered by  the  wisdom  of  the  Imperinl 
Parliament  ?  Tliere  can  be  no  qnestioa 
Hs  to  the  necessity  for  these  reetrietiona. 
In  Canada,  where  there  are  no  snch  re- 
strictions, the  consequences  have  been, 
as  I  considOT,  most  disastrous,  because  an 
immense  amount  of  the  land  of  the 
country  has  fallen  into  the  hands  of  the 
priesthood,  and  in  the  hands  of  the 
priesthood  it  has  not  been  utilised  to  Ae 
greatest  advantage  to  the  wel&re  of  the 
conntry,  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  tell 
us  that^  so  fur  as  they  are  ooneemed, 
they  do  not  deske  aoytbing  in  the  natne 
of  an  endowment  of  religion,  or  an  in- 
crease of  the  power  of  die  [Mriesthoo^ 
and  that  they  would  be  the  first  to  resint 
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it.  Well,  bat  would  not  this  Ameud- 
meat  strengthen  their  hands  ?  Would  it 
not  be  much  easier  for  thetn  to  resist  the 
encroachments  of  the  priesthood  if  they 
c»uld  BB7  to  the  priests — It  is  uo  use 
your  pressing  this ;  we  would  have  to 
to  the  Imperial  Parliament  for  it,  aud 
IS  the  Imperial  Parliament  we  would  be 
ID  a  minority  on  this  point/*  If  the 
Irish  Parliament  has  the  power  of  dealing 
with  it,  it  is  perfectly  certain  that  whatever 
hon.  Members  opposite  may  say  or  do, 
the  priesthood  will  make  a  demand  for 
iL  ICries  of  "  No  !  "]  The  thing  is 
perfectly  certain.  We  know  enough  of 
the  history  of  the  Catholic  priesthood  to 
be  perfectly  certain  that  this  demand  will 
be  made.  They  tiave  never  accepted  as 
satisfactory,  just,  or  wise  the  provisions 
against  testamentary  bequests,  and  it  is 
perfectly  certain  that  f^hen  a  Legislature 
exists  by  which  they  will  have  some 
chaoce  of  having  their  viewg  accepted 
they  are  sure  to  put  pressure  on  that 
legislature. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  speech  has 
overlooked  a  consideration  which  I  think 
is  most  material  to  this  Debate.  On 
Clause  3  we  considered  a  number  of  sub* 
jeets,  many  of  them  of  very  great 
weight,  othos  of  more  or  less  importance, 
with  respect  to  which  we  recognised  that 
thelrish  Legislature  should  have  no  power 
of  making  laws,  and  which  should  be 
entirely  reserved  to  the  Imperial  ParUa- 
ment.-  But  we  have  now  passed,  on 
Claiue  4,  to  a  totally  different  field  of 
subjects.  We  have  just  prohibited  the 
Irish  Legislature  from  endowing  or  estab- 
lishing a  religion  ;  but  by  so  doing  we 
do  not  mean  to  reserve  that  subject  to 
the  discretion  of  the'Imperial  Parliament. 
It  would  be  a  strange  and  startling  au- 
Doancement  to  the  world  if  people  were 
to  understand — if  our  Nonconformist 
friends  were  to  understand — that  we  did 
not  prohibit  legislation  for  the  establish- 
ment and  endowment  of  a  Church  in 
Ireland,  but  only  declared  that  it  was  not 
a  matter  for  the  Irish  Parliameut,  but  for 
the  Imperial  Parliament.  Therefore,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  overlooked 
this  important  fact :  that  on  this  clause 
we  are  dealing  with  matters  which  we 
intend  not  merely  to  take  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  Irish  Parliament,  but  which 
we  think  should  be  excluded  altogether 


from  the  field  and  purview  of  Ugislatiou, 
whether  by  one  Parliament  or  by  the 
other.  The  effect  of  the  Amendment 
would,  therefore,  be  to  insert  the  subject 
of  mortmain  amongst  the  subjects  that 
should  not  be  dealt  with  at  all ;  aud  ac- 
C(»ding  to  the  scope  and  spirit  of  this 
clause,  the  implication  would  be  that  tlie 
laws  were  to  remain  exactly  as  they  are, 
and  should  not  be  altered  at  all.  On  the 
general  question,  I  am  strongly  opposed 
to  the  locking-up  of  land  by  the  priest- 
hood ;  but  I  object  to  the  Amendment, 
because  this  is  not  a  question  merely  of 
restraining  the  Irish  Parliament  from  pro- 
moting a  great  extension  of  the  Law  of 
Mortmain.  X  have  no  reason  to  doubt 
that  the  Irish  Legislature  would  not  be 
possessed  of  the  knowledge  requisite  for 
the  right  dealing  with  this  sulgect  as  well 
as  any  other  Legislative  Body.  I  believe 
the  Irish  Parliament  will  desire  to  put 
the  land  in  the  hands  of  the  people,  and 
in  order  to  get  the  laud  into  the  hands  of 
the  people  they  will  be  most  desirous  of 
getting  it  into  the  market  and  not  let  it  get 
into  mortmain,  which  would  take  it  out 
of  the  market,  and  thereby  frustrate  the 
sound  policy  of  the  Irish  Legislature. 
'This  Amendment  would  not  only  prevent 
the  Irish  Legislature  from  touching 
mortmain,  but  it  would  prevent  it  from 
touching  the  Law  of  Charitable  Bequests 
at  all.  Are  they  to  be  prevented  from 
making  laws  with  reference  to  personal 
property  left  for  charitable  uses  ?  Th^t 
would  be  a  most  unreasonable  restriction 
to  impose,  especially  as  we  are  not  now 
dealing  with  subjects  which  are  reserved 
to  ourselves,  but  with  subjects  that  are 
to  be  taken  outside  the  purview  of  legis- 
lation, whether  by  the  Irish  Parliament 
or  by  this  Parliament.  I  see  uo  reason 
why  the  Irish  Parliameut  should  not 
be  left  to  exercise  their  own  discretion 
in  the  matter.  If  I  am  told  that  there 
would  be  great  ecclesiastical  presBUre 
brought  to  bear  on  the  Irish  Parliament, 
to  secure  the  bequeathing  of  land  in  Ire- 
land for  religious  uses,  I  say,  looking  to 
the  history  of  Ireland,  that  a  very  strong 
ecclesiastical  movement  for  takmg  a  large 
quantity  of  land  out  of  the  limited  laud 
market  of  the  country  would  be  dis- 
couraged by  the  people ;  and  as  the 
Catholic  Church  must,  as  a  Voluntary 
Church,  keep  in  the  closest  harmony  with 
the  people,  there  is,  I  think,  no  danger 
of  such  a  stAte  of  thing!>. 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  urged  a  general  ob- 
jection to  this  Amendment  and  a  par- 
ticular objection.  His  general  objection 
is  that  the  Amendment  is  not  relevant  at 
all  to  the  clause,  which  he  says  is  con- 
structed not  with  a  view  to  seeing  that 
certain  matters  shall  be  excluded  from 
the  purview  of  the  Irish  Parliament  and 
given  to  the  Imperial  Parliament,  but  of 
prohibiting  certain  legislation  bj  any 
Parliament.  That  is  the  most  astounding 
statement  I  ever  heard.  There  is  no 
allusion  to  the  Imperial  Parliament  in  the 
clause.  There  is  not  a  suggestion  in  the 
clause  that  the  Imperial  Parliament  is  to 
be  debaired  from  these  matters  ;  and  if 
there  was  such  a  suggestion,  it  would  be 
absurd  on  the  face  of  it.  The  idea  that 
the  Imperial  Parliament  is  to  pass  a  Bill 
declariug  that  the  Imperial  Parliament 
shall  not  legislate  on  certain  matters  is 
surely  the  most  fantastic  legislative  pro- 
pmition  that  ever  came  from  the  brain  of 
man.  li  I  may  be  allowed  to  put  a  more 
rational  interpretation  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  own  Bill,  I  wonld  say  that 
Clause  3  obviously  is  intended  to  deal 
witii  those  matters  which  are  not  purely 
Irish,  and  Clause  4  obviously  is  intended 
to  deal  with  matters  purely  Irish.  But 
the  idea  that  in  Clause  4  we  are  laying 
down  a  law  for  all  time  binding  not  only 
the  Irish  Parliament,  but  the  Imperial 
Parliament  is  utterly  absurd,  and  I 
venture  to  brush  it  aside.  I  come  to  the 
particular  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  says  that  while  it  would 
be  very  inexdepient  that  large  tracts  of 
land  should  be  handed  over  for  religious 
or  charitable  purposes  he  does  not 
anticipate  that  even  if  we  leave  Ireland 
free  to  deal  with  the  matter  the  evil  will 
ever  arise,  and  he  went  on  to  state  a 
reason  for  that  belief.  His  reason  is  that, 
the  amount  of  land  in  Ireland  being 
limited,  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
would  render  itself  extremely  unpopular 
if  it  were  to  withdraw  any  large  amount 
of  land  from  the  market.  In  one  sense 
land  in  Ireland  is  limited.  That  is  to 
say,  that  the  number  of  persons  who 
desire  to  be  tenants  is  in  excess  of  the 
tenancies,  and  hence  the  hunger  and  com- 
petition for  land  which  has  done  so  much 
injury  to  Ireland  in  the  past.  But  what 
is  aflected  by  this  question  is  not  the 
tenaut  right,  or  the  ouciipatioD  right,  but 
tb^  Ifhqdlord  right.    Is  titer?  so  much 


competition  for  the  landlord  right  in 
Ireland  that  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
would  render  itself  unpopubu-  by 
becoming  a  landowner  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  that  the  number  of 
persons  desirous  of  selling  land  in  Ireland 
is  so  much  in  excess  of  the  number  of 
persons  desiring  to  buy  it  that,  practically, 
the  Landed  Estates  Court  is  choked  and 
drugged  by  the  unsaleable  estates  thrown 
on  its  hands.  Therefore,  I  do  not  see 
the  slightest  relevancy  of  the  force  in 
the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  there  would  be  an  ill-feeling 
against  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  if  it 
employed  some  of  that  land  for  religious 
or  charitable  uses.  Certainly  the  Catholic 
Church  in  Ireland  has  never  shown  itself 
adverse  to  becoming  the  owner  of  land, 
and  I  believe  that  at  present  a  large 
amount  of  its  property  is  in  the  form  of 
land  mortgages.  There  is  a  danger  in 
Ireland  of  a  large  amount  of  property 
accumulating  in  the  hands  of  ecclesiastical 
persons  ;  and  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man desires  to  prevent  that  evil  no  less 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Mem- 
bers for  Bury  and  West  Birmingham,  I 
cannot  see  why  he  should  not  accept  the 
Amendment. 
•Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  he  had  moved 
the  Amendment  to  allow  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment to  endow  religion  if  it  thought 
proper  to  do  so.  The  objections  of  the 
Government  meant  that  they  were  going 
to  allow  the  endowment  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  religion  in  an  indirect  manner 
— by  the  endowment  of  industrial 
schools  and  other  ways.  Here  was 
an  Amendment  to  prevent  inter- 
ference with  the  Law  of  Mortmain  in 
Ireland,  and  it  was  objected  to  by  the 
Government.  That  show^  that  there 
was  a  desire  on  the  part  of  the  Irish 
Members  to  endow  their  religion.  He 
should  not  object  to  that  if  it  were 
honestly  and  straightforwardly  done  ;  but 
he  protested  against  its  being  done  in- 
directly. 

•Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
wished  for  some  clear  statement  as  to 
what  was  intended  by  the  clause.  They 
had  had  a  most  startling  announcement 
that  this  was  not  a  clause  simply  affect- 
ing restrictions,  but  that  every  one  of  the 
subjects  mentioned  in  the  section  were  to 
be  kept  not  only  without  the  purview  of 
the  Irish  Parliament,  but  without  the  pur- 
view of  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
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Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  We 
have  no  power  to  biod  the  Imperial 
Parliament^  but  simply  to  express  onr 
opiniou.  These  are  projects  of  legisla- 
tion that  ought  not  to  be  eutertained. 

•Mb.  HENEAGE  said,  that  as  it  was 
only  a  question  of  a  pions  opinion  and 
not  of  law  that  was  dealt  with,  what  was 
the  meaning  of  the  let  section 

"  Bespecting  the  establishment  or  endowment 
of  Teligioo,  or  prohibiting  the  free  exercise 
thereof." 

Could  the  Imperial  Parliament  in  the 
fnture  disestablish  or  disendow  the 
Church  of  Wales  or  of  England  or 
Scotland  ?  [Crieg  of  «  Oh  !  "]  It  was 
all  very  well  for  hon.  Members  to 
cry  "  Oh  I "  bat  they  could  not  have 
T&td  the  clause,  or  did  not  understand 
it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  put 
a  different  light  on  the  matter,  and  they 
wanted  to  know  what  was  the  real  fact. 
Could  the  Imperial  Parliament  deal  with 
any  of  these  subjecte  ? 

Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  (Armagh, 
Mid)  said,  that  if  the  Prime  Minister's 
construction  of  the  clause  was  correct,  ■ 
an  injustice  would  be  done  to  the 
Unionists.  They  bad  put  down  several 
Amendments  to  Clause  3,  which  they 
were  told  should  be  taken  on  Clause  4. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  cor- 
rect, the  Unionists  would  be  shut  out 
from  the  consideration  of  these  matters. 
He  (Mr.  Barton)  held  that  they  would 
be  justified  in  considering  each  one  of 
these  questions  when  it  came  up. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  143  ; 
Noes  187.— (Division  List,  No.  137.) 

Sib  H.  JAMES  said,  the  next  Amend- 
ment stood  in  his  name.  Its  object  was  to 
enlarge  the  meaning  of  the  word 
"privilege,"  and  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  accept  it. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  22,  after  the  wonl  "  privilege," 
to  insert  the  words  advantage  or  benefit."— 
{Sir  H.  Jama*.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
he  there  inserted." 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  words  were  required.  They 
had  no  desire  to  narrow  the  word 
"privilege"  ;  but  if  the  right  boo.  Gen- 
tleman wished  to  have  the  words  inserted 
the  Government  would  not  oppose  them. 


Ireland  BUI.  950 
Question  put^  and  agreed  to.  ' 

Mb.  GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN 

(Kent,  Tunbridge)  said,  he  roae  to  move, 
iu  page  2,  line  23,  to  insert,  after  '*  belief," 
the  words  "or  political  opinions."  If 
the  Amendment  were  adopted  the  clause 
would  provide  that  the  powers  of  the 
Irish  L^islature  should  not  extend  to 
the  making  of  any  law 

"  Imposing  any  disability,  or  conferring  any 
privile^,  on  accoant  of  religiooB  belief  or 
political  opinions." 

He  recognised  that  it  was  not  only  pos- 
sible, but  extremely  probable,  that  an 
Irish  Legislature  would  endeavour  to  im- 
pose disabilities  or  confer  privileges  on 
people  on  account  of  their  religious 
belief  ;  but  he  thought  that  it  was  even 
more  probable  that  they  would  be  likely 
to  do  it  on  account  of  political  opinions. 
The  object  of  his  Amendment  was  to 
safeguard  those  Loyalists  who  had  been 
contending  against  what  he  might  call 
the  Nationalist  movement  in  Ireland, 
and  who,  therefore,  would  be  open  to  the 
reseutmeut  of  the  Nationalists  when  they 
had  secured  their  Parliament.  There 
was  more  likelihood  of  persecution  on 
account  of  political  opinions  than  there 
was  on  account  of  religious  belief.  It 
was  more  probable  that  the  Loyalist 
would  be  persecuted  as  such  than  that 
the  Protestant  would  be  persecuted  as 
such  ;  and,  therefore,  if  a  safeguard  was 
necessary  in  the  case  of  the  latter  the 
safeguai^  was  far  more  necessary  in  the 
case  of  the  former.  He  had  arrrived  at 
this  belief  by  studying  the  nature  of  the 
Nationalist  movement.  That  movement 
might  have  assumed  iu  recent  years  a 
somewhat  clerical  aspect  ;  but  it  was 
perfectly  certain  that  iu  its  beginnings 
and  throughout  the  whole  of  its  career 
its  main  objects  had  been  agrarian  and 
political,  and  the  clerical  objects  had  only 
come  in  afterwards  by  the  way.  That 
was  clear  from  a  stndy  of  the  spee"hes 
of  the  late  Mr.  Pamell  or  any  of  his 
lieutenants.  Their  object  was  to  drive 
out  of  Ireland  what  they  called  the  Eng- 
lish garrison,  and  to  strike  at  landlordism, 
and  through  that  to  obtain  either  absolute 
separation  or  something  which  effectually 
answered  to  the  ideal  of  Irish  nationality. 
It  was  clear  from  those  speeches  and  the 
findings  of  the  Special  Commission  that 
the  object  of  this  movement  had  been 
political.     In  Ireland  them  were  .two 
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races — ^the  Celtic,  which  was  atxiving  for 
Home  Rule  in  order  that  thej  might  get 
the  upper  hand,  and  the  Engliah  planters. 
The  former  had  been  on  the  Nationalist 
side  and  the  latter  on  the  Unionist  side  ; 
and  it  was  highly  probable,  wheu  the 
formerhad  secured  Home  Rule  that  they 
could  deal  out  scant  justice  to  the  men 
who  had  resisted  their  morement.  He 
stated  that  as  a  probability.  But  be 
could  go  far  beyond  probability.  The 
Natioualist  Members  bad  declwed  that 
when  their  time  of  power  came  they 
would  remember  who  were  their  political 
'>ppDnent8.  In  the  Irish  Parliament  be 
had  no  doubt  a  lending  Member  would 
be  the  hou.and  learned  Member  for  North 
Louth  (Mr.  T.M.Healy),  who,  speakiug 
at  Boston  in  December,  1881  

The  chairman  pointed  out  that 
the  hon.  Member  was  not  confining  him- 
self to  the  object  of  of  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN  said, 
he  could  assure  the  Chairman  and  the 
Committee  thatthe  quotations  he  desired  to 
make  bore  directly  upon  the  Amendment, 
lu  December,  1886,  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  J.  Dillon)  said  this 
was  a  struggle  to  put  an  end  to  a  system 
set  up  in  Ireland  by  Cromwell,  and  when 
they  had  done  that  they  would  remember 
who  had  been  their  friends  and  tfaeir 
enemies,  and  would  reward  one  and  punish 
the  other.  The  hon.  Member  for  North 
liouth  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy),  referring  to 
the  Resident  Magistrates,  declared  that 
the  National  Party,  when  they  came  into 
power,  would  know  how  to  ded  with 
these  "  lily-Bouled  assassins  " — ^men  whose 
only  crime  was  that  they  had  carried  out 
the  law  of  the  bud.  In  view  of  such 
deliberate  statements,  it  was  necessary 
Parliament  should  protect  the  people  who 
had  resisted  the  revolutionary  movement 
in  Ireland,  aud  done  their  duty  in  ad- 
ministering the  law,  from  being  perse- 
cuted and  trampled  under  foot.  He  would 
like  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary,  if  he 
thought  it  necessary  to  safeguard  the 
religious  miuority,  why  he  did  not  also 
think  it  necessary  to  safeguud  the  political, 
minority  ?  The  difference  was  political 
rather  thiui  religious.  Anyone  who 
understood  die  circumstances  of  Ireland 
would  see  that  a  safeguard  was  necessary. 
At  present  they  had  only  got  the  safe- 
guanl  of  the  Legislative  Council,  which 
the  miuority  regarded  as  of  no  use  what- 
ever.   No  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 

ifr.  Gri^jUh-Boteawen 


man  would  tell  them  that  these  words 
were  useless,  tuid  could  not  be  enforced 
if  embodied  in  the  Bill.  Well,  a  great 
deal  might  be  said  upon  that  point ;  but 
if  these  words  could  not  be  enforced 
there,  neither  could  any  clause  in  the 
Bill.  They  were  giving  these  powers 
in  the  belief  that  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature could  aud  would  carry  them  out ; 
but  surely,  if  they  argued  that  this 
Amendment  could  not  be  carried  into 
effect,  they  might  say  also  that  they 
could  not  carry  out  any  of  the  saf^^naidB 
or  restrictions.  For  these  reasons  he 
ventured  to  submit  the  Amendment  to 
the  House, 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  2,  line  28,  after  1^  word  **  belief,'' 

to  insert  the  words  "  or  political  opioious.*'-— 
(J/r.  Grifitk-Botoawen  ) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 

be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  J.  MORLET  said,  he  was  quite 
confident  the  hon.  Member  knew  the 
GoTerument  could  not  accept  the  Amend- 
meut,  which,  tndeod,  was  scarcely  deaerv- 
ing  of  serious  consideration.  The  hon. 
Member's  speech  really  went  against 
setting  up  at'  all  the  Legislature  which 
the  House  and  the  Committee  had  in 
various  ways  agreed  to  set  up.  Ab  for 
safeguards  for  the  miuority,  did  the  hon. 
Member  suppose  that  the  acceptanoe  <tf 
this  Amendment  would  constitute  a  safe- 
guard against  such  dangers  as  he  antici- 
pated ?  The  idea  was  really  too  childiab, 
and  they  must  repudiate  it. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  (Dublin  Univer- 
sity) said,  that  if  it  was  neoessaiy  to 
protect  people  in  Ireland  from  persecution 
in  respect  of  their  religious  belief,  it  was 
no  less  necessary  they  should  be  pro- 
tected on  account  of  their  political 
opinions.  If  tbey  were  not  going  to  give 
protection  in  oue  case,  why  did  they  give 
it  in  the  other  ?  He  submitted  there 
was  nothing  inconsistent  in  the  argemrat 
of  his  hon.  Friend  who  moved  tlie 
Amendment,  and  that  on  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Bill,  according  to  the  Govern^ 
ment  itself,  this  restriction  ought  to  be 
placed  in  it. 

Mb.  RENTOUL  (Down,  £.)  said,  he 
wishetl  to  support  the  Ameodment.  If 
this  Bill  becfune  law  the  Unionists  antk 
the  Loyalists  in  Ireland  would  be  in  a 
hopeless  and  a  miserable  minority  for 
many  years ;    and,  therefore,  it  was 
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neeessaiy  that  protection  should  be 
•fforded  them.  He  could  tell  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  differences  in  regard  to 
politics  were  much  keener  than  those  in 
r^ard  to  religion  in  Ireland.  Tbey  had 
geotiemen  in  tbe  Nationalist  Party  who 
were  Protestants,  and  who  were  accepted 
fA  the  Catholic  majority  because  they 
were  Home  Rulers  ;  while  they  had  the 
ctse  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  ior 
one  of  the  Dublin  County  Divisions  (Mr. 
W.  Eeony)^  who,  though  a  Catholic,  was 
bittwly  opposed  in  Dublin  because  he  was 
a  UnioniBt.  It  seemed  to  him  perfectly 
dear  that  if  they  were  to  have  a  safeguard 
at  all,  it  should  be  in  the  matter  of 
politiul  feeling  and  opinions.  The 
poUtical  feeling  in  Ireland  and  England 
differed  greatly  in  character.  It  would 
be  bardly  credible  to  some  Members  of 
the  House  how  great  tbe  difference  was. 
Id  England  each  Party  had  its  turn  in 
Office  ;  but  the  Party  in  OflBce  was  kept 
in  check  by  the  knowledge  that  its  turn 
would  not  be  of  long  dnraticHi,  and  it 
made  its  appointments  acoordingly.  But, 
as  he  had  said,  the  Unionist  Party  in 
IreUud  would  be  in  a  hopeless  minority 
loT  many  years  to  come.  They  would 
not  be  more  than  one-fonrth  of  tbe 
nnmbersof  their  opponents,  and  the  smaller 
they  were  the  more  necessary  was  it  that 
they  shonld  have  adequate  safeguards. 
It  was  claimed  that  a  large  number  of 
IVotestants  wwe  Home  Rulers ;  and,  if 
all  that  was  claimed  were  true,  then  the 
Unionists  as  a  body  most  be  smaller  in 
number  than  the  Protestanis  in  whose, 
hroor  a  rastriotion  had  beoi  inserted. 
Why  should  they  not  ins^  a  restriction 
hv  the  smaller  body — the  Unionists  ? 
The  analogy  of  England  did  not  lie  at 
all,  for,  in  England,  the  minority  was 
one  that  could  not  be  over-ridden.  He 
hoped,  on  all  those  grounds,  that  the 
Government  would  agree  to  the  Amend- 
ment. 

•Sib  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingeton) 
said,  he  would  desire  to  point  ont  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
t«y  that  die  assnmption  of  a  somewhat 
offhand  and  contemptuous  mode  of  treat- 
ment of  these  Amendments  was  not  cal- 
culated to  disarm  opposition  to  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  evideutly  thought  it  possible  that 
persons  in  Ireland  would  obtain  privi- 
leges, or  would  have  restrictions  iipposed 
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upon  them,  on  account  of  their  religions 
belief. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  that  he  did  not 
entertain  that  idea.  Had  he  done  so  he 
should  not  give  Home  Rule  to  Ireland. 

•Sir  R.  temple  said,  in  that  case, 
why  bad  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  intro- 
duced a  safeguard  into  tbe  Bill  that 
would  protect  persons  from  having 
restrictions  imposed  ou  them,  on  account 
of  their  religions  belief  ?  The  point, 
however,  was  that  there  might  be 
disabilities  unposed  ou  account  of 
political  belief.  The  Leaders  of  the 
Irish  Party  out-of-doors  had  exhausted 
the  reeources  of  the  Hibernian  language 
— making  every  allowance  for  its  exag- 
gerations— in  threatening  what  they 
would  do  to  their  political  opponents 
when  they  obtained  Home  Rule.  That 
was  the  reason  why  an  Amendment  of 
this  kind  was  necessary  as  a  safegiuird 
for  political  freedom,  and  he  hoped  it 
would  be  pressed  to  a  Division. 

Mb.  H.  C.  PLUNKETT  (Dublin  Co., 
South)  said,  he  hoped  the  Amendment 
would  be  pressed  to  aDiTision,uid  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  deign,  at  all 
events,  to  ai^e  the  point.  It  might  be 
a  great  hardship  to  bring  forward  tbe 
Amendment  at  a  quarter  past  9,  as 
had  been  done  ;  bnt,  at  all  events,  it 
was  his  intention  to  argue  it  at  20 
minutes  past  9.  He  had  never  ac- 
cepted tbe  view  that  Irishmen  need  be 
afraid  of  persecution  on  account  of  their 
religions  belief ;  but  he  thought  that  they 
were  likely  to  suffer  on  account  of  their 
political  opinions.  He  knew  Ireland 
just  as  well  as  any  other  Member,  and 
he  was  of  opiuion  that  the  danger 
through  politics  was  greater  than  that 
through  religion.  Many  Catholics  htul 
been  snbject  to  persecution  owing  to 
their  political  views,  and  be  was  satisfied 
that  political  considerations  would  pre- 
dominate over  the  religious.  He  hoped, 
in  all  the  circumstances,  the  GoTcrnmect 
would  argue  the  qnestion  more  seriously 
than  they  had  done,  and  that  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  divided  upon. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  the 
Irish  Parliament  was  lik^y  to  be 
governed  by  example  rather  than  by 
precept ;  and,  that  being  so,  they  would 
probably  follow  the  example  set  by  tbe 
Chancellor  of  the  Ducby  of  Lancaster 
(Mr.  James  Bryce)  in  showing  how 
necessary  it  was  to  protect  mqn  who  held 
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certain  poHtioal  opinions,  and  in  con- 
ferring privileges  upon  the  minority.  He 
could  refer  to  others  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  who  had  set  a  very  bad  example 
to  the  Irish  Members. 
•Mr.  W.  KENNY  (Dublin,  St. 
Stephen^a  Green)  said,  tbe  Bill  contained 
restrictions  on  legislation  which  would 
impose  disability  or  confer  privileges  ou 
account  of  religious  belief,  but  any 
person  who  had  lived  in  Dublin  for  several 
years  past,  as  he  had  done,  would 
recognise  that,  if  any  restriction  was 
necessary,  it  was  of  the  natnre  of  that 
proposed  in  this  Amendment,  because, 
as  he  contended,  perserntion  and 
disability  would  more  likely  be  associated 
with  political  opinion  than  with  religious 
belief.  The  Irish  Nationalist  Party  in- 
variably repudiated  drawing  any  dis- 
tinction as  to  religions  belief  ;  but 
clear  distinctions  were  always  drawn 
in  matters  of  political  opinion.  They 
had  seen  quite  enough  in  Dublin  politics 
during  the  last  six  years  to  show 
that  the  distinction  was  a  very  marked 
one.  He  need  go  no  further  back  than 
to  instance  a  banquet  at  which  his  right 
bon.  Friend  tbe  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  was  entertained  in 
Dublin  some  five  years  ago. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Hear,  hear  ! 

Mr.  W.  KENNY  said,  the  Press 
representatives  were  invited  to  the 
banquet  in  a  private  capacity  only  ;  yet 
one  of  the  Dublin  papers  sent  reporters 
to  stand  at  the  door  and  take  down  tbe 
names  of  the  gentlemen  as  they  passed 
into  the  Hall  

An  hon.  Member  :  What  jonrnal  ? 
•Mr.  W.  KENNY  said,  if  -the  hon. 
Member  wanted  to  know,  it  was  "  The 
Fallen  Journal "  (referring  to  a  name 
given  for  some  time  past  by  one  Party  in 
Ireland  to  The  Freefnan^B  Journal.)  The 
object  in  taking  down  the  names  was  to 
make  ont  a  "  black  list  "  of  those  who 
attended.  The  present  Chief  Secretary 
had  been  long  enough  in  Dublin  to  know 
how  people  were  made  to  suffer  for  their 
political  opinions.  He  did  not  attribute 
any  intention  to  tbe  Nationalists  of 
Dublin,  at  least,  to  injure  their  opponents 
on  account  of  religious  opiuions,  but  be 
was  convinced  that  the  fact  that  the 
leading  men  of  Dublin  held  strong 
Unionist  opinions  was  enough  to  con- 
demn them  in  tbe  eyes  of  the  Nationalists. 
The  case  of  the  Bank  of  Ireland  had  been 
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referred  to  the  previous  night  by  the  hon, 
and  learned  Member  for  North  Dublin,aDd 
be  (Mr.  Kenny)  had  been  ruled  out  of  Order 
when  be  attempted  to  reply.  Perhaps 
he  would  be  allowed  to  state  on  this 
Amendment  what  had  really  occurred 
with  regard  to  the  bank.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Dublin  said  the  Bank 
had  passed  through  a  crisis  because  of 
the  non-publication  of  its  accounts.  Tbe 
crisis  through  which  the  Bank  of  Ireland 
passed  was  due  to  the  introdnetioit  of  tiie 
Home  Rule  Bill  of  1886,  which  brought 
its  shares  down,  and  to  the  fact  that 
The  Freeman^s  Journal  wrote  it  down, 
because  the  Directors  were  strong 
Unionists.  The  crusade  against  the 
Bank  was  only  put  au  eud  to  by  tbe 
intervention  of  a  leading  Catholic  eccle- 
siastic, who  was  asked  by  a  deputation 
to  interfere,  lest  the  funds  of  the  Catholic 
charities  invested  in  the  Bank  should  be 
endangered.  He  had  quoted  the  Bank 
of  Irelaud  as  an  example  of  an  Institution 
being  made  to  suffer  ou  account  of  the 
political  opinions  of  its  Directors.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment gave  specimens  of  the  language 
nsed  by  Nationalists  towards  the  minority 
in  Ireland.  That  language  had  not 
ceased.  The  Daili/  Independent^  the 
leading  Nationalist  journal  in  Ireland,  on 
Marcb  31  in  the  present  year,  referring 
to  a  speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster,  said  that  the  Irish 
people  hud  passed  through  some  dark 
days,  and  that,  when  tbe  time  came,  they 
would  know  how  to  strike  unitedly  and 
firmly  at  the  enemies  of  Irish  freedom. 
But  who  were  meant  by  the  enemies  of 
Irish  freedom  ?  Not  the  persons  who 
differed  from  tbe  Nationalists  in  religion, 
for  the  Nationalifts  repudiated  that,  but 
the  persons  who  diflfered  from  them  poli- 
tically— the  Unionists  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  T.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour  Division)  said,  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  St.  Stephen's  Green 
Division  answered  itself.  If  it  were 
true  that  all  the  rich  merchants  of 
Dublin  were  Unionists,  and  if  tbe  people 
of  Ireland  were  intolerant  in  their  poli- 
tical actions,  how  did  those  merchants 
accumulate  their  wealth  ?  Being  mer- 
chants,  it  must  be  by  trading  with  the 
general  mass  of  the  people. 

Mr.  VICARY  GlBBg  :  No.no, 
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He.  T.  HARRINGTON  :  The  hon. 
Gentteinan  who  iuterrupts  cannot  be  A 
gentleman  of  a  very  commercial  turn  of 
mind. 

Mr.  VICARY  GIBBS  :  I  have  been 
iu  business  all  my  life. 

Mb.  T.  HARRINGTON  saiil,  tliat  pcr- 
ha[w  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  get  up 
during  the  Debate  and  explain  bow  he 
was  able  to  acoumulate  wealth  without 
eostomerB.  It  was  a  well-knowu  fact 
tiiat  Dine  oat  of  every  ten  of  the  principal 
merohauts  of  the  South  of  Ireland  were 
Unionists,  and  they  were  not  injured  in 
their  business,  betHtuse  the  Nationalists 
of  Ireland  were  actuated  by  a  spirit  of 
toleration  which  had  not  yet  touched 
their  opponents.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  himself  was  one  of  the  most  re- 
markable illustrations  of  the  tolerance  dis- 
played by  the  Nationalists  towards  their 
political  opponents,  seeing  that  though  he 
went  about  England  attacking  his  co- 
religionists in  Ireland  for  their  intoler- 
ance, he  enjoyed  one  of  the  largest 
legal  practices  amongst  Catholic  com- 
munities in  Ireland.  The  reasons  which 
led  to  the  crisis  in  the  Bank  of  Ireland 
were  the  introduction  of  the  Home  Rule 
Bill,  not  because  it  led  to  any  insecurity 
in  Irish  property,  but  because  it  was 
thought  that  its  premises  might  be 
wanted  for  the  purposes  of  the  Irish  Par- 
liament, and  because  the  owner  of  The 
Fnemap?$  Journal  at  that  time  was 
interested  in  a  rival  bank,  and  was  glad 
of  the  oppCHtunity  to  attack  the  Bank. 
The  object  was  to  endeavour  to  get  the 
Bank  to  publish  their  accounts,  and  the 
moment  it  did  so  security  was  restored, 
and  its  shares  went  up  to  their  former 
condition. 

Mb.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  S.) 
assured  the  hoo.  and  learned  Member 
who  had  last  spokeu  that  nine  out  of 
every  ten  of  the  leading  merchaota  were 
Frotestants  and  Unionists  because  in  nine 
cases  out  of  ten  the  Protestants  and 
Unionists  had  a  monopoly  of  commercial 
ability.  TheChief  Secretary  bad  said  that 
he  rejected  the  Ameudment  because  it 
was  founded  on  ridiculous  aud  absurd 
apprehensions,  and  went  on  to  say  tliat 
if  be  thought  it  possible  that  an  Irish 
Legislature  would  oppose  meu  because  of 
their  political  opinions  he  would  not  be 
in  favour  of  Home  Rule.  But  it  hail 
been  pointed  out  that  the  leading  Mem- 
bers of  the  Nationalist  Parly  had  threat- 


ened a  portion  of  the  Unionist  population 
of  Ireland  with  pains  and  penalties  when 
an  Irish  Parliament  was  established ; 
and,  indeed,  they  need  not  wait  for  the 
establishment  of  an  Irish  Parliament  iu 
order  to  be  able  to  realise  the  fate  that 
awaited  those  who  held  Unionist  opiuious. 
It  was  said  at  Sunderland  by  a  leading 
Nationalist  that  they  held  the  Chief 
Secretary  in  the  hollow  of  their  hand, 
and  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
only  in  Office  to  carry  out  their  wishes. 
It  should  be  admitted  that  there  was  a 
substratum  of  truth  in  that  statement, 
because  when  the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman 
was  appointed  to  Office  members  of 
the  Lunatic  Asylum  Boards  of  the  North 
of  Ireland,  who  were  prominently  iden- 
tified with  the  Unionist  Party,  were 
picked  out  for  removal  from  the  Boards, 
though  they  had  for  years  rendered  great 
public  services.  Iu  South  Antrim  there 
was  a  case  of  a  gentleman  who  had  sat 
on  the  Board  for  many  years  who  was 
removed,  not  because  he  was  a  Protestant, 
but  because  he  was  a  Roman  Catholic 
Unionist  who  had  incurred  the  dislike  of 
the  Nationalists  of  Antrim.  Iu  several 
other  counties,  also,  gentlemen  had  been 
removed  from  the  Asylum  Boards,  not 
because  they  were  slack  in  their  attend- 
ance, but  because  they  were  Unionists. 
The  Chief  Secretary  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment because,  he  said,  it  was  founded  on 
absurd  apprehensions,  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  own  action,  in  regard  to  the 
Asylums  Boards  was  proof  that  the 
apprehensions  of  the  Unionists  were  not 
absurd  or  ill-founded. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  A  more  maladroit 
argument  than  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  spoken  has,  I  ven- 
ture to  say,  never  been  heard  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  said,  in  effect, 
that  the  Irish  Parliament  would  be  likely 
to  ostracise  those  who  professed  certain 
political  opinions,  and  that  in  doing  so 
they  would  beouly  following  the  example 
of  myself,  who  the  then.  Member  said  is 
held  in  the  hollow  of  the  hand  of  the 
Nationalists. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  :  I  did  not  say 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  was  held  in  the 
hollow  of  the  hand  of  the  Nationalists. 
I  stated  that  one  of  the  Parlv  had  said  so. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Some  words  of 
the  kind  may  have  been  uttered  in  a  rash 
moment.  But  let  us  come  to  the  argu- 
ment.   What  is  the  illusti^tion  of  the 
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hon.  Gentleman  ?  It  is  that  In  the  course 
of  my  administration  I  removed  from 
the  Boanls  of  Lunatic  Asylums  gentle- 
men of  Unionist  opinions  and  appointed 
Nationalists.  But  it  was  not  a  question 
of  removal  at  all.  It  was  a  question 
whether  these  Boards  were  fairly  con- 
stituted or  not — whether  there  was  npon 
them  a  fair  and  reasonable  Catholic  repre- 
sentation, and,  I  will  add,  in  some  cases, 
a  Proteitant  represeotatioa  in  proportion 
to  the  population.  The  Committee  shall 
judge.  Does  the  Cmnmittee  suppose, 
considering  all  the  attacks  made  upon 
the  Irish  administration  of  the  Grovern- 
ment,  that  the  selection  of  Governors 
would  have  escaped  a  vote  of  censure 
had  there  been  anj  foandation  for  it  ? 
If  I  wanted  to  show  ostracism  for  re- 
ligious and  political  opinion  I  could 
have  cited  the  constitution  of  these  Boards 
in  counties  where,  although  97  per  cent, 
of  the  population  were  Catholics,  there 
was  only  one  or  two  Catholics  out  of  22 
w  23  members  on  the  Boards. 

Mr.  macartney  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentlenutn  had  not  touched  the 
specific  instance  which  he  quoted.  He 
pointed  out  that  in  the  County  of  Antrim, 
where  admittedly  the  population  was 
Protestant,  a  prominent  Catholic,  Mr. 
Hammil,  who  happened  to  be  a  Libert 
Unionist,  had  been  removed  from  the 
Board. 

Mr.  BABTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
it  was  absurd  to  suppose  that  nnder  an 
Irish  Parliament  a  man^s  political  opinions 
would  not  have  a  serious  effect  on  his 
position.  Let  them  take  a  case  that  bad 
recently  happened — the  fight  over  the 
great  FreemaiCs  Journal,  They  knew 
how,  when  Mr.  Paruell  fell,  political 
opinion  was  worked  against  him  by  that 
newspaper  ;  and  when  that  could  be  done 
through  the  machinery  of  a  newspaper, 
it  could  be  much  more  effectually  done 
through  the  machinery  of  a  Legislature, 
He  therefore  thought  there  was  a  neces- 
sity for  the  Amendment. 

Ms.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not 
mean  to  attack  the  present  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  upon  the 
subject  of  Party  appointments.  My  hon. 
Friend  knows  more  of  the  particular 
case  he  has  brought  before  the  Committee 
than  I  do,  and,  for  all  I  know  to  the  con- 
trary, the  Chief  Secretary  may  have  in 
that  case  committed  an  error.  But 
broadly  speaking,  I  am  pwfeetly  ready 

Mr^  J.  Morle^ 


to  acquit  the  right  hon.  Greutlanan  of 
having  endeavoured  to  ostracise  his 
political  opponents,  or  of  having  in  any 
way  endeavoured  to  dear  out  from 
political  life  those  whom  he  suspected  or 
knew  to  differ  from  him.  The  ques- 
tion, however,  is  not  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did.  It  is  what  will  Aose  do 
who  will  succeed  him  in  the  government 
of  Ireland  ?  I  did  not  hear  the  right 
hon.  GrentlemaQ^s  first  speech  on  the 
Amendment,  but  I  nndrntaad  that  he 
derided  the  idea  ^t  political  motivm 
would  be  allowed  more  virulent  sway 
under  Home  Rule  than  in  England. 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  :  My  argument  was 
that  if  I  thought  the  Irish  Government 
were  going  to  ostracise  men  and  to  make 
laws  ostracising  men  because  of  their 
political  opinions  I  would  not  snpptvt 
this  Bill. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  if  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  would  study  the  utterances  of 
leading  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
he  would  be  compelled,  doubtless  much 
against  his  will,  to  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  he  ought  not  It^ieally  to  vote 
for  Home  Rule.    I  recollect  reading  an 
article  written  by  a  leading  Member  of 
the  Nationalist  Party,  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork,  in  an  English  weekly 
review,  which  I  think  is  the  only  weekly 
review  devoted  to  the  cause  of  bon. 
Gentlmien  opposite.   The  article  vas 
intended  to  describe  the  course  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  take  as 
to  the  govemmmt  of  Ireland,  and  the 
bon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cork  cer- 
tainly urged,  in  language  of  the  znoet 
violent  description,  tlwt  the  Castle  should 
be  cleared  out  of  every  man  differing 
from  the  Nationalists,  and  that  in  their 
place  should  be  established  an  oflScial 
hierarchy  agreeing  with   them.  That 
policy  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wisely, 
humanely,  and  in  a  statesmanlike  spirit 
absolutely  refused  to  carry  out.  But 
does  he  doubt  that  the  gendemen  who 
are  to  succeed  him  will  do  that  which 
they  have  publicly  recommended  ?  When 
we   are  establishing  in  Ireland,  for  a 
generation  at  least,  one  political  PMty  only 
in  power,  and  when  we  find  that  Party 
professing  principles  which  would  drive 
from  office  every  gentleman  who  diffiwed 
from  them,  do  you  think  we  can  trust 
such  men  with  legislative  poww  which 
would  enatile  them  to  fiwy  oat  their 
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intentioiu  ?    I  oonfegg  I  do  not  see  how 
joa  can  trust  them.    The  right  hoD. 
Gmtleiiiaii  says  that  in  this  conntry 
it  is  the  practice   of  the    Party  iu 
power  to  conuder  the  political  opiaions 
thooe  th^  appoiot  to  ofBce.   II  we 
vere  dealing  with    a  eokmy  or  an 
oiduuurj  loeietyf  to  refute  that  power  to 
avail  of  ttiat  practice  would  be  the  height 
of  absurdity,  but  we  are  dealing  with  a 
society  where  the  division  of  Parties  has 
been  so  deep,  where  political  auimosities 
kave  been  of  such  long  standing  and  of 
M  iHtter  a  character  that  we  must,  in 
common  consideration  for  the  minority, 
%ka  pKeanticms  which,  und«r  other  cir- 
samsttuieeSfWouldnotoulybeuttnecesBary, 
bnteven  frivolous  and  absurd.   The  hou. 
Gentleman  the   Mraaber  for  Uie  St. 
Ste|A»n*B  Grraen  Division  had  quoted  a 
Case  in  which  a  number  of  gentleineD, 
not  politicians,  had  been  pursued  with 
vengeanoe  with  the  view  of  destroying 
their  business  in  Ireland  because  they 
had  ■  attended  a  private  dinner  given  to 
me  in  Dublin.    I  only  allude  to  that 
Case  as  an  indication  of  the  point  to 
which  political  savagenees  has  reached 
in  Ireland,  and  I         the  Committee 
whether  they  are  not  bound  to  take  Uie 
facts  as  they  find  them  ?  *  When  the 
right  boQ.  Gentleman  professes  to  look 
forward  in  this  sanguine  spirit  to  the 
political  future  of  Ireland,  I  eanoot  help 
feeling  that  be  has  shut  his  eyes  to  the 
letoal  facts  that  come  under  his  own 
experience.    Though  I  admit  that  even 
if  this  Amendment  was  carried  it  would 
be  a  poor  protection  to   the  political 
minority  in  Ireland,  still  it  would  be 
a  most  valuable  recognition  upou  the 
face  of  the  BUI  that  we  look  forward 
with  apprehension  to  the  use  that  may 
he  made  of  the  powers  given  to  the  new 
PvUament,  and  that  any  abuse  of  this 
power  would  be  against  both  the  letter 
and  the  spirit  by  which  Uiat  Logishtture 
is  to  be  established. 
•Sir  H.  JAMES  :  Some  of  u«  think 
the  Government  of  Ireland  in  pasf  times 
has  not  been  in  all  directions  a  wise  and 
just  Government,  and  one  reason  why 
we  have  opposed  Home  Rule  has  l>een 
that  we  have  always  felt  there  would  be 
reftfisals  on  the  part  of  the  majority 
against  the  minority.   The  right  hon. 
(MBtleman  told  us  of  localities  where 
there  were  97  per  cent,  of  the  people  of 
<$Brtoiu  political  opinions,  and  that  when 


a  Body  had  to  be  elected,  only  two  or 
three  of  the  97  per  cent,  were  placed 
upou  tliat  Body. 

Mr.  J.  MOBL£Y  :  I  said  that  upon 
nominated  Bodies  only  one  or  two  of 
the  97  per  cent,  were  placed  upon 
them. 

*SiR  H.  JAMES  :  And  is  not  that  a 
great  wrong  on  the  97  per  cent.  ?  and, 
according  to  your  views,  how  would  they 
be  likely  to  act  if  you  give  them  un- 
fettered power  ?  You  tell  them  they 
have  sustained  great  wrong  ;  you  may 
be  right  or  wrong  in  so  telling  them, 
but  you  are  preaching  to  them  the 
doctrine  of  vengeance.  No,  no  I  **]  Yes, 
yes.  What  is  the  object  of  this  legisla- 
tion ?  To  redress  that  wrong.  Accord- 
ing to  your  view,  this  disability  has  been 
imposed,  and  would  not  that  he  remedied 
according  to  the  view  of  the  majority 
when  the  hand  is  unfettered,  and  is  it 
not  our  duty  to  see  that  that  very  sense 
of  wrong — you  may  call  it  justice,  others 
may  call  it  vengeance  —  shall  be  re- 
strained ?  That  sense  of  wrong,  however 
baseless  it  may  be,  has  influenced  Ireland 
for  some  13  or  14  years.  We  have  never 
thought  there  has  been  hostility  solely  on 
account  of  religious  difierences  of  opinion, 
but  thov  has  been  a  sense  of  wrong  on 
account  of  that  which  wae  political  and 
social,  and  we  saw  a  persecution  unex* 
ampled  in  the  history  of  the  world  for 
the  years  tiie  Land  League  legislated. 
They  did  legislate.  They  issued  their 
decrees  ;  they  passed  their  laws  ;  they  en- 
forced their  laws,  and  they  were  laws 
more  cruel,  more  despotic,  more  tyranni 
cal  than  any  Chamber  ever  could  have 
passed  with  the  sanction  of  a  majority  of 
a  Constitutional  Power.  The  men  who 
controlled  the  lAud  League  are  the  men 
for  whom  the  Chief  Secretary  now 
pleads,  and  they  are  the  same  men  to 
whom  we  are  to  give  unfettered  power ; 
and  when  we  say  there  shall  be  no  legis- 
lative power  to  make  reprisals,  the  Chief 
Secretary  says,  We  will  give  you  the 
power." 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  No. 
•Sir  H.  JAMES:  Yes,  you  do;  if 
youdo  not  restrain  you  give ;  and,  there- 
fore, the  Chief  Secretary  pleads  there 
shall  be  opportunity  of  making  reprisals, 
and  that  you  ought  not  to  prevent  the 
men  who  for  yean  ruled  Ireland  with 
greater  i^ower  than  any  Parliament,  and 
in  a  nuuiner  that  did  injustice  to  the 
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minority.  We  hare  examples  of  what 
would  happen  from  the  speeches  of  hon. 
Members.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dublin 
(Mr.  T.  Hurriugtou)  says  that,  according 
to  Iri^h  view^,  if  a  man  is  interested  iu 
a  bank,  he  should  endeavour  to  destroy 
another  hank. 

Mr.  T.  HARKINGTON  said,  he 
had  not  said  that.  He  said  The  Free- 
man'f  Journal^  which  hon.  Members 
seemed  to  think  was  under  the  control  of 
a  large  body  of  the  Irish  i)eople,  was 
under  the  control  of  one  individual,  and 
that,'  being  interested  in  one  bauk,  if  all 
banks  were  to  bo  on  the  same  footing,  he 
wanted  the  Bank  of  Ireland  to  publish 
its  audit. 

•Sir  H.  JAMES  :  That  he  should 
use  the  power  of  this  great  jourual  to 
boycott  and  stamp  out  a  bank,  and 
that  is  what  the  hon.  Member  de- 
clares is  very  hooourable  for  cue  Irish- 
man to  do  against  another.  ['*  Oh,  oh  !  "] 
When  the  evil  of  such  a  doctrine  is 
pointed  out  those  who  will  be  the  ma- 
jority in  any  future  Irish  Parliament 
hoot  down  the  man  who  protests  against 
such  a  doctrine.  It  is  shown,  not  only 
by  the  statement  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
and  the  history  of  the  last  14  years,  but 
by  the  arguments  adduced  by  those  who 
would  rule  iu  Ireland,  that  if  you  do  not 
endeavour  to  safeguard  those  who  will 
be  the  minority,  all  the  wrongs  of  past 
years  will  be  avenged,  and  all  the 
principles  which  the  Katioualists  profess 
in  Ireland  will  be  enforced  against  the 
minority, 

Mb.  MACFARLA2;E  said,  that 
when  he  faeai-d  the  Ameudmeut  moved 
he  did  not  expect  they  would  derive  any 
advantage  from  the  Debate;  but  he  had 

seen  occasion  during  the  discussion  to 
change  his  opinion  on  the  subject.  They 
were  now  discussing  tlie  question  of 
safeguarding  political  opinion.  The 
English  and  Scottish  people  were  con- 
tinually told  to  preserve  religious  liberty: 
but  during  this  discussion  they  were  told 
by  hon.  Members  that  they  did  not  in  the 
least  fear  the  action  of  the  Irish  people 
against  them  on  religious  grounds. 
["  No,  no  1 "]  Yes;  he  had  carefully 
listeued  to  the  Debate,  aud  it  was  said 
they  feared  nothing  from  the  action  of 
the  Irish  people  on  religious  grounds;  but 
what  they  feared  was  that  they  were  to 
be  ostracised  and  driven  from  all  political 
power.    [Cri«  of  "  Who  ?  "]    By  many 

Sir  H.  Jamet 


hou.  Gentlemen.  [  Crie«  of  "  Name  I "] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James)  was  the  last 

transgressor  iu  this  matter,  and  had 
pointed  out  that  the  chief  fear  was 
political  oppression.  He  considered  the 
discussion  had  proved  that  the  hollow 
cry  as  to  religious  oppression  was  in- 
sincere and  shallow.  Political  oppres- 
sion was  no  new  thing,  and  was  well 
known  to  the  House.  They  had  had 
some  experience  of  a  body  called  die 
Primrose  League,  and  did  ther  not 
exercise  politi^  boycotting  ?  Let  a 
man  go  into  any  constitueD^  in  die 
country  where  a  branch  of  this  League 
existed,  and  ask  any  person  whether  he 
had  known  shopkeepers  and  others  who 
had  not  been  boycotted.  [Crtc«  of 
"  Questiou  I  "]  That  was  the  question. 
The  question  was  one  of  legislation,  and 
hon.  Members  who  argued  against  it 
must  be  awai-e  that  against  any  adverse 
legislation  by  the  Irish  ParliameDt  they 
were  protected  by  the  Supreme  Parlia- 
ment here. 

Mh.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) 
had  expected  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir 
H.  James)  was  going  to  give  a  concrete 
case  of  how  this  Amendment  would  have 
a  protective  character;  but  he  had  waited 
In  vain  for  that  illustration.  The  right 
hou.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Man- 
chester (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  took  the  dis- 
tinction that  they  could  not  legislate 
against  Executive  action,  and  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  would  have 
gone  ou  to  give  a  concrete  case  to  show 
what  he  meant  to  effect  under  this 
Amendment.  They  had  beard  a  great 
many  instances  given,  but  they  had  been 
merely  instances  of  Executive  action  and 
of  Imperial  Executive  action.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James)  ought 
to  have  let  the  Committee  know  what 
was  the  concrete  case,  not  of  Executive 
but  of  legislative  action  to  which  this 
Ameudmeut  pointed.  Was  it,  for  ex- 
ample, supposed  that  no  Orangeman  was 
ever  to  get  Office  ?  Assuming  that  the 
Irish  Executive  excluded  Orangemen, 
what  criminal  idiots  they  would  be  to 
include  the  provision  iu  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament. Why  ?  Because  they  could 
follow  the  example  of  the  I  mperial 
Executive  aud  do  executively  what  there 
was  no  need  for  them  to  do  legislatively. 
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The  real  fut  was  that  these  Amend- 
ments to  which  the  Committee  had  been 
IiBtemiig  were  mere  object  lessons  for  the 
oouQtTf,  and  these  were  lessons  of  ob- 
struction in  the  House  of  Commons. 
They  all  knew  that  the  Tory  Party  was 
the  Party  of  virtue  and  intelligence.  It 
had  never  committed  any  wrongs ;  it 
had  never  excluded  anyone  from  office, 
whether  from  religious  belief  or  on  any 
other  ground.  But  the  Party  of  virtue 
had  been  in  power  in  Ireland  for  several 
years,  and  what  was  the  lesson  they  had 
tanght  ?  He  should  be  sorry  to  see  that 
leesoD  imitated.  It  was,  perhaps,  right 
eaoogh  that  the  superior  Judgeships 
shoold  be  given  to  their  political  fol- 
lowers, because  the  Party  had  possessed 
a  number  of  hungry  claimants  ;  but  take 
the  case  of  the  County  Court  Judges,  of 
whom  there  were  22  in  Ireland. 

An  hon.  Mehbeb  :  Question  I 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Very  well,  I 
will  not  take  up  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  (Dover)  said,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Loath  (Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy)  said  that  no  speaker  had 
suggested  a  concrete  case  of  legislative 
action  on  the  part  of  the  Legislature  to 
be  established  in  Dublin,  which  would  be 
prevented  hy  the  Amendment  under  con- 
sideration. The  hott.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  commented  on  the  fact  that  they 
had  been  dealing  rather  with  Executive 
action  and  patronage  than  laws  that 
might  be  passed  imposing  disability.  He 
would  suggest,  as  a  concrete  case,  the 
Oath  of  Allegiance  in  the  Irish  Legislature. 
What  was  there  to  prevent  the  Legisla- 
ture from  adding  to  the  Oath  of  Alle- 
giance a  declaration  of  loyalty  to  the 
Constitution  set  up  ?  No  Unionist  could 
take  such  an  oath  or  make  such  a  decla- 
ration. Let  them  turn  to  another  part 
of  the  Bill.  In  the  7th  clause,  Sub- 
section 8,  power  was  given  to  the  Irish 
L^islature  to  pass  a  Redistribution 
Act  at  the  end  of  six  years.  He 
eould  not  help  thinking  that  the 
proviso  that  "  due  regard  is  to 
be  had  to  the  population  of  the 
constitnencies"  would  gain  in  effect  if 
the  Government  were  to  accept  the 
Amendment  under  consideration.  But 
they  need  not  search  for  concrete  in- 

yOL.  XIIL     [fourth  8ZSIK8.] 


stances;  they  had  so  many  examples. 
In  Ireland  ^e  sphere  of  politics  was 
wider  than  in  England  ;  It  extended  up- 
wards to  autonomy  as  applied  to  Union- 
ism, downwards  to  questions  of  the  Plan 
of  Campi  ign.  Therefore,  the  Irish 
people  had  a  wide  field  for  exercising  the 
spirit  of  which  they  bad  given  indica- 
tions. He  had,  he  thought,  given  an 
example  of  the  kind  of  action  it  would 
be  in  their  power  to  take. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birmmg- 
ham,  W.)  :  The  point  we  ore  considerii^ 
is  extranely  important,  not  so  much  in- 
trinsically as  for  the  light  it  has  shed 
upon  the  feelings  with  which  the  two 
Parties  approach  this  great  queatim. 
Take  the  two  last  speedies  against  the 
Amendment  to  which  we  have  listened  ; 
one  very  complete  in  itself,  and  the  other 
— I  must  call  it  a  noble  torso,  interrupted 
unfortunately,  but  still  very  suggestive 
of  very  important  results.    The  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Argyll  (Mr. 
Macfarlane)  was  one  of  those  to  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  referred  as  an  object 
lesson,  made  not  so  much  for  this  House 
as  for  the  electors  of  Argyllshire  ;  but  I 
think  it  will  be  seen  it  illustrates  the 
different  points  of  view.   The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, in  the  first  instance,  said  the  Debate 
had  shown  we  were  insincere  in  antici- 
pating that  any  religious  bigotry  could 
possibly  exist  in  Ireland,  or  have  any 
practical  results  after  tiiis  Bill  luw 
passed.    And  why?    Because  we  were 
dwelling  upon  an  Amendment  that  con- 
templated   not   religious   but  political 
bigotry,  and  were,  therefore,  leaving  out 
of  account  the  other  part  of  the  question. 
I  cannot  understand  how  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber can  take  any  comfort  from  the  fact 
that  in  dealing  with  political  bigotry  we 
are  not,  at  the   same  time,  separating 
religious  bigotry.    It  is  quite  true,  as 
the  hou.  Member  told  us,  we  are  not  in 
fear  of  religious  persecution  in  the  sense 
in  which  the  word  was  used  in  the  time 
of  Bloody  Queen  Mary.  That  is  not  the 
thing  that  we  expect ;  we  do  not  sup- 
pose the  fires  of  Smithfield  will  be  re- 
kindled on  College  Green.    What  we  do 
suppose  is  that  under  this  Bill  there  will 
happen  in  Ireland  what  has  happened  in 
Canada  and  tn  every  other  place  in  which 
a  predominant  religious  Paqty  has  secured 
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power.  Of  conrae  thej  will  take  advan- 
tage of  their  position,  aoU  of  course  that 
will  result  in  proceedings  which,  un- 
doubtedly, the  majority  of  this  country 
are  not  prepared  for.  But  then  the 
hon.  Member  for  Argyllshire  went 
on,  and,  referriug  to  the  moral  ques- 
tion, he  made  the  comparison  of 
Gladstooian  platforms  with  the  political 
practice  of  which  he  quoted  the  Primrose 
League  as  an  illustration.  It  is  not  my 
business  to  defend  the  Primrose  League, 
nor  am  I  going  to  say  there  is  any  poli- 
tical Party  in  this  country  that  is  wholly 
undeserving  of  criticism  in  this  matter. 
I  confess  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
easy  for  us  to  justify  the  meaus  taken 
to  fill  our  judicial  appointments  in  the 
Superior  Courts.  I  allow  they  are  made 
almost  universally  by  each  Party  in 
torn  from  members  of  their  own  Party. 
I  think  that  is  unjustifiable.  There 
are  lots  of  other  eases  of  the  same  kind 
in  which  political  feeling  does  influence 
appointments  and  action  in  this  country. 
But  I  ask  hon.  Members  to  deal  with  this 
matter  fairly,  and  say  is  there  anythuig 
comparable  between  the  kind  of  influence 
that  is  used  properly  by  political  Parties 
in  this  country  and  the  kind  of  influence 
used  by  political  Parties  in  Ireland  ?  I 
do  not  care  which  Party  you  take  for  the 
sake  of  this  argument.  No  one  has 
spoken  more  strongly  than  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  of  the  bigotry  of  the  Ulster 
Orangemen.  I  am  not  concerned  to  say 
whether  their  accusations  are  just  or 
not.  If  they  are  just,  that  proves  my 
case.  You  have  to  fear  the  bigotry  of 
Ulstei  Oraugemeo  and  their  resentment ; 
and  is  it  to  be  said  ttiere  is  to  be  fear  of 
the  bigotry  of  Nationalist  Irishmen ; 
are  we  to  put  aside  all  that  has  happened 
during  the  last  10  years  ;  that  the  men 
who  have  openly  threatened  that  when- 
ever they  came  into  power  they  would  be 
revenged  on  their  adversaries  did  not 
mean  what  they  said  ;  that  men  who 
have  said  they  would  stick  at  nothing  ; 
the  men  who  have  invented  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  the  men  who  have  invented 
boycotting ;  tlie  men  who  have 
established  the  National  League,  and  we 
know  that  crime  and  murder  dogged  the 
footsteps  of  the  League  ;  are  we  now  to 
get  np  gravely  and  compare  such  a  state 
oS.  things  as  that  with  any  state  of  things 
that  is  conceivable  in  this  country,  or  in 
Scotland,  or  in  Wales?  No,  Sir  ;  owing 

Jfr.  J,  Chamberlain 


to  the  extraordinary  virulence  of  political 
opinions  in  Ireland,  we  have  to  deal  with 
a  diflfereut  state  of  things  to  anything 
prevailing  in  this  country.  We  may 
represent  difl^erences  of  opinion  here  ;  but, 
at  least,  they  do  not  go  to  the  extent  of 
crime  and  outrage.  I  admit  there  is 
much  political  nnfairnes^-I  think  that 
some  of  us  have  had  experience  of  that 
even  within  the  last  few  days  ;  but  none 
are  in  fear  either  for  our  property  or  our 
lives  in  this  country.  Can  hon.  Grentle- 
men  say  that  if  a  Nationalist  Party  were 
in  power  a  Protestant  and  an  Ulster- 
man  would  not  be  in  fear  of  life  and  pro- 
perty ?  [An  hon.  Member  :  Certainly.] 
I  say  that  in  the  last  10  years  there  has 
been  no  district  in  Ireland  in  which  the 
Nationalist  Party  have  been  in  power- 
as  they  have  been  owiug  to  the  influence 
of  the  National  League  and  the  Luid 
League — in  which  a  Protestant  could 
hold  his  life  and  his  property  secure — 
["  Oh,  oh  ! unless  he  had  the  pro- 
tection of  the  police — ["  Oh,  oh  !  "  and 
cries  of  "  Question  I  "]  I  say  that  is 
perfectly  true — [Cn'c*  of  "No,  no'!"]  • 
Let  me  finish  my  sentence  ;  you  differ 
from  me  

Mr.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  :  Yee, 
we  do. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  You  will 
have  full  opportunity  of  answering  me 
afterwards.  I  say  that  is  my  opinion  ; 
I  say  that  that  is  true  of  the  last  10 
years,  and  is  there  a  man  on  that  Bench 
who  will  dispute  that  statement,  that,  at 
all  cvente,  it  has  been  true  during  the 
last  10  years  ? 

Au  hon.  Mexber  :  No ;  it  is  not 
true. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  appeal 
to  that  Bench,  and  I  will  find  in  the 
speeches  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are 
sitting  there  as  allies  of  hon.  Gontlemen 
opposite  the  proof  of  what  I  allege — 
that  at  that  time,  at  any  rate,  all  of  them 
said  that  there  have  been  times 
when  that  state  of  tilings  has  existed  m 
consequence  of  the  tyranny  exercised  by 
the  National  League  ?  But  I  do  not 
want  to  dwell  on  the  Nationalist  side  of 
the  case.  Take  tbe  other  dide,  which 
hon.  Members  think  themselves  safe  in  a 
Parliament  governed,  officered,  and  ocm- 
troUed  by  these  Ulster  Orangemen  ? 
[Crie«  of  "  Yes,  yes  I"]   I  eaU  on  my 
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hoD.  Frieuds  to  take  note  of  this  revul- 
aion  of  feeling.  It  was  not  always  so. 
[Cries  of  "  Always  ! "]  That  ia  not  the 
CMC — that  is  absolutely  contradicted  by 
the  speeches  of  Members  like  those  of 
the  boo,  and  learned  Member  for  Louth 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy).  I  myself  have 
listened  to  speeches  about  the  riots  in 
Belfast  at  the  time  the  Chief  Secretary 
sent  the  police  there,  and  at  that  time 
the  boD.  and  learned  Member  denounced 
the  Ulster  Orangemen  and  declared  the 
lives  of  the  Catholics  were  not  safe. 
Whether  you  accept  the  idea  of  a  Nation- 
alist majority,  or  an  Ulster  majority,  or 
a  Protestant  Orange  majority,  in  either 
cue,  as  long  as  feeltug  remains  as  bitter 
as  at  present,  the  danger  to  the  minority 
in  Irdand  is  something  altogether  differ- 
ent in  kind  and  degree  from  the  danger 
to  the  minority  in  Kogtand.  Now  I  turn 
to  the  interesting  fragment  of  the  hou. 
aDd  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Louth.  He  is  always  interested 
io  the  onler  of  our  Debates  since  he  has 
ceased  to  speak  himself.  He  says  no  one 
has  shown  what  possible  danger  there  is 
in  regard  to  this  matter  from  the  powers 
of  legislation  to  be  given  to  the  Irish 
Parliament,  nor  how  the  Amendment  is 
b)  restriet  that  power  and  prevent  the 
I  evils  that  we  fear.  I  am  not  going  to 
'  say  that  the  words  of  the  Amendment 
would  be  an  absolute  protection.  I 
admit  that  if  Home  Rule  is  given  all 
idea  of  absolute  projection  to  the  mino- 
rity must  be  given  up.  But  at  least  we 
can  assert  the  intention  with  which  the 
Imperial  Parliament  has  made  this  con- 
cession, and  it  is  in  that  sense  that  I  value 
these  various  Amendments.  At  the 
moment  when  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth  said  that  if  the  mino- 
rity had  anything  to  fear  it  would  be  from 
the  action  of  the  Executive  and  not  from 
that  of  the  Legislature,  I  was  reading 
SD  extract  from  a  speech  which  will 
throw  some  light  on  the  point.  A  dis- 
tinguished Nationalist,  speaking  a  few 
years  ago  of  the  police,  said — 

"The  police  are  close  at  band,  very  close  at 
hand,  ana  when  we  shall  be  masters  in  Ireland 
I  know  the  reward  which  we  shall  mete  out  to 
the  men  who  have  oppressed  us." 

That  teemed  to  be  a  menace  to  the  police  ; 
bat  probably  the  hon.  Member  reflected 
that  he  had  an  English  as  well  as  an 
Irish  audience,  and  therefore  he  began 
to  qualify,  for  he  continued— 
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"  It  is  not  Injur;  for  injury  ;  we  sbaU  do 

justice  to  all." 

[^Interruption.']  Let  hon.  Members  be 
patient  until  I  have  finished  the  quota- 
tion. I  will  only  say  in  passing,  how- 
ever, that  if  justice  is  to  be  done  to  all,  I 
do  not  see  the  necessity  of  the  preriouB 
statement  warning  the  police  that  when 
the  Nationalists  became  masters  they 
would  mete  out  reward  to  the  men  who 
had  oppressed  them.  But  to  continue 
the  extract — 

"  Mr.  Balfour  said  the  other  day  that  if  I 
were  the  Chief  Secretary  I  should  enforce  the 
law,  I  hope  I  should  enforce  the  law  ;  but 
the  first  men  uainst  whom  I  should  entoioe 
it  are  the  ruffianly  Magistrates  and  police* 
men." 

That  raised  two  questions.  "  Who  were 
the  ruffianly  Magistrates  and  police- 
men "  ?  [Interruption.]  Hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  are  very  impatient,  and 
answer  the  question  before  I  hare  pat 
it.  Who  are  the  ruffianly  Magistrates 
and  policemen  agunst  whom  the  present 
law— the  law  as  it  exists — can  be 
brought  into  force  with  effect  by  an  Irish 
Parliament  ?  Does  not  the  Committee 
see  that  for  the  purpose  there  must  be  a 
new  law  ?  That  is  just  what  we  fear, 
and  that  is  my  answer  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Louth.  The  Col- 
league of  the  hon.  Member,  when  he 
made  the  speech  referred  to,  was  not 
contemplating  the  existing  law,  not  the 
British  law,  not  the  law  in  a  foreign 
garb,  but  a  brand  new  law  which  was  to 
be  made  for  the  purpose.  The  Com- 
mittee will  now  see  the  object  of  the 
Amendment.  What  we  want  is  to  pre- 
vent an  ex  pott  facto  law  being  made 
by  the  Irish  Parliament  for  the  purpose 
of  punishing  Mf^^trates  whom  the 
Nationalists  think  to  be  ruffianly,  but 
whom  the  Imperial  law  cannot  possibly 
touch. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes  233 ; 
Noes  269.— (Division  List,  No.  188.) 

Mb.  RENTOUL  (Down,  E.)  moved, 

In  line  23,  after  "or,"  to  insert  the  words 
'*  repealing  or  amending  any  law  at  present  In 
existence,  or  hereinafter  to  be  enacted  by  the 
Imp^al  Parliament,  which  gives  Ug^  emotto 
any  rights  or  ceremonies  performed  by  any 
Protestant  Church,  or." 

He  said  the  object  of  the  Amendment 
was  with  reference  to  marriages  per- 
formed io  the  Presbyterian  Church  in 
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Ireland.  He  desired  to  make  it  clear 
that  the  Irish  Legislature  should  not  be 
able  to  Msimilate  the  law  in  Ireland  with 
that  in  England.  At  present,  in  Eng- 
land, the  registrar  attended  all  Noncon* 
formist  marriages  and  kept  the  books 
relating  to  those  marriages  ;  but  in  Ire- 
land it  was  totallj  different,  the 
Presbyterian  miDister  keeping  his 
own  register,  and  making  quarterly 
returns,  being  in  all  respects  like 
the  rector  of  the  Church  of  England. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  23,  after  tiie  woid"or,"  to 
insert  the  irordB  "  n^iealing  or  ammding  any 
law  at  pnsent  hi  existenoe,  or  hereafter  to 
be  enacted  hy  the  Imperial  Parliament,  which 
gives  l^al  effect  to  any  rites  or  ceremonjes 
performed  by  any  Protestant  Church,  or." — 
(J/i*.  Rentoul.") 

Qnestion  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

*SiB  J.  RIGBT  said,  the  Government 

did  not  regard  these  supposed  acts  of 
oppression  from  the  same  standpoint  as 
the  hon.  Member.  If  they  were  to 
regard  them  in  that  light  they  might 
have  500  or  5,000  other  provisions 
which  wonld  be  just  as  reasonable. 
The  only  object  of  the  Amendment  was 
to  delay  the  progress  of  the  Bill.  There 
was  not,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Govern- 
ment, the  slightest  chance  or  the  re- 
motest possibility  that  the  matter  would  be 
dealt  with  at  all  by  the  Irish  Legislature ; 
and  as  they  considered  they  ought  only 
to  provide  against  real,  and  not  imagi- 
nary, dangers  they  coold  not  accept  the 
Amendment. 

LoKD  B.  CHURCHILL  (Paddington, 
S.)  said,  there  was  no  human  being  in 
the  worid  so  unsympathetic  as  a  lawyer. 
What  did  it  matter  to  a  lawyer  in  what 
way  a  marriage  was  performed  if  it  was 
according  to  the  law  of  the  land  ?  He 
did  not  think  that  the  contentiou  of  ttie 
Solicitor  General  wonld  be  supported  by 
the  Prime  Minister,  who  had  great 
sympathy  with  all  Christian  religious 
ntes.  If  the  Presbyterians  of  Ireland, 
who  were  a  very  orderly,  moral,  and 
Religions  Body,  had  for  years  enjoyed  a 
peculiar  manner  of  celebrating  their 
marriage  rites,  and  if  they  prided  them- 
selves on  the  superiority  of  that  manner, 
why  on  earth    shonld    the  Solicitor 

Mr.  Bentoul 


General  dismiss  with  the  utmost  con- 
tempt and  treat  as  the  most  despicable 
idea  the  desire  of  the  Presbyterian  Body 
to  maintain  the  rites  with  which  their 
fathers  and  forefathers  had  been  married  ? 
[^Laughter."]  These  were  not  things  to 
be  laughed  at,  for  they  represented 
national  sentiment.  Was  the  marriage 
ceremony  a  solemn  thing  ? 

'  An  hon.  Mehber  :  A  sacred  thing. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  Wer*  the 
marriage  services  solemn  or  grotesque  ? 
He  wanted  to  know  that  from  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  who 
was  indulging  in  the  most  excessive  ridi- 
cule. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  could 
assure  the  noble  Lord  that  he  had  not 

even  smiled. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  said,  he 

thought  at  alt  events  some  considerBtion 
was  due  to  this  old  Religious  Body,  and 
that  their  old  methods  of  solemnising 
their  marriages  ahoalfl  not  be  lightly 
taken  away.  There  seemed  to  be  some 
reason  for  the  apprehension  that  was 
felt  that  on  this  question  of  Marriage 
Law  tiie  Irish  Legislature  might  make 
some  chaoKe.  The  Unionists  only  de- 
sired that  the  old  practice  should  not  be 
altered,  and  he  asked  for  sympathetic 
treatment  from  the  Prime  Minister. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  must 
demur  to  the  noble  Lord^s  expresaiohs 
with  regani  to  the  Solicitor  Generars 
speech,  as  I  do  not  think  there  was  any 
want  of  courtesy  or  any  contempt  in  it. 
I  myself  look  upon  the  Presbyterians  of 
Ireland  as  a  Body  who  are  entitled  to 
our  very  warm  sympathy.  The  noble 
Lord  has  spoken  of  the  ancient  law  which 
they  have  inherited  from  theirforefathers; 
Vut  that  law  is  of  a  very  recent  date, 
and  one  of  the  reasons  why  I  respect 
the  Presbyterians  of  Ireland  is  that,  until 
it  became  convenient  and  necessary  for 
the  true  ascendency  party  in  Ireland  to 
allow  a  relaxation  of  the  laws,  the 
Presbyterians  were  in  a  position  ver^ 
analogous  to  that  of  the  Irish  Roman 
Catholics.  The  position  of  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Amendment  is  that  ue 
Presbyterians  of  Ireland  have  a  Marriage 
Law  which  they  value,  and  they  are 
apprehensive  lest  the  Irish  Leeislatnre 
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ahonld  interfere  with  tliat  Marriage 
Law,  ADil  deprive  the  FresbyteriaDs 
of  the  civil  privileges  connected  with 
it.  Well,  I  have  do  doubt  that 
there  are  many  Bodies  in  Ireland  that 
value  certain  laws  extremely,  and  these 
Bodies  may  also,  perhaps,  entertain 
bonest,  but,  as  I  believe,  groundless, 
apprehensions  that  those  laws  would  be 
iuterfered  with  by  the  new  Iiegislature. 
Is  every  Body  in  diat  condition  to  require 
the  Imperial  Parliament  to  insert  in  the 
clause  a  prohibitory  enactment  to  pre- 
vent the  Irish  Legislature  from  doing, 
the  apprehended  thing  ?  We  cannot 
enter  upon  a  boundites  field  of  that  kind 
Duless  it  be  shown^  in  the  first  place, 
that  there  is  some  ground  of  likelihood 
that  the  Irish  Legislature  would 
eranmit  these  offences.  Is  there  the 
smallest  ground  of  likelihood  in 
this  case?  Many  Members  proceed 
upon  the  supposition  that  the  Irish 
majority  would  be  totally  blind  to  their 
duties  towards  the  minority.  Against 
that  opinion,  disclosing  as  it  does  a  very 
obetinate  prejudice,  I  am  not  going  to 
contend ;  and  I  will  admit,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  argument,  that  there  will  be 
no  moral  sense  at  all  in  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature. But  it  will  be  alive  to  considera- 
tions of  self-interest ;  and  it  will, 
undoubtedly,  be  to  the  interest  of  the 
majority  to  secure  the  alliance  of  the 
Presbyterians.  Therefwe,  to  fear  that 
the  majori^  will  set  to  work  to  contract 
the  privileges  of  the  Presbyterians  under 
the  Marriage  Law — ^privileges  which 
inflict  no  wrong  upon  the  majority  and 
cause  no  inconvenience — is  to  ascribe 
10  that  majority  a  large  amount  of 
gratuitous  folly  as  well  as  a  total  dis- 
regard of  principle.  For  these  reasons  I 
cannot  consent  to  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  a.  j.  BALFOUR :  I  think  the 
speech  we  have  just  heard  presents  one 
of  the  most  interesting  studies  that  we 
ever  had  of  the  Prime  Mintstw.  It  is 
highly  interesting  to  contrast  the  manner 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  looks 
at  the  past  with  his  manner  of  looking 
to  the  future.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  looks  forward  he  sees  before 
him  an  angelic  Assembly — [cries  of 
"SaUsbory"  and  "Second-hand"]— 
niffflflenting  an  aogelie  majority  in- 
o^«Ue  of  any  acts  <^  oppression.  But 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  looks 


back  on  the  past  he  sees  a  mincnity  in 
ascendency  in  Ireland  who  committed 
these  very  acts  of  oppression  which, 
he  says,  are  impossible  in  the  future. 
I  would  take  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
own  estimate  of  the  past,  and  assume 
with  him  that  the  ascendency  party 
were  guilty  of  the  gross oet  oppression 
when  they  were  in  power ;  but  I  ask 
why  the  Roman  Catholic  majority  of  the 
future  are  to  be  totally  without  the 
vices  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  have  stained  the  record 
of  the  Protestant  minority  ? 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork  Co.,  N.)  : 
Because  the  world  is  wiser. 

MR.A.J.  BALFOUR  :  Let  as  assume, 
for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  one  Irish- 

man  is  very  like  another  ;  let  us  assume 
that  an  Irish  Protestant  Episcopalian 
when  he  is  in  power  is  no  better  than  a 
Roman  Catholic  Irishman  when  he  is  in 
power.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
that  the  Protestant  Episcopalian  when 
in  powOT  was  guilty  the  gnwsest  acts 
of  oppression,  and  he  added  t^t  it  was 
absura  to  suppose  dut  similar  acts  of 
oppression  would  ever  be  committed  by 
a  new  ascendency  Parliament.  Is  that 
reasonable  ?  Is  it  common  sense  ?  The 
Episcopalian  minority  may  have  been  right 
or  wrong  in  their  resistance  against  the 
privileges  granted  to  the  Presbyterians, 
but  they  certainly  had  not  the  same  kind 
of  theological  motive  for  acting  as  they  did 
as  would  naturally  animate  Sish  Repre- 
sentatives acting  under  the  control  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Bishops.  Hon.  Geiftle- 
men  from  Ireland  must  be  perfectly 
aware  that,  according  to  the  Council  of 
Trent — [ironical  Irish  cheers'] — he 
listened  with  the  greatest  interest  to  those 
jeers  uttered  by  Roman  Catholics — they 
must  be  aware  that  according  to  the 
principles  of  the  Church  to  which  they 
belonged  a  marriage  performed  in  a 
Presbyterian  Church  was,  from  a  religious 
point  of  view,  of  no  validity  whatever. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) : 
There  is  no  such  doctrine. 

SevOTal  hon.  Mekbebs  :  Certainly 

not. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  believe 
the  hon.  and  lean^  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Healy),  in  spite  of  his  inartlcnlate  inter- 
ruptiom,  will  ^et  up  and  eontiadjet  Uie 
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Btatement  that,  according  to  the  Church 
to  which  he  belongs,  a  marriage  in  a 
Fresbyterian  Church  is  no  marriage  at 
aU.  ICriet  of  "  No,  no  I  "]  But  I 
"TcB,  yes,  yes,"  and  I  venture  to  think 
I  am  ju8t  as  good  a  judge  in  these 
matters  as  the  hou.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. I  do  not  believe  that  the  Prime 
Minister  will  get  up  and  deny  the  state- 
ment I  have  made. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONK  :  Without 
getting  up  I  will  deny  it. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  knowledge  of  the 
subject  is  less  profound  than  I  had  sup- 
posed. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  while  the  Episcopalians  were  in 
ascendency  in  Ireland  they  passed  laws 
which  he  described  as  oppressive  ;  but  he 
denied  it  wasconceivable  that  the  Roman 
Catholics,  when  they  had  ascendency, 
would  pass  laws  of  the  same  character 
which  would  be  equally  oppresnive, 
although  they  would  have  justification, 
which  the  Episcopalians  had  not,  and 
would,  at  all  events,  be  able  to  appeal  to 
the  doctrines  of  their  Church  as  uttered 
in  authoritative  Councils  for  support  in 
any  action  they  might  take  in  this 
matter.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  forms 
very  good  ground  for  asking  the  Com- 
mittee to  adopt  my  hon.  Friend's  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr,  macartney  (Antrim,  S.) 
said,  he  might  call  the  attention  of  the 
Govemment  to  the  frivolous  objection 
taken  to  the  Amendment,  and  he  would 
point  oat  to  them  that  the  Nonconformists 
of  Ireland  stood  in  a  totally  different 
position  from  any  other  section  of  the 
Irish  minority  upon  such  a  question  as 
this.  The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  at  New- 
castle, speaking  on  behalf  of  the  Non- 
conformists of  Great  Britain,  desired  to 
know  what  were  the  appreheusions  of  the 
Nonconformists  in  Ireland,  and  said  that 
if  those  apprehensions  were  stated  he 
would  pledge  himself  that  they  should 
receive  every  possible  safeguard  in  this 
Bill.  When  his  hou.  and  learned  Friend, 
who  was  a  member  of  one  of  the  Non- 
conformist Bodies  in  Ireland—— 

An  hon.  Member  :  There  are  none. 

Mr.  macartney  said,  when  his 
hon.  Friend  brought  forward  this  Amend- 
ment, if  there  was  any  meaning  in  the 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


electioneering  speeches  of  the  Members 

of  the  Government,  he  conld  properiy 
claim  the  vote  of  the  President  of  the 
Local  Grovernment  Board  as  well  as  that 
of  even  a  more  important  Member  of  the 
Government — the  Chief  Secretary.  After 
the  speech  delivered  by  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  the  Chief 
Secretary  got  up  and  said  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  a  witness  of  the  first 
quality  as  to  Nonconformist  fading  is 
England,  and  t^ey  (his  audience)  could 
see  what  opinion  he  held  on  this  question. 
He  hoped  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
would  go  to  a  Division,  for  then  the 
country  would  have  once  more  an 
opportunity  of  testing  the  value  that 
could  be  attributed  to  these  declarations 
on  the  platform  when  the  object  was  to 
catch  votes  for  the  Government. 

•Sir  T.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  said, 
that  the  only  practical  reply  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  received  from  the 
Solicitor  General  was  that  his  Ameod- 
meut  was  brought  forward  to  delay  and 
obstruct  the  Bill.  As  representing  a 
large  number  of  Presbyterians  in  Ireland, 
he  protested  against  the  methods  of  the 
Solicitor  General.  [  Cries  of  «  Divide ! "] 

The  chairman  :  Order  t 

*SiR  T.  LEA  said,  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  opposite  tried  to  gag  the 
Unionist  Members  upon  a  question  in 
which  Nonconformists  felt  strongly. 
Presbyterians  and  Unionists  noted 
the  example  set  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Loath  (Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy),  who  interrupted  so  per- 
sistently, because  they  now  knew  what 
they  might  expect  from  a  Dublin  Parlis- 
meut.  The  leaders  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  ha^l  stated  that  they  believed  it 
was  their  province  to  direct  their  people 
in  political  questions,  and  they  knew 
very  well  that,  whenever  the  Marriage 
Laws  come  uuder  discussion  iu  an  Irish 
Parliament,  the  Catholic  Church  would 
have  its  way.  From  the  way  his  bon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  been  met  in  moving 
this  Amendment  he  deserved  the  sympathy 
and  support  irf  the  House. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided; — Ayes  228  ; 
Noes  266.— (Division  List,  No.  129.) 

Mr.  J.  MORLKY  said,  he  begged  to 
move  the  Amendment  which  he  had  pro- 
mised bef(n«  the  dinDm*  koox.^^]^ 
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Mb.  COURTKEY  (interposiDg)  aaid, 
he  had  words  to  propose  whieh  would 
carry  out  the  object  oontemplsted  by  the 
right  hoD.  GentlemaD,  and  which  would 
come  in  at  an  earlier  part  of  the  clause. 
His  proposal  was  to  insert,  io  the  first 
line  of  Sub-section  3— 

"Abrogating  or  prejodicially  affcctiog  the 
organisation  of  any  religions  holy,  and  the 
holding  such  body,  or  ly  trustees  on  its 
behalf,  of  property  applicable  to  its  mainten- 
aoce  Mtd  oses ;  or  abK^^ating  or  prejudicially 
affecting  any  place  ot  den<HiuiiationBl  edaca- 
tioa." 

The  clause  as  it  stood  would  refer  to 
institutions  connected  with  a  denomina- 
tion, such  as  a  school,  or  a  hospital,  or  a 
charity,  but  not  to  the  endowments  of 
the  denomination  itself.  There  could  be 
no  question  as  to  what  they  were  all 
aiming  at,  and  the  words  he  proposed,  if 
introduced  at  the  place  he  suggested, 
would  meet  the  object  in  view. 

The  chairman  :  There  is  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paj^r  which  will 
eomo  before  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  (Ayrshire,  N.) 
said,  the  Amendment  referred  to  was  one 
of  which  he  had  given  notice.  As,  how- 
ever, his  Amendment  was  covered  by 
one  which  stood  in  the  name  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Faddington  (Lord 
R.  Chorchill)  he  would  withdraw  it  in 
favour  of  the  latter. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  his  Amend- 
ment would  come  before  that  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bodmin. 
There  was  something  in  what  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  had  said  ;  but  with  all 
respect  to  him,  he  (Mr.  Morley)  con- 
sidered the  wording  of  lus  Amendment 
rather  cumbrous.  He  therefore  moved 
that  at  the  beginning  of  the  sub-section 
the  words  "diverting  the  property  of  any 
religious  body    should  be  inserted. 

Amendment  moved, 

Lq  page  2,  line  24,  insert  "diverting  the 
propsrty  of  any  leligions  body."— <jirr.  J. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  i 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  the  House 
would  always  look  with  great  respect  on 
any  action  of  the  distinguished  ex-Chair- 
man of  Committees.  But  they  could 
Bot  bat  remember  that  he  used  to  be  yerj 


severe  on  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  not 
g^ven  notice  of  their  Amendments.  The 
Amendment  was  suggested  as  au  extra- 
ordinarily important  one— indeed,  every 
Amendment  which  came  from  the 
Benches  opposite  was  one  of  extra- 
ordinary importance.  He  (Mr.  Heaty) 
was  at  a  loss  to  know  why,  in  the  case 
of  such  extraordinarily  important  Amend- 
ments, it  was  not  thought  advisable  to 
put  them  down  on  the  Paper  in  the 
ordinary  way.  As  for  the  English  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s  Amendment, 
he  had  never  heard  anything  like  it. 
How  they  could  "abrogate**  an  organisa- 
tion was  more  than  his  (Mr.  Healy^s) 
Irish  intellect  could  understand.  It 
seemed  that  in  these  matters  they  might 
use  their  own  language  in  their  own 
swoet  way.  He  had  no  objection  to  the 
purpose  of  the  Chief  Secretary's  Amebd- 
meut.  It  was  right  and  proper  that  even 
the  suspicion  of  giving  an  unfair  ad- 
vantage to  the  institutions  of  one  religious 
denomination  should  be  prevented.  He 
did  not  think  the  language  of  the  Amend- 
ment was  happy,  aoid  held  that  in  the 
present  circumstaDces  the  best  course  to 
follow  would  be  to  bring  up  the  words 
on  Report. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  that  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite  was 
so  critical,  and  as  it  was  now  four  minutes 
to  12  o'clock,  it  would  be  better,  perhaps, 
to  report  Progress,  so  that  the  words 
could  be  pla(»d  on  the  Paper  for  to- 
morrow. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  that  he  did 
not  object  to  the  words,  provided  a 
guarantee  were  given  that  they  would 
be  remodelled,  if  necessary,  on  Report. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  :  I  move  to  report 

Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  —  {Mr. 

Heneage.) 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  that  he  had 
given  notice  of  the  words  fours  hours 
before,  and  they  had  been  thoroughly 
considered. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  he  had  not 
been  the  person  to  take  objection  to  the 
words.  ■  But  this  was  not  the  first  nor 
the  second  time  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth  had  objected  to  words 
brought  up  by  the  Government  to  redeem 
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ptedgcn  which  they  had  givou.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bodmin  had 
brought  forward  words  to  redeem  the 
momise  of  the  GoTernment.  The  Chief 
Seoretarj  had  brought  f(H-ward  other 
words,  but  neither  Amendment  pleased 
the  hoD.  and  learned  Gentleman  ;  and, 
therefore,  the  simplest  {Jan  would  be  to 
report  Progress. 


IrtlamdSaL 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Grimsby  of  his  former 

Motion  to  report  Progress  on  the  North 
Sea  Question — and  what  he  got  by  it. 
As  the  Government  had  been  met  by 
this  Motion  they  should,  to-morrow, 
refuse  the  insertion  of  any  Amendment 
of  the  kind  indicated  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Ma.  COUBTNEY  :  Let  the  words 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  be  taken  experi- 
mentally. 

Question,  ^  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,**  put,  and  agreed  to. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  report  to  the 
House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

lUPKOTBHltNT  OF  LANP  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.— (No.  386.) 
SECOND  READING, 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  PBESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gard- 
ner, Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  moved  the 
Second  Beading  of  tills  Bill. 

An  hon.  Meuber  :  I  object. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  This  Bill 
had  the  approbation  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  preceded  me  as  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  and  it  is 
absolutely  a  non-contentions  measure, 
which  is  supported  by  Members  on  both 
eides. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston):  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  put  it  down 
M  the  first  Order. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER:  It  is  one  of  those 
Bills  which  have  never  been  put  down 
as  a  first  Order,  and,  therefore,  the  hon. 

Mr,  Heneage 


Gentleman  must  take  on  himself  the 
responsibility  of  opposing  it. 

*Sir  H.  maxwell  (Wigton):  I 
hope  my  hon.  Friend  will  not  pOTsist  in 
bis  opposition.  I  may  remind  him  that 
when  Dr.  Johnson  visited  Scotland  be 
said  that  in  the  course  of  his  travels  he 
only  saw  three  trees  big  enough  to  hang 
a  man  on.  This  Bill  is,  I  believe,  in- 
tended to  remedy  tliat  state  of  things. 
An  hon.  Member  :  I  object. 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  To-moi^ 
row. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  FBOTISIONAL 
OBDER  (Na  7)  BILL. 

Bead  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDEB(No.8)  BILL.-(No.S77.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

SHOP  HOURS  ACT  (1892)  AUBNDHENT 
(Na  2)  BILU— (No.  333.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  2. 

Committee  reporC  Progress  ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thursday. 

LONDON  IHPBOVSUBNTS  BILL. 
Reported  from  the  Select  Committee. 
Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be  printed. 
[No.  251.] 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed. 

ADJOUBNMENT. 

The  Government  or  Ireland  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.** 

Mr.  6ARTLEY  asked  the  Secreta^ 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Marjoribanks) 
whether  the  Government  would  print  the 
3rd  clause  of  the  Govonmeut  of  Irdand 
Bill  as  amended  in  Committee  ?  It 
would,  he  said,  be  very  useful  to  have  it 
to  refer  to  as  tiie  Bill  progressed. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Marjoribanks,  Berwick- 
shire) :  I  think  the  hoo.  Member  will 
find  it  in  The  Time$  newspaper. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bouse  ad  joarned  at  ten  mlnates 
aftv  Twelve  o'dodb 
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HOUSE   OiF  COMMONS, 
Wednetday^  14th  June  1893. 


QUESTION. 

THE  DEPRESSION  IK  AGBICULTUBE. 

Major    RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.):  I 
desire  to  ask  the  Government  whether 

C  they  intend  to  introduce  the  Motion  for 

«  the  appointment  of  the  Committee  on 

I  Agriculture  on  Monday  ? 

^  The    chief  SECEETABY  fob 

«  IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Moblet,  Newcastle- 

^  npOD-Tyne)  :  Perhaps  the  faon.  and 

«  gallant  Grentleman  wiU  repeat  his  ques- 

g  ttoa  when  the  time  arrives  for  moving 

I  the  Adjournment  of  the  House. 

I  The  president  of  the  BOARD 

I  OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.H.GARDNBK, 

S  Essex,   Safiron  Walden)  :   It  is  on  the 

J  Paper   for  Monday,  and  if  the  Amend- 

I  ments  are  withdrawn  we  shall  be  very 
!^  happy  to  consider  the  appointment  of  the 

I I  Committee. 

*  ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 
e 

V   

^  GOVERNMENT  OF  IRELAND  BILL. 

I  (No.  209.) 

I  couuiTTEE.  \_Progre$$^  13th  June.} 

I  [twentieth  night.] 

I  Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

«  (In  the  Committee.) 

^  Legislative  Authority. 

\  Clause  4  (Restrictions  on  powers  of 
t,   Irish  Legislature). 

1      Me.   COCHRANE   (Ayrshire,  N.) 
I    moved  the  following  Ammdment : — Page 
^    2,  line  24,  leave  out "  prejadicially."  In 
^    moving  the  Amendment  he  should  not, 
>;    he  said,  occupy  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee at  any  length,  leaving  the  matter 
to  be  dealt  with  by  some  of  the  legal 
Members  of  the  House.    He  thought, 
however,  it  must  be  obvious  that  there 
was  something  in  the  Amendment.  Those 
Members     who    were    lawyers  with 
whom  he  had    spoken  on  the  sub- 
ject agreed  with  him  that  the  word 

prejudicially  '*  waa  superfluoos,  and  th 
instead  of   strengthening    it  rath^f 

VOL.  XUI,   [fourth  series.] 


weakened  the  section.  This  was  in  no 
way  a  contentious  question.  For  his 
part,  he  thought  the  clause  would  be  far 
clearer  if  the  word  was  left  out.  This 
word  was  very  similar  to  another  word 
used  in  a  section  of  the  Lands  Clauses 
Act,  and  which  had  given  rise  to  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  litigation.  In  fact, 
for  the  last  45  yean  the  Courts  had  been 
occupied  in  determining  the  exact  mean- 
ing of  the  words  injuriously  affecting 
they  had  been  the  subject  of  numerous 
appeals  to  the  House  of  Lords,  and  he 
understood  on  the  best  authority  that  the 
exact  meaning  had  not  yet  been  clearly 
defined.  The  object  of  the  Amendment 
was  to  remove  what  might  otherwise  be 
a  bone  of  contention  from  the  Bill,  and 
the  omission  of  the  word  would  not  in 
any  way  affect  any  other  part  of  the 
clause.  Aday  or  two  ago  the  hon.  Member 
for  NcHih  Kerry,  speaking  in  r^erence 
to  another  Amendment,  objected  to  the 
words  then  proposed,  because,  he  said, 
they  added  nothing  to  the  force  of  the 
Bill,  and  should  not  be  included.  He 
(Mr.  Cochrane),  in  the  same  way,  main> 
tained  that  the  word  prejudicially  "  did 
not  add  anything  to  the  force  of  the  Bill, 
It  occurred  in  another  sab-section  lower 
down,  which  read — 

Prejudicially  affecting  the  right  of  any  child 
to .  attend  a  school  receiving  pablic  money, 
without  attending  the  religions  instructioo  at 
that  school." 

The  word  was  one  which  might  give  rise 
to  a  great  deal  of  contention,  and  he  was 
sure  hon.  Members  opposite  would  desire 
to  avoid  that.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the 
Government  would  accept  Uie  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
24,  to  leave  ont  the  word  "  preji^ioially.'* 
— {Mt.  Cochrane^ 

Question  proposed,  "  That  *  prejudi- 
cially '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

•The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
(Sir  C.  RcssELL,  Hackney,  S.)  :  Mr. 
Mellor,  the  hon.  Member  has  made  his 
point  very  briefly,  and  I  will  answer  him 
briefly.  I  think  that,  if  he  will  kindly  follow 
me  for  one  moment,  he  will  see  the  effect 
of  the  omission  of  the  adverb  prejudi- 
cially "  would,  in  fact,  nullify  the  whole  of 
this  clause.  In  order  to  make  that  clear, 
I  must  show  the  relation  which  Clause  3 
has  to  Clause  4.  Clause  8  is  dealing 
with  nutters  as  to  which  Uie  Iri^  Legis- 
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lative  Bodj  sbaU  have  no  power  to  make 
laws  at  -all ;  Clause  4  is  dealing  with 
matters  as  to  which  the  Legislative  Body 
shallhave  power  to  make  taws,  but  placing 
certain  restrictions  upon  the  extent 
of  that  power.  The  result  is  that  thej 
havoi  under  Clause  4,  powers  to  deal 
with  the  subject-matters  referred  to  in 
Sab-section  3  of  Clause  4 ;  but  the 
restriction  is  placed  upon  them  that  they 
shall  not  deal  with  them  in  a  manner 
which  would  prejudicially  affect  the 
matters  in  question.  If  the  word  "  pre- 
judicially "  is  entirely  deleted  from  the 
sub-section,  it  would  follow  that  there  is  no 
power  to  affect  them  by  any  legislation 
at  all,  which  is  quite  contrary  to  the 
object  of  the  clause.  I  think  if  the  hon. 
Member  will  consider  the  matter  in  the 
light  of  the  very  brief  explanation  1 
have  given  he  witl  see  that  the  Govern- 
ment cannot  accept  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
said,  he  thought  that  in  reference  to 
this  Amendment  a  good  deal  more  might 
be  said  than  had  already  been  said  in 
relation  to  this  matter.  As  he  under- 
stood the  discussion  yesterday,  the 
question  of  legislating  with  a  view  to 
assisting  any  place  of  denominational 
education,  or  any  denominational  institu- 
tion or  charity,  was  intended  to  be 
entirely  removed  from  the  powers  of  the 
Irish  Legislature  under  the  Ist  section 
of  this  clause,  when  they  inserted  the 
words  "  directly  or  indirectly,"  because 
the  Committee  were  of  opinion  that, 
although  that  clause  prevented  the  Irish 
Legislature  from  legislating  respecting 
the  establishment  or  endowment  of  reli- 
gion, the  same  result  might  be  arrived  at 
if,  by  indirect  legislation,  they  were  en- 
abled to  give  preference  to  any  particular 
denomination  in  Ireland.  Therefore,  he 
took  it  that,  as  regarded  the  3rd  section, 
it  was  not,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  said,  intended  that  they  should 
have  any  power  whatever.  He  thought 
the  Committee  ought  to  have  this  made 
perfectly  clear  at  the  present  stage  of  the 
proceedings.  He  understood  from  the 
previous  day's  discussion  that  it  was  not 
intended  that  the  Irish  Legislature  should 
have  any  power  whatever  to  give  any 
preference  to  any  denominational  educa- 
tion, or  institution,  or  charity  of  any 
kind,  as  that  would  be  a  direct  infringe- 
ment of  the  principle  laid  down  by  the 
words  "  directly  or  indirectly,"  introduced 

Sir  C.  Bu$teU 


as  a  sub-section.  He  should  like  to  know 
was  that  so  or  not  ?  or  was  the  Lish 
Legislature  to  have  the  power  of  passing 
legislation  which  might  establish  or 
maintain  any  place  of  denominatiooal 
education,  or  denominational  institution 
or  charity  ?  If  that  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  and  of  the  Committee, 
he  should  at  once  concede  that  what  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  said  was 
entirely  relevant  as  to  the  insertion  of 
the  word  "prejudicially."  But  if,  upon 
the  other  hand,  as  he  took  to  be  tke 
intention  of  the  Committee,  the  Irish 
Government  were  not  to  have  the  power 
in  any  way,  directly  or  indirectly,  to 
establish  or  maintain  any  place  of  denomi- 
national education,  or  any  denominational 
institution  or  charity,  then,  he  said,  the 
word  "  prejudice  "  in  the  section  had  no 
meaning  whatever.  He  submitted  that 
to  leave  the  word  "  prejudicially  '*  in 
would  give  rise  to  an  immense  amount 
of  legal  controversy.  Any  lawyra*  would 
say  it  would  require  great  argument  and 
discrimination  on  the  part  of  the  Courts 
to  determine  what  really  did  prejudicially 
affect  or  not ;  and  if  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Committee  that  the  entire  matter 
should  be  withdrawn  from  the  Irish 
Legislature,  why  should  they  not  have 
the  word  "  affecting  "  without  the  word 
"  prejudicially"  ?  As  an  instance  of  the 
difficulty  of  construing  these  words,  take 
the  4th  sub-section,  which  read — 

"  Prejudicially  affecting  the  riKht  of  any  child 
to  attend  a  school  receiving  public  money  with- 
out attending  the  religious  instruction  at  that 

Bchool." 

They  had  had  a  Debate  in  that  House 
already  on  the  question  as  to  whether 
the  putting  up  of  emblems  in  the 
Christian  Brothers  Schools  was  a  matter 
that  would  prejudicially  affect  the  child- 
ren attending  schools  under  the  National 
Board,  and  which  would  come  within 
those  very  words  of  the  4th  sub-sec- 
tion, "  without  atteodii^  the  religious 
instruction  at  that  school."  For  his 
own  part,  not  holding  any  narrow  views 
whatsoever,  he  should  not  think  it  would 
prejudicially  affect  a  child  to  walk  into 
one  of  these  schools  where  these  emblems 
were.  But,  at  the  same  time,  he  could 
quite  understand  there  were  many  people 
iu  Ireland  who  would  think  it  did,  and 
they  would  have  then  to  go  before  the 
Court  and  ask  them  to  determine  whe- 
ther the  fact  of  having  these  emblems 
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□p  did  or  did  not  affect  the  right  of  a 
child  to  attend  without  his  having  to 
attend  the  religious  inBtruction  of  that 
Bcbool.  It  occurred  to  him  thai  nothing 
ooold  raise  a  greatw  ooutroTersy  in 
legally  oonstming  this  sub-section  than 
to  Leave  in  this  word  "prejudicially,^' 
ud  the  word  affecting"  would  carry 
eat  the  object  and  intentions  of  the 
GoTemment  without  the  insertion  of  the 
word  the  Amendment  proposed  to  omit. 
Thwe  was  one  other  reason  he  would 
Tentore  to  suggest  why  this  was  a  matter 
of  importance.  The  Committee  would 
observe  that  any  law  made  in  contraven- 
tion of  this  section  would  be  void.  The 
Lord  Lieutenant  might  very  well  pass 
so  Aet,  not  obsuring  there  was  any- 
thing  in  it  **  prejudicially  affecting." 
That  Act  would  be  proceeded  to  be 
carried  ont.  A  large  scheme  of  educa- 
tion, or  a  scheme  for  the  regulation  of 
Bome  institution  or  charity,  might  be 
founded  on  that  Act,  and  might  work 
for  a  considerable  time.  But  eventually 
Bomebody  in  a  proceeding  under  that  Act 
before  a  Court  might  raise  the  question 
that  some  particular  clause  in  the  Act 
prejudicially  affected  rights  which  were 
withdrawn  from  the  Irish  by  the  Im- 
perial Parliament.  The  Act  regulating 
such  a  scheme  might  have  been  in  force 
for  some  time  ;  but  it  would  at  once  be 
held  to  be  void  in  consequence  of  the 
breach,  and  the  Court  holding  that 
it  "  prejudicially  "  affected  certain  rights. 
The  whole  fabric  upon  which  the  scheme 
had  been  founded,  and  the  whole  working 
carried  on  under  that  Act,  would  by 
reason  of  the  Court  comiag  to  a  deter- 
mination on  the  word  "  prejudicially  " — 
which  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  those 
who  had  advised  him  had  not  observed — 
tumble  down,  and  the  whole  matter 
woold  be  thrown  into  the  utmost  con- 
fusion. This  was  not  a  question  creating 
any  vital  difference  as  between  different 
Parties  in  Ireland ;  he  approached  it 
altogether  from  the  view  of  wliat  was 
the  real  meaning  and  intention  of  the 
Committee,  and  he  ventured  to  suggest 
that,  unless  some  very  good  reason  could 
be  shown  as  to  the  absolute  necessity  for 
retaining  this  word,  it  ought  to  be 
omitted. 

•Thb  solicitor  general  (Sir 
J.  BioBT,  Forfar)  :  As  I  was  present 
dnriug  the  whole  of  the  discussion  upon 
tiiis  cUiuse,  and  during  part  of  that  dis- 
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cussion  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  was  not  present,  I 
may,  perhaps,  be  permitted  to  answer 
the  hon.  and  learned  GeatlMoan  who  has 
last  spoken.  He  asks,  first,  what  is  our 
intention  as  to  the  powers  of  the  Irish 
Legislature  in  respect  of  the  matters  he 
has  mentioned.  The  intention  is,  first 
of  all,  that  the  Irish  Legislature,  except 
so  far  as  their  powers  are  restricted 
by  this  sub-section  of  Clause  4,  shall 
have  power  to  deal  with  education. 
Undoubtedly,  our  intention  is,  they  are 
to  deal  with  education  generally  ;  and 
as  the  question  arises  whether  they  are 
going  beyond  their  proper  functions,  you 
must  limit  these  functions  by  something 
which  is  to  be  found  in  Clause  4,  We 
have  come  to  an  agreement  with  the 
whole  Committee  that  tiiere  is  not  to  be 
direct  or  indirect  endowment  of  religion. 
But  it  was  pointed  out  that  there  are 
places  in  which,  as  regards  education, 
grants  are  now  nuule  for  denominational 
schools,  provided  that  one  denomination 
is  not  preferred  to  another.  By  Sub- 
section 2  you  cannot  confer  any  privi- 
lege on  account  of  religious  belief.  To 
prefer  a  Roman  Catiiolic  school,  for 
instance,  to  a  Protestant  school,  would 
be  preferring  that  school  on  account  of 
religious  belief.  There  were  otho*  oases 
that  were  mentioned,  such  as  chai^incies 
— chaplaincies  in  workhouses  or  gaols, 
and  there  may  be  others  of  the  same 
kind.  Now,  where  you  endowed  or 
maintained  a  Roman  Catholic  chaptaiu, 
where  under  similar  circumstances  you 
would  not  pay  a  Protestant  chaplain, 
you  would  give  a  preference  on  account 
of  religious  belief.  In  all  cases  there  is 
no  such  preference  of  one  religion  over 
anothw — our  intention  is  that  &ere  shall 
be  no  interference  in  such  cases. 
We  intend  ttiat  the  law  shall  be  general 
in  its  application,  so  that,  in  similar  cir- 
cumstances, the  Protestant  religion  would 
have  the  same  assistance  from  the  State  as 
the  Roman  Catholic  religion  ;  but  we  do 
not  consider  those  as  cases  of  endowment 
of  religion  at  all  when  there  are  payments 
for  services  rendered  under  circumstances 
recognised  as  proper  by  this  Parliament. 
Then  as  to  the  words  "  prejudicially 
affecting,**  we  do  not  intend  to  with- 
draw entirely  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Irish  Legislature  the  utablisfament  or 
assistance  of  places  of  denominational 
education.    This  is  different  frran  re- 
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ligion.    What  we  do  intoid  is,  if  there  he  | 
aoj  asBistanee  given  to  anj  place  of 
denominational  religioD,  that  shall  not  be 

by  way  of  prefereuce.  Wedonotiuteutlto 
withdraw  from  them  charities  ;  that  was 
settled  by  the  decision  of  the  Committee 
on  an  Amendment  proposed  by  the  right 
hoD.  Gkintlemau  the  Member  for  Bury  ; 
and  we  do  not  intend  to  withdraw 
altogether  from  them  the  qnestion  of 
denominational  institutions  provided  they 
do  not  infringe  on  any  of  the  restrictions, 
every  one  of  which  must  be  obeyed.  But 
really  to  strike  out  the  word  "prejudi- 
cially "  and  leave  it  as  **  affecting  **  these 
rights  would  be  to  prevent  all  legislation, 
not  only  regarding  religious  endowments, 
but  would  also  keep  charities  and 
denominational  institutions  altogether  out 
of  the  purview  of  the  Irish  Legislature. 
As  regards  the  question  about  the 
Christian  Brothers  and  religious  emblems, 
I  think  that  belongs  to  another  clause 
entirely. 

Mb.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  I  think 
it  must  be  evident  to  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment,  after  hearing  the  speeches  of 
the  Law  OflBcers  of  the  Crown,  that  the 
word  must  stand  part  of  the  clause.  I 
do  not  share  the  belief  in  the  difficulty  ex- 
pressed hy  the  hon.  aud  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Dublin  Uuiversity 
that  he  says  the  wonl  will  give  rise  to 
In  the  matter  of  construction.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  meaning  of  the  word  is  as 
elear  as  any  word  iu  the  English 
language  ;  and  the  word  is  also  familiar 
in  connection  with  this  subject,  because 
in  Sub-section  4  the  word  "  prejndicially" 
also  occurs.  In  Sub-section  3  the  wonls 
are — 

**Abn^tinf;  or  prejadidally  affecting  the 
rij^t  to  establiBh  or  maintain  any  place  ik  de- 
nominational education  or  any  denominational 
institntlon  or  charity." 

"  Prejudicially  affecting  "  is  precisely  the 
same  as  derogating  from.  It  means  doing 
anything  injurions  to  a  right  ;  and  what 
Parliament  intends  is  this — that  the 
Irish  Legislature  shall  not  have  power 
to  do  any  act  injurious  to  the  right 

"To  maintain  any  place  of  denominational 
edacation  or  any  denomiuatioual  institution  or 
charity." 

It  is  intended  that  the  Irish  Parliament 
shall  have  power  to  deal  with,  by  legis- 
lation, the  matters  referred  to  ;  but  it  shall 
not  deal  with  them  in  any  spirit  of  pre- 
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ference  to  one  creed  over  another.  It  is 
obvious  that  in  the  ordinuy  course  of 
legislation  the  Irish  Legislature  will  have 
to  deal  with  Bills  relating  to  the  subject- 
matter  of  this  discnssion.  Aa  to  the 
question  of  construction,  if  the  word 
"  prejudicially  "  be  left  out,  what  then 
would  be  the  difficulty  of  construing  the 
clause  ?  The  Irish  Legislature  would 
not  then  have  power  affecting  .the  right 
referred  to.  But  whatever  relates  to  the 
right  affects  the  right,  so  that  it  would 
be  impossible  for  the  Irish  Legislature  to 
deal  with  any  Bill  whatever  establishing 
such  institutions  as  are  referred  to  in 
this  section  ;  and  in  the  ordinary  course 
of  legislation  there  must  be  Bills  to 
establish,  to  maintain,  and  to  endow 
institutions  of  this  class.  The  Irish 
Legislature,  however,  would  l>e  debarred 
from  dealing  with  them;  andas  it  is  not  the 
intention  of  Parliament  to  withdraw 
absolutely  these  subjects  from  the  pur- 
view  of  the  Irish  Legislature,  but  only 
to  debar  the  Irish  Legislature  from  doing 
unjust  acts,  or  showing  unjust  preference, 
it  is  clear  the  word  ought  to  remain. 

•Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancra*, 
N.)  said,  it  might  be  the  iutentiou  of  the 
Government  to  deprive  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature of  the  power  of  endowing  any 
denomination  ;  but  he  did  uot  fiud  that 
anywhere  in  the  Bill.  The  clause  tliat 
had  been  passed  prohibiting  the 

"  Imposing  any  disability,  or  conferring  aay 
privilege,  on  accoont  of  religious  belief," 

would  hardly  apply  to  the  case  dt  de- 
uominatioual  schools.  It  could  hardly 
l>e  contended  that  an  Act  of  Parliament 

empowering  grants  to  particular  de- 
nominational schools  would  be  a  privi- 
lege within  this  clause.  The  term  "  privi- 
lege" would  scarcely  apply,  reatUngit  in 
connection  with  the  rest  of  the 
clause,  to  the  grant  of  a  sum  of 
money  to  a  certain  class  of  denomina- 
tional schools.  If  that  were  so,  there 
seemed  to  be  nothing  here  to  prevent 
the  endowment — he  did  not  say  wheth« 
this  was  right  or  wrongi — of  Roman 
Catholic  schools,  and  no  obligation  to 
grant  a  simitar  endowment  to  the  schoi^s 
of  any  other  denomination.  He  should  be 
glad  to  have  the  clause  pointed  out  under 
which  it  would  be  efficiently  aud  practi- 
cally prohibited.  The  clause  they  were 
now  discussing  prohibited  the  IrUh 
'  Legislature  from        _  . 
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"Abrogating  or  prejadicuillj  affecting  tbe 
right  to  establish  or  maintain  anjr  place  oC 
dcDomi  national  edacation." 

That  ms  to  mj,  that  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture shoold  hare  no  power  to  pass  an 
Act  of  Parliameot  to  interfere  with  the 
establishment  or  maintenance  of  de- 
nominational schools,  and  would  be  pro- 
tective, of  course,  to  Protestants  as  well 
as  Roman  Catholics.  It  was  only  fair  to 
say  that.  The  object  of  his  rising  was  to 
point  out  that  he  did  not  see  where  in  the 
Bill  the  intention  of  the  Government  was 
carried  out  to  provide  that  no  grant 
should  be  made  to  particular  denomina- 
tional institutions  in  preference  to  other 
denominational  institutions. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian)  :  We  do  that  in  Sub- 
section 2. 

•Mr.  BOLTON  said,  with  reference  to 
Sab-section  2,  he  would  most  respect- 
fully ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  Law  Officers  to  consider  whether 
that  snb-section  conld,  by  any  reason- 
able legal  construction,  be  held  to 
apply  to  the  grant  of  money  and 
to  Acts  of  the  Legislature  providing 
for  the  grants  of  money  to  particular 
schools  where  particular  denomina- 
tional teaching  might  be  given  ?  If 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  no  grants  should  be  made  to 
particular  denominational  schools  that 
were  not  made  to  all  denominational 
schools,  then  he  must  respectfully  sug- 
gest that  that  intention  was  hardly 
carried  out  by  the  clause  they  had 
passed,  and  au  Amendment  in  specific 
terms  would  have  to  be  made  in  the 
clause  under  dlscusftion  to  carry  out 
that  intention. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) was  sure  no  one  wished  to  alter  the 
businesslike  character  of  that  Debate. 
It  occurred  to  him  that  in  the  very  brief 
speech  of  the  Attorney  General — whom 
they  were  all  glad  to  welcome  back  after 
his  labours  for  his  country  elsewhere — 
and  in  the  speech  of  the  Solicitor  General 
they  had  not  paid  sufficient  attention  to 
the  word  "  ri^t "  which  occurred  in  the 
salwwction.  Their  arguments  were 
directed  towards  action  which  might  pre- 
iudlcially  affect  the  working  of  a  de- 
nominational school  by  giving  or  with- 
drawlug  from  it  grants  in  aid.  But  they 
were  not  there  concerned  with  action 


which  would  touch  the  working  of  an 
institution  when  established,  but  with 
the  " right  to  establish  or  maintain"  it, 
and  he  failed  altogether  to  understand 
how  a  distinction  could  be  drawn 
between  '*  prejudicially  affecting  "  and 
"  affecting  *'  that  right.  If  the 
right  was  affected  at  all,  he 
thought  it  must  be  affected  in  a 
prejudicial  manner ;  therefore  the  word 
was  superfluous.  He  should  be  glad  if 
his  hou.  and  learned  Friend  oould  give 
him  an  illustration  of  the  kind  of  action 
to  which  the  word  "  prejudicially  "  would 
be  applicable,  and,  u  the  word  were  left 
out,  an  illustration  of  the  mischief  pre- 
judicially "  was  supposed  to  obviate.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  governing  word 
being  "  right,"  to  insert  "  '  prejudicially  ' 
affecting  that  right "  was  certainly  to  use 
a  superfluous  word,  and  one  which  ought 
not  to  be  added  to  the  clause. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  thought  this  clause,  although  it 
prohibited  ti^e  Irish  Legislature  from 
passing  any  law  prejudicially  affecting 
the  right  to  establish  or  maintain  any 
place  of  denominational  education,  would 
allow  it  to  pass  any  law  beneficially 
affecting  that  right.  Was  he  right  ? 
[Sir  J.  RiGBY  assented.]  That  being 
so,  he  wished  to  point  out  hon  that 
might  possibly  be  in  derogation  of  other 
rights  affected.  For  instance,  suppose 
the  Irish  Legislature  should  pass  au  Act 
beneficially  affecting  the  rights  of  certain 
denominational  schools  while  leaving  out 
other  denominations  altogether.  In  pro- 
portion as  the  right  of  one  denomination 
would  l>e  beneficially  affected,  in  the 
same  degree  tliey  would  derogate  from 
and  impair  the  rights  of  other  denomina- 
tions, and  he  would  sug^e^t  thut  the 
point  might  possibly  be  met  by  getting 
rid  of  the  words  "abrogating  or  pre- 
judicially affecting  *'  and  inserting  in 
their  stcAd  the  single  word  "  impairing," 
which  was  a  well-known  word  used  in 
many  Constitutional  Acts. 

C03I3CANDEB  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holderness)  said,  as  he  understood  the 
matter  at  present,  anybody  had  a  com- 
plete  right  to  establish  or  maintain  any 
of  these  places  of  denominational  educa- 
tion. Any  legislation  which  affected 
that  right  must  in  some  degree  diminish 
or  prejudicially  affect  it.  The  governing 
word  in  the  sub-sectton  was  "right ; "  and 
if  any  law  was  passed  varying  ;,that  right 
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it  must  prejudicially  affect  it,  so  that  the 
word  proposed  to  be  left  out  was  entirely 
superfluous. 
•SiB  C.  RUSSELL  :  The  intention  of 
the  Government  is  that  expressed  by  the 
Solicitor  General,  and  it  seems  to  me  to 
be  effected  by  Sub-section  2,  as 
strengthened  by  the  addition  of  words 
moTod  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Baty,  and  accepted  by  the 
GoTemment,  and  which  provide  that  the 
powers  of  the  Irish  liOgislature  shall  not 
extend  to 

"  Imposing  any  disability  or  conferring 
any  privilege,  advantage,  or  benefit  on  account 
of  reUgiooB  belief." 

That  is  distinctly  the  purpose  of  the 
Government,  and  is  there  expressed. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bodmin  asks  me  for  an  illustration  of 
''affecting"  which  would  not  be  prejudicial. 
His  argnmeut  at  the  most  comes  to  this : 
that  the  word  "  prejudicially  "  is  super- 
fluous, and  is  it  wordi  while  wasting  the 
time  of  the  Committee  merely  upon  a 
qnestion  whether  or  not  it  is  superfluous  ? 
That  is  practically  the  objection  to  it.  I 
can  only  suggest  to  my  right  hon.  Frieud 
that  one  can  well  conceive  a  case  in 
which  there  might  be  a  course  of  action 
which  fortifies  that  right  iustead  of  pre- 
judicially affecting  it. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  :  I  beg 
the  hon.  Mid  learned  Gentleman's  pardon 
for  interrupting  him,  but  it  is  rtolly  im- 
possible for  Members  on  this  side  to  hear 
a  word  he  is  saying. 
•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  I  beg  pardon. 
There  is  an  acknowledged  right  of  per- 
sons to  establish  in  Ireland  on  their  own 
account  denominational  schools  represent- 
ing various  shades  of  religious  opinion, 
and  why  should  not  the  Legislature  think 
it  right  to  assist  them  P  It  might 
assist  them  in  respect  to  obtaining  sites 
in  the  same  way  we  have  in  this  country 
a  Bill  for  obtaining  sites  for  places  of 
worship.  I  do  submit  to  the  Committee 
that  the  most  that  can  be  said  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment  is  that  the  section 
contains  a  superfluous  word.  We  do 
not  think  the  word  is  superfluous,  and, 
therefore,  we  desire  to  retain  it. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  The  section  of  the  clause  we  are 
now  discussing  gives  to  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature the  power  of  extending  rights — 
though  not  of  diminishing  them — with 
jregard    to    denominational  ^itQtltion. 
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But  if  you  are  going  to  allow  Parliament 
to  deal  with  these  rights,  how  are  you 
to  prevent  them  preferentially  dealing 
with  them  ?  I  will  give  a  case.  Sup- 
posing there  was  to  be  a  denominational 
school  started  in  connection  with  one 
denomination  in  Ireland — for  the  sake  of 
argument,  I  will  say  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church.  A  Private  Bill  might  be  passed 
to  give  special  fttcilities  for  obtaining  a 
site  for  that  school,  while  no  such  Bill 
would  be  passed  for  obtaining  a  site 
under  similar  circumstances  for  a  school 
for  the  Protestant  denomination.  The 
point  is  a  contest  between  sects.  We 
are  assuming  there  is  such  a  contest,  and 
these  sub-sections  are  meant  to  deal  with 
them.  Whether  they  deal  with  that 
contest  effectually  or  ineffectually — I  say 
ineffectually — ^under  these  sub-sections, 
there  is  nothing  that  would  prevent  that 
preferential  treatment  which  the  Govern- 
ment desire  to  stop  as  well  as  we  do, 
and  certainly  the  word  "prejudicially," 
to  which  the  Government  attach  so  much 
value,  would  not  have  the  effect  of 
stopping  that  preferential  treatment, 
because  it  will  he  observed  that,  although 
under  this  clause  it  would  be  impossible 
for  the  Irish  Legislature  to  injure  pre- 
ferentially a  Protestant  denominational 
school,  it  would  be  in  their  power  to  assist 
preferentially  a  Catholic  denominational 
school,  and  it  does  not  matter  whether 
you  produce  your  inequality  by  depress- 
ing the  one  side  or  raising  the  other, 
the  ultimate  result,  as  between  the  tvio 
classes  of  people  affected,  is  the  same. 
I  remind  the  Committee  of  what  occurred 
yesterday  in  connection  with  the  denomi- 
national Training  Colleges,  of  which  there 
are  two — one  a  Protestant  Episcopalian, 
the  other  Roman  Catholic.  Tbe  Govero- 
ment  had  come  to  the  conclusion- — I 
confess  I  was  startled  at  the  decision — 
that  under  the  Bill  it  would  be  possible 
for  the  £^h  Legislature  to  continue  an 
annual  grant  by  an  annual  Bill  in  fovonr 
of  these  denominational  Training  Col- 
leges. If  it  is  possible  for  them  to  do 
that  with  regard  to  one  Catholic  Train- 
ing College  it  is  possible  for  them  to  do 
it  with  regard  to  haif-a-dozen  or  a 
dozen  or  two  dozen  such  institutions, 
and  again  you  would  have  the  preferen- 
tial treatment  of  one  denomination  over 
another,  which,  as  I  said  before,  the 
Government  desire  to  stop,  and  which 
we  desire  to  stop.   I  aia>  couvioced  that 
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the  words  of  this  and  other  enb-sectioDS 
do  Dot  carry  out  this  object,  and  I  press 
□pOD  the  GoTernmeDt  the  advisability  of 
considering  if  their  intentioa  cannot  be 
more  plainly  indicated  than  is  the  case 
at  present. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  submit,  Sir,  that 
the  words  in  the  Snd  sub-section 
effectually  provide  against  the  evils 
anticipated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Balfour),  That  sub.section  is  to 
the  effect  that  the  Irish  Legislature  must 
not,  nnder  any  circumstaDces  whatever, 
impose  any  disability  or  oonfer  any 
privilege  or  benefit  on  account  f>f  religious 
belief.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
Lis  extreme  ingenuity,  has  suggested 
that  the  Irish  Legislature  might  not 
violate  the  2nd  sub-eectioa  by  general 
legislation  where  a  breach  of  the  2nd 
sub-section  would  appear  upon  the  face 
of  a  Bill,  but  he  said  they  might  proceed 
to  deal  by  Private  Bills  with  individual 
institations,  and  that  having  passed  one 
Private  Bill  giving  an  advantage  to  a 
Catholic  institution,  they  might  refuse 
to  pass  a  second  Bill  n4ileh  would 
deal  in  a  similar  manner  with  a 
Protestant  institution.  I  submit  with 
very  great  confidence  that  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  in  ad- 
ministering judicially  Clause  4  of  the 
Bill,  would  be  entitled  to  take  cognisance 
not  only  of  what  was  upon  the  face  of 
the  individual  Statute,  but  also  of  the 
course  of  legislation,  and  if  the  Privy 
Council  upon  considering  any  Bill 
passed  by  the  Irish  Legislature  had 
before  them  the  fact  that  there  had  been 
a  course  of  legislation  even  by  Private 
Bills  favourable  to  Catholic  institutions, 
followed  by  tbe  rejection  of  similar  Bills 
favourable  to  Protestant  inatitutious,  it 
would  be  in  the  power  of  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  tbe  Privy  Council  to  de- 
clare all  future  Bills  of  that  sort  ultra 
vires  upon  the  ground  that  the  Irish 
Parliament  had  imposed  disabilities  and 
conferred  benefits  on  accoant  of  religious 
belief.  I  think,  therefore,  the  danger  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
is  entirely  illusory,  and  that  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  would 
take  cognisance  of  the  spirit  and  force 
of  legislation  as  well  as  of  each  individual 
Statute. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  (Dublin  University) 
asked  whether,  in  deciding  such  questions, 
tbe  Judicial  Committee  or  Court  of 
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Appeid  would  have  to  have  regard  to 

the  proportion  of  the  population  of  the 
different  sects  ?  If  that  were  so,  could 
it  not  be  contended  that  whereas  there 
were  only  two  Denominational  Colleges, 
one  of  these  represented  a  small  minority 
of  the  whole  population,  whilst  the  re- 
maining portion  of  the  population  had 
only  one  institution. 

Mr.  macartney  (Antrim.  S.) 
wished  to  point  out  how  it  might  be 
possible  to  treat  preferentially  one  class 
of  denominational  schools  against  an- 
other class.  The  curriculum  differed 
very  much  in  the  denominational  schools. 
Conventual  and  monastic  schools,  for 
instance,  got  large  grants  for  subjects 
connected  with  the  Science  and  Art  De- 
partment. It  might  be  quite  possible 
for  the  Irish  Legislature  to  grant  large 
sums  for  one  particular  class  of  subjects, 
without  acting  in  contravention  of  the 
sub-section,  because  in  doing  so  diey 
could  not  be  said  to  be  conferring  any 
privilege  or  imposing  any  disability  on 
account  of  religious  belief.  In  this  way 
a  preference  could  be  given  to  puticulw 
schools.  He  did  not  see  how  the  Legis- 
lature was  to  be  prevented  from  doing 
this  by  Sub-section  2  or  3.  He  thought 
it  would  be  admitted  that  the  matter  was 
open  to  grave  doubt. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
said,  be  did  not  at  all  differ  in  substance 
from  what  the  G«vOTnment  had  said,  and 
if  words  were  put  in  which  would  pro- 
vide that  no  preference  should  be  given 
to  one  denomination  over  another,  he 
should  not  be  averse  to  the  retention  of 
this  word.  Under  the  3rd  sub-section 
it  must  be  admitted  that  such  a  prefer- 
ence could  not  be  prevented,  and,  there- 
fore, they  were  driven  back  to  Sub- 
section 2.  Under  that  sub-section  it 
was  anything  but  clear  that  if  a  particular 
advantage  were  given  to  one  denomina- 
tion over  another,  it  would  be  held  to 
have  been  given  on  account  of  religions 
belief.  Why  should  the  Government  not 
introduce  words  into  the  Bill  whieh 
would  make  it  perfectly  clear  that  the 
Irish  Legislature  should  not  give  prefer- 
ence to  one  sect  more  than  to  another  ? 
If  they  took  the  case  indicated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr.  Sexton)  they 
would  see  what  was  meant  by  his 
argument.  The  2nd  sub-section  did  not 
cover  that  point  as  to  giving  a  site  on 
the  ground  of  religious,  beli^.  He 
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thought  the  Government  should  meet 
them,  and  endeavour  to  make  the  matter 
clear. 

The  first  LORD  of  thk  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Glaustoxe,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian) :  The  hoD.  aad  learned 
Gentleman  haB  made  a  d«daration  of 
principle  in  which  we  are  entirety  at  one 
with  him;  but  the  hon.  mud  learned 
Gentleman  says  that  we  ought  to  legislate 
clearly  and  unequivocally  against  prefer- 
ence. When  we  referred  back  to  Sub- 
section 2,  we  did  not  do  that  upon  the 
assumption  that  we  had  attained  a  final 
perfection,  of  language ;  but  what  we 
did  think  waa — and  what  we  do  think  is 
—that  it  ia  much  better  to  legislate 
against  preferepce  by  one  comprehensive 
provision  than  to  do  it  piecemeal,  and  in 
fragments.  We  are  not  so  muob  at- 
tached to  our  own  language  as  not  to 
be  willing  to  have  it  amended  to  satisfy 
the  views  of  others,  if  we  are  satisfied  that 
no  mischief  will  be  done  ;  but  we  think 
that  it  is  far  better  to  deal  with  this 
question  of  preference  as  a  whole,  and, 
consequently,  it  would  not  be  wise  to 
introduce  amending  words  into  this  sub- 
section. 

Mh.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birmtng- 
iuun,  W.):  I  think,  Mr.  MeUor,  the 
statement  that  has  just  been  made  ought 
to  be  satisfactory  to  the  Committee,  and, 
in  that  case,  I  would  recommend  my 
hon.  Friend  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 
Something  more  is  wanted  to  carry  out 
the  object  of  the  Committee.  Even  if 
tlie  word  were  struck  out,  it  would  be 
possible,  indirectly,  to  give  preference  to 
one  domination  over  another.  I  under- 
stood my  right  hon.  Friend  to  say  that 
the  Government  were  not  so  attached  to 
their  own  language  that  they  would  not 
consider  the  advisability  of  indvducing  a 
sub-section  dealing  generally  with  this 
matter  of  preference. 

An  hon.  Mebcbeb  on  the  Government 
Benches  interrupted. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Well, 
now,  here  is  an  hon.  Member  who 
always  tries  to  explain  what  my  right 
hon.  Friend  means. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  What  I 
said  was  that  the  most  effective  manner 
of  proceeding  was  to  deal  with  the 
question  of  preference  in  one  enactment, 
and  not  in  several ;  uid  that  the  Govern- 
ment, were  not  so  attached  to  their  o\rn 
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language  as  to  rdfuse,  if  that  language 
required  enlargement,  to  give  a  favourable 
consideration  to  an  Amendment  having 
that  object. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  That  is 
what  I  was  going  to  say.  My  right 
hon.  Friend's  position  appears  to  be  that, 
so  far  as  this  particular  matter  is  con- 
cerned, the  Government  are  of  opinion 
that  it  has  been  sufficiently  guarded 
against ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  if  a 
separate  proposal  were  brought  up  to 
d^  with  preference,  they  would  favour- 
ably consider  it. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Or  in 
Amendment  form. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  Tes. 
What  we  have  to  fear  is  indirect  prefer- 
ence. That  is  much  more  likely  to  be 
exercised  than  direct  preference^  which 
would  be  flagrantly  unjust.  Indirect 
preference  is  to  be  feareii,  not  merely  in 
the  case  of  different  sects,  but  also  in 
questions  affecting  persons  and  parties 
and  trade.  It  is  possible  to  give  undue 
preference^  to  a  particular  trade  ;  and  I 
take  it  that  the  Government  would 
desire  to  prevent  that.  There  is  a 
parallel  case  in  our  railway  legislation, 
which  raises  one  of  the  most  difficult 
questions  of  preference  that  could  be 
considered.  My  right  hon.  Friend  is 
doubtless  aware  that  in  the  Railway 
Acts  there  is  a  clause  providing  against 
undue  preference,  and  the  definition  of 
what  is  undue  preference  is  left  to  the 
decision  of  the  tribunal.  It  is  well  that 
we  should  not  deal  with  the  question  ad 
invidiam  as  against  possible  sectarian 
preference,  but  should  have  regard  also  ^ 
to  other  forms  of  preference  in  other 
matters.  If  an  Amendment  carrying 
out  that  view  would  be  favourably  re- 
ceived by  the  Government,  I  think  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ayrshire  might  be  withdrawn. 

Mb.  COCHRANE  said,  he  would  ask 
for  leave  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendmeut,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  next  two 
Amendments  standing  in  the  names  of 
thB  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Bodmin  Division  of  Cornwall 
(Mr.  Coiutney)  and  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Bassetlaw  (Sir  F. 
^ilner)  are  out  of  Order.  The  next 
Amendment  in  Order  is  that  Btandin^  in 
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the  name  of  the  hoo.  Member  for  Herts, 
St.  Albaos  (Mr.  Vicary  Gibbs). 

Mr.  vicary  GIBBS  (Herts,  St. 
Albans)  said,  he  rose  to  move  to  insert 
in  the  clause  as  a  separate  sab-section — 

"Imposing  aaj  new  disability  or  conferring 
any  new  priril^e  on  an;  institutioD  belon^og 
to  or  conducted  by  any  religious  denomination ; 
or." 

What  he  wanted  to  point  ont  was  that, 
under  Sub-section  2,  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment woold  be  in  a  position  to  give 
monetary  grants  to  Roman  Catholic 
Colleges — not  perhaps  directly  as  such, 
but  in  other  ways.  The  Solicitor  General 
had  stated  that  there  could  be  no  endow- 
ment of  any  denomination  on  account  of 
rdigiouB  belief.  That  was  satisfactory 
as  nr  as  it  went;  bnt  it  would  be  more 
satisfactory  if  it  were  stated  clearly  in 
the  Bill  that  it  conld  not  be  done,  directly 
or  indirectly.  He  did  not  suggest  that 
die  Members  of  the  Irish  Parliament 
would  wilfully  do  what  was  unjust ;  bnt, 
like  other  men,  they  would  have  the 
common  frailties  of  human  nature,  and 
would  be  tempted  to  give  preference  to 
those  institutions  which  were  in  accord 
with  their  own  views.  It  was  on  that 
ground  that  he  wished  to  distinctly  pro- 
vide that  no  special  privilege  should  be 
given  on  the  one  hand,  or  new  disability 
imposed  on  the  other,  in  respect  to  par- 
ticular religions  denominations — especUlly 
as  religions  differences  were  at  the  bottom 
of  a  great  deal  of  the  ill-feeling  that  had 
existed  in  Ireland.  He  hoped  t^  Govern- 
ment would  agree  to  the  acceptance  of  the 
sub-section. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pf^  2, after  line  26,  insert  "(4)  Imposing 
any  new  ditiability  or  conferring  any  new 
privilege  on  any  inBtitntion  belonging  to  or 
conducted  by  any  religions  denomination  ;  or." 
— (Jfr.  Vicary  &t»fr«.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 


•The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  BiOBT,  Forfar)  :  I  quite  follow  the  in- 
tention of  the  hon.  Member  ;  but  I  thinlc 
the  Amendment  goes  further  than  he  in- 
tends. Theeffectof  it  would  beto  withdraw 
entirely  from  the  Irish  Parliament  every- 
thing connected  with  denominational 
•ehools.  None  c£  us,  1  apprehend,  intend 
that  Bnt  it  is  intended  that  so  long  as 
no  special  |mvile^e  or  preference  is  given 
•to  a  paiticular  denomination,  the  Irish 
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Parliament  should  be  able  to  give  addi- 
tional advantages  to  denominational 
instttutionc,  and  even  to  impose  restric- 
tions where  it  may  be  thought  desirable 
to  do  so  io  connection,  for  iustance,  with 
the  teaching  of  particuUr  subjects,  such 
.as  science  and  art.  If  the  Amendment  is 
intended  to  take  away  all  power  of  legis- 
lation with  regard  to  schools  from  the 
Irish  Legislature  the  Government  cannot 
accept  it. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  no 
reason  to  complain  of  the  general  tone  of 
the  Government  on  the  question  of  re- 
ligious disabilities  in  Ireland ;  but  I 
think  they  have  not  realised  the  diflBculty 
of  the  problem  they  have  undertaken  to 
deal  with.  My  hon.  Friend  has  done 
well  to  put  down  the  Amendment, 
because  it  is  the  only  one  which  realty 
proposes  to  do  something  effectual  with 
respect  to  future  preferential  teeatment  of 
schools  by  the  Irish  Government.  The 
Chief  Secretary  knows  that  of  all  ques- 
tions that  divide  Irish  society  those 
relating  to  the  treatment  of  denomina- 
tional or  yiKWi-denominational  schools 
are  far  the  most  burning  in  Ireland,  and 
the  moat  difficult  to  deal  with.  The 
division  of  opinion  and  Pwty  follows 
closely  the  question  of  religious  belief. 
An  Irish  Member  :  Certainly  not. 
Another  Irish  Meubbr  :  No,  no  ! 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Well,  many 
iUustratious  can  be  given  in  proof  of  my 
statement.  I  know  myself  of  sharp 
divisions  on  this  questiou  on  lines  of 
religious  belief,  and  you  have  the  question 
of  the  Training  Coilegea — Episcopalian 
and  Roman  Catholic.  The  result  of  the 
Amendment  would  be  that  no  future 
alteration  could  be  made  in  the  privileges 
now  given  to  these  institutions  by  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  would  practically  effect 
the  object  the  Government  have  in  view. 
If  the  Amendment  is  not  adopted  I  do 
not  see  how  the  Government  are  going 
to  prevent  the  Irish  Parliament  from 
paying  the  Training  Colleges  and  analo- 
gous institutions  out  of  the  public  funds, 
and  devoting  such  funds  to  Uie  establish- 
ment of  denominational  schools  under 
one  particular  scheme  to  the  disadvantage 
of  other  schools.  Such  action  on  the 
part  of  the  Irish  Legislature  would 
clearly  be  contrary  to  the  policy  of  the 
Grovemment.  In  those  circumstances,  I 
cannot  undOTstsnd  why  the  Govarnment 
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do  not  accept  the  Amendment.  We 
are  all  agreed  as  to  what  we  want. 
It  is  clear  that  the  Irish  Government, 
under  Sub-section  2,  may  do  what  they 
like  in  regard  to  the  Training  Colleges. 
Denominational  education  is  only  ac- 
cepted by  the  Roman  Catholics  at  present 
simply  because  it  is  denominational.  I 
am  not  entering  into  any  controversial 
matter,  but  dealing  with  the  subject  of 
the  Amendment.  I  should  certainly  advise 
my  hoD.  Friend  to  debate  this  matter 
thoroughly,  and  to  press  it  to  a  Division 
unless  he  succeeds  in  obtaining  a  promise 
from  the  Grovernment  that  the  question 
will  be  properly  dealt  with.  I  am  going 
on  the  assumption  justified  by  the  state- 
ment of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown, 
that  it  is  competent  for  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment under  Sub-section  2  to  do  what 
they  like  in  the  way  of  endowment  or 
contributing  to  Denominational  Colleges 
for  the  education  of  teachers  and,  for  any- 
thing I  know,  for  the  education  of  priests 
also. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  That 
would  be  endowment  of  religion. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR ":  Would  it  be 
more  endowment  of  religion  than  the 
endowment  of  Training  Colleges  ?  I 
cannot  see  that  it  would  be.  In  the  one 
case  people  are  trained  for  the  ptupose 
of  going  into  Holy  Orders,  uid  in  the 
other  case  they  are  trained  for  the  pur- 
pose of  teaching  children.  But  in  both 
cases  it  is  denominational  education  and 
is  only  as  such  accepted  by  Roman 
Catholics. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddington, 
S.)  :  My  right  hoo.  Friend  made  some 
remarks  which  I  think  all  will  agree 
with — namely,  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  does  not 
quite  approve  of  the  words  of  the 
Amendment,  perhaps  the  GoTernment 
vonld  either  themselves  suggest  words, 
or  accept  other  words  proposed  from 
Uiese  Benches,  to  carry  out  what  I  think 
is  the  object  of  all  Parties  in  the  House. 
The  Government  will  find  iu  the  Elemen- 
tary Education  Act  of  1870  a  clause 
setting  forth  how  denominational  and 
Board  schools  are  to  be  dealt  with  iu 
regard  to  the  denominational  system. 
These  are  the  words  of  Sub-section  2  of 
Clause  97 — 

"But  such  cnitdition  shall  not  require  that 
the  school  shall  be  in  connection  with  a  reli- 
gious denomination,  or  that  religions  instmction 
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shall  be  given  in  the  schools,  and  shall  Dotgive 
any  preference  or  advantage  to  any  school  oq 
the  ground  that  it  Is  or  is  not  provided  hf  the 
School  Board." 

I  have  incorporated  some  of  those  words 
in  an  Amendment  I  would  suggest  to 
be  added  to  the  last  line  of  the  claase,  as 
follows : — 

"Or  glTing  any  preference  or  advantage  to 
any  iniitltution  on  the  ground  that  it  is  or  k  not 
provided  or  maintained  by  any  special  religioos  : 

denomination."  ■ 

These  words  have  been  very  successful 
iu  connection  with  the  large  grants  to  the 
denominational  and  Board  schools,  and  I 
think  they  would  afford  a  solntion  of  the 
present  difficulty. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  Committee 
might  have  expected  from  the  noble 
Lord  that  he  would  have  put  the  words 
of  bis  proposal  down  on  the  Paper. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  said,  that 
attention  had  not  been  drawn  very  closely 
to  the  words  until  this  afternoon  when 
the  issue  was  raised. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  the  noble  Lord 
would  admit  that  the  task  of  interpreting 
the  words  at  the  moment  was  difficult. 
He  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  heard  them  read 
twice,  and  they  appeared  to  him  to  import 
that  the  Irish  Legislature  should  not 
have  power  to  give  any  advantage  to  an 
educational  institution  on  the  gronod 
that  it  was  or  was  not  provided  for  a 
particular  Religious  Body.  It  did  not 
appear  to  him  that  the  words  added  any- 
thing to  Sub-section  2. 

Lord  B.  CHURCHILL  said,  be 
advocated  the  adoption  of  the  form  of 
words  in  the  Education  Act,  because  they 
had  enabled  the  English  Government  to 
divide  the  large  education  grant  without 
the  slightest  trouble  equally  between 
deuomiuutintml  schools  and  undenomina- 
tional schools. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  that  if  the  Iridi 
Legislature  violated  these  conditions  thej 
would,  at  the  same  time,  violate  the  con- 
ditions of  Sub-section  2.  They  oonM 
not  give  an  advantage  or  benefit  to  a 
school  on  the  ground  that  it  had  been 
provided  by  a  particular  Religious 
Body  without  conferring  a  privil^e. 
It  was  open  to  the  objection  which  the 
right  hoo.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister 
hadputwith  unanswerable  force — namely, 
that  it  was  better  to  deal  with  a  great 
.  principle  by  a  particular  large  provision 
I  than  to  return  to  it  ngujx  and  Mf<uii  with 
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sectional  and  subsidiary  provisions  which, 
because  of  their  textile  difference  from 
each  other,  must,  instead  of  forwarding 
the  object  in  view,  lead  to  confusion. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  on  thia  matter  had  been 
afflicted  with  8ome  confusion  of  thought 
which  was  rare  to  him.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that  if  they 
endowed  religion,  whether  in  a  College 
for  ecclesiastics  or  a  Training  College, 
it  was  the  same  thing.  Tbere  was  a  gulf 
of  difference  between  helping  a  Denomi- 
national College,  which,  though  it  was 
denomiuatioDal,  trained  teachers  to  teach 
afterwards  in  schools  protected  by  the 
Consciuice  Clause,  and  endowing  a 
College  where  ecclesiastics  were  trained 
for  the  single  purpose  of  serving  as 
minisierB  (rf  one  religion.  The  right  hon. 
Geotleman  would  surely  withdraw  his 
argnment  on  that  subject.  But  that 
was  not  the  only  matter  on  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  shown  con- 
fosion  of  thought.  He  had  spoken  of 
differences  in  Ireland  on  legislative  ques- 
tions which  were  conterminous  with 
religious  creed,  and  he  had  illustrated 
that  by  saying  that  on  some  questions 
all  the  Catholics  and  the  great  body  of 
Protestants  were  on  one  side  and  a  par- 
ticular body  of  Protestants  on  the  other. 
But  that  would  not  be  a  difference 
founded  on  a  difference  of  creed  if  they 
had  the  Catholics  and  the  Protestants 
acting  together. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  You  might 
have  the  Fresbyterians  on  one  side. 

Ms.  SEXTON  said,  he  had  always 
understood  that  the  difference  between 
Protestants  and  Presbyterians  was  not  a 
difference  of  creed,  but  as  to  epis- 
copacy and  practice.  The  right  hon. 
(xentleman  had  spoken  of  guarding 
against  future  preferential  treatment ;  but 
snrely  Sub-section  2  was  not  bounded  by 
time — confined  to  a  privilege  conferred 
at  any  particular  time.  Therefore,  it 
was  evident  it  could  not  be  the  newness 
of  the  privilege,  or  the  time  at  which  it 
was  attempt^  to  be  conferred,  that 
Section  2  dealt  with.  The  Amendment 
would  do  nothing  that  the  Committee 
desired  which  could  not  be  done  by  Sub- 
section 2,  and  by  adopting  it  they  would 
bar  the  Irish  Legislature  from  taking 
action  in  regard  to  institutions  con- 
doeted  by  rel^ious  denominations,  but 
not  dealt  with  on  account  of  religious 
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considerations.  That  would  be  clearly 
undesirable.  The  whole  system  of  re- 
formatory and  industrial  schools  in  Ire- 
land was  carried  out  by  religious  orders. 
Protestant  children  were  sent  to  schools 
conducted  by  Protestants — sometimes  by 
Protestant  religions  orders.  Catholic 
i^ildren  went  to  institutions  conducted 
entirely  by  religious  orders  of  monks  and 
nans.  Supposing  the  Irish  Legislature 
desired  to  alter  the  rules,  or  establish  an 
audit  of  accounts,  or  to  extend  the  certi- 
6cate  for  the  number  of  children  that 
might  be  in  any  reformatory  school  in 
Ireland,  they  would  be  unable  to  do  it. 
They  would  have  to  leave  the 
whole  system  stereotyped.  The  form 
of  the  Amendment  before  the  Com- 
mittee was  only  to  be  explained  by 
the  hon.  Member^s  ignorance  of  Ireland. 
It  would  not  meet  the  object  the  Com- 
mittee had  in  view,  and  would  prevent 
the  Irish  Legislature  from  having  control 
over  reformatory  and  other  industrial 
schools,  even  in  the  interest  of  Pro- 
testants, which  was  a  thing  he  was  sure 
the  hon.  Member  could  not  desire. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  S.)  did 
not  see  in  Sub-section  2  any  protection 
wliatever  against  the  apprehensions  the 
Opposition  entertained  as  to  these  educa- 
tional establishments.  He  quite  recog- 
nised the  spirit  in  which  the  Government 
had  met  me  Opposition.  He  believed 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Government 
did  recognise  that  there  was  some  diffi- 
culty in  the  matter.  HiB(Mr.Macartney*s) 
view  was  that  these  difficulties  would  not 
arise  in  any  way  in  any  matter  that  could 
be  brought  under  Sub-section  2.  There 
could  be  preference  given  to  one  sect  over 
another,  and  it  could  be  done  in  such  a 
way  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  any 
Court  before  whom  a  case  was  brought 
to  come  to  Uie  conclusion  that  it  was 
done  on  account  of  religion.  The 
Amendment  proposed  appeved  to  meet 
directly  the  apprehensions  of  the  Irish 
Unionist  Members,  which  appreheusious, 
he  was  bound  to  say,  had  been  consider- 
ably increased  by  the  speech  of  the 
Solicitor  General.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  shown  bow  large  would 
be  the  powers  of  the  Irish  Legislature 
under  the  sub-section.  They  would  be 
able  to  deal  in  almost  every  possible 
way  with  these  denominational  institu- 
tions. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's objection  to  the  Anuan^mtiras 
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that  if  the  Committee  accepted  it,  it  would 
be  impossible  for  the  Irish  Legislatnre, 
with  the  best  inteatioDB  in  the  world,  to 
deal  with  these  institutione  by  way  of 
altering  their  rules,  coDferring  new  privi- 
lege, or  imposing  any  disability.  The 
hoD.  and  learned  Gentleman's  objection 
might  be  met  by  adding  at  the  end  of 
the  Amendment  the  words  "  to  the  dis- 
advantage of  auy  other."  That  might 
also  meet  the  objections  of  the  hon. 
Hember  for  North  Kerry,  who  had 
Inought  forward  the  case  of  the  reforma- 
tories. No  doubt,  those  institutions 
were  managed  denominationally  by  both 
Protestants  and  Catholics,  and  it  was 
necessary  that  some  rule  should  be 
adopted  which  would  prevent  anything 
being  done  in  the  interest  of  one  set  of 
schools,  which  would  tend  to  the  pre- 
judice of  another  set.  He  trusted  the 
Amendment  would  be  pressed  to  a 
Division. 

•SiE  C.  RUSSELL:  I  think  this 
subject  is  hardly  being  discussed  in  a 
business-like  foshion,  inasmuch  as  we 
have  all  our  attention  diverted  from  the 
Amendment  by  the  suggestion  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington.  With  regard  to  the  Amendment 
before  the  Committee,  it  will  be  observed 
that  it  has  not  received  unqualiiied  or 
hearty  support  from  anybody. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  It  has  from 
me. 

*SiB  C.  RUSSELL:  I  think  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
fully  answered  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Kory,  aud  to  put  the  criticism  on 
a  narrow  and  minute  ground  I  would 
point  out  that  the  illustratious  ad- 
vanced by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Solicitor  General  have  not  been 
answered. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  will  notice 
them  presently. 

•Sib  C.  RUSSELL  :  It  would  not  bo 
open  for  the  Legislative  Body,  under 
the  Amendment,  to  make  roles  for  in- 
stitutions conducted  by  religious  denomi- 
nations, although  those  rules  might  bo 
such  as  the  whole  commuuity  in  Ireland 
would  agree  with  aud  desire.  The  illus- 
tration of  my  hon.  aud  learned  Friend 
has  not  been  answered.  It  was  this  : 
supposing  the  Irish  Legislature  offered 
prizes  to  such  institutions  as  have 
teaching  in  Science  and  Art,  and  would 
not  give  prizes  to  such  institutions  as 
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have  not  sach  teaching.  That,  in  the  one 
case,  would  be  offering  an  advantage, 
but  in  the  other  it  would  in  a  sense  be  im- 
posing a  new  disability.  The  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
showed  that  every  one  of  thwe  Amend- 
meuts  is  still  harking  back  upon  Sub- 
section 2.  The  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  spoken  admits  the  case  put  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry,  that  certain 
institutions  would  not  be  properly  dealt 
with  by  the  Amendment  as  it  stancte;  and, 
therefore,  he  proposes  to  add  the  words 
"  to  the  disadvantage  of  any  other.*^ 
What  is  that  but  our  old  friend  Sub-sec- 
tion 2  ?  The  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  and  the  points  dealt  with  by  the 
Prime  Minister  and  by  the  right  boa. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  again 
relate  to  Clause  2.  There  is  no  diSereuce 
in  the  object  of  the  Government  tmd  the 
object  of  those  who  are  pressing  the 
Amendmoit,  that  object  beiug  to  provide 
that  there  shall  be  no  undue  or  pre- 
ferential  treatment  given  to  religioas 
denominations.  That  being  the  view  the 
Government  have  expressed,  we  are  glad 
the  noble  Lord  has  been  good  enough 
to  make  this  suggestion.  The  Govern- 
ment will  consider  the  matter  and  see  if 
Clause  2  can  be  strengthened  so  as  to 
meet  the  point  raised. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  seems  to  think  that  I 
failed  in  answering  the  objections  of  his 
learned  Colle^ue,  and  I  gather  that  his 
opinion  is  in  favour  of  debate  by  illustra- 
tion— that  the  person  who  gives  the 
greatest  number  of  unanswerable  illustra- 
tious  may  be  considered  to  have  the  best 
of  it.  Well,  I  accept  the  challenge,  and 
I  will  give  him  some  itlustratloiis.  The 
Solicitor  General  asked — **  Would  you 
prevent  rules  being  passed  as  to  Science 
and  Art  grants  ?  '*  I  should  be  glad  if 
some  plan  could  be  hit  upon  to  leave  such 
indifferent  matters  to  the  Irish  Govera- 
ment,  provided  it  did  not  carry  dangers 
with  it.  I  wiU  give  my  illustrations. 
The  Catholic  Hierarchy  in  Ireland  does 
not  approve  of  the  teaching  of  such  sub- 
jects as  history  and  philosophy,  except 
under  the  immediate  supervision  of  the 
Church.  Suppose  the  Irish  Legislature 
passed  a  rule  giving  preferential  advan- 
tages to  those  institutions  which  do  not 
teach  history  and  philosophy  as  against 
those  which  do.  What^ie  to  prarait  that 
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heiug  done  under  the  olauM  as  it  stands  ? 
Mj  aeeoDd  illustration  is  drawn  from  the 
Btatement  of  the  hoo.  Member  for  ^North 
Keny.      Would  yon  prevent  certificateB 
being  granted  under  tiie  superintendence 
of   the    Irish    Government    to  new 
industrial     schoolB,      these  schocU 
being   invariablj   denominatioual  iusti- 
taUons  in  Ireland  ? "    If  you  are  not 
to  withdraw  that  power  frora  the  Irish 
Government,  I  say  you  will  be  giving 
them  the  most  ample   opportunity  of 
treating  preferentially  one  sect  as  against 
another.     There  is  uo  appeal  to  the 
Privy  Council  or  to  the  Ju<j^ee,  or  to  that 
Executive  by  which  the  certificates  to 
iadostrial  schools  are  granted  ;  and  it 
would,  ther^ore,  obviously  be  in  the 
power  of  the  Irish  Government,  unless 
some  such  Amendment  as  this  is  adopted, 
to  increase  indefinitely  tbegrants  to  the  in- 
dustrial schools  of  one  denomination  to  the 
exclusion  of  others.    My  third  illustration 
— one  to  which  no  answer  has  been  given 
— is  as  to  Training  Colleges.     I  have 
put  it  over  and  over  again,  and  not  a 
word  of  reply  has  been  given  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  is  so  sensi- 
tive about  illustrations  which  ore  not 
answered.    The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kerry  says  I  am  guilty  of  confusion  of 
thought  in  regard  to  Training  Colleges 
and  Collies  for  the  training  of  priests. 
I  fully  admit  that  there  ie  a  dilFerence, 
but  it  is  one  of  degree  and  not  of  kind  ; 
and  it  is  extravagant  to  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  say  that  tiie  denominational 
iastituttons  establisbed  for  the  purpose 
of  training  teachers  denominationally  are 
not  in  their  nature  as  denominational  as  a 
College  would  be  likely  to  be  established 
for  the  sole  purpose  of  the  education  of 
mests.    What  should  prevent  the  Irish 
Government,  withoutassigning  a  reason  ? 
pissing  a  Vote  to  Increase  the  g^nt  to  a 
Roman   Catholic  College,  leaving  the 
{"rotestant  Colleges  as  tbey  are?  I  do  not 
see  how  yon  are  to  prevent  that,  and  the 
Govenimeut  have  not  given  one  jot  or 
tittle  of  answer  to  my  argument.    If  in 
the    Appropriatiou  Act — or  wliatevcr 
Act  they  might  choose  to  do  it  in — they 
thought  it  desirable  to    increase  the 
ndowmeots  of    the  Roman  Catholic 
Colleges,  what  would  there  he  to  check 
it?  Until  I  ^ve  these  illustrations  replied 
to,  I  shall  hold  the  view  that  the  hon. 
Member  in  bound  to  go  to  a  Division  and 
t^e  the  opinion  of  the  Committee  ou  his 
Amendment. 
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Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  do  not 

say  that  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  uot  important,  and  con- 
tained much  for  consideration;  but  it  did 
not  go  to  the  question  immediately  before 
the  Committee.  Whatever  happens,  I 
think  that  the  view  of  the  Committee  is 
that  this  Amendment  ought  plainly  to 
disappear.  I  was  rather  under  the  im- 
pression that  the  Mover  of  it  was  inclined 
to  withdraw  it. 
Mb.  VICASY  GIBBS  :  I  am  not. 

Mk.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  The 
right  hoD.  Gentleman's  speech  turned 
upon  illustrations,  and  he  has  referred  to 
the  case  of  Training  Colleges.  The 
position  of  the  Government  on  that  point 
is,  I  think,  clear.  Training  Colleges  are 
essentially  connected  with  education. 
Their  purpose  is  to  fulfil  the  functions  of 
schools,  and  the  Government  are  unable 
to  detach  the  questions  affecting  the 
Training  Colleges  from  the  questions  of 
schools  which  the  Training  Colleges  are 
intended  to  supply.  We  do  not  deny 
that  Training  Colleges  have,  as  I  am 
toctined  to  believe  they  ought  to  have, 
a  denominational  character  ;  at  any  rate, 
they  have  that  character.  They  are 
attached  to  schools  of  a  secondary 
character,  and,t^refore,the  Government 
recognises  the  responsibility  distinctly 
tliat  Training  Colleges  may  very  properly 
be  supported  by  the  Irish  Legislature ; 
but  we  apply  to  Training  Colleges  the 
same  rigid  rule  against  preference  as  we 
desire  to  see  applied  to  the  whole  of  the 
doings  of  the  Irish  Legislature.  I  can 
conceive  a  case  of  some  denomination  in 
Ireland,  insignificant  in  numbers,  and  not 
able  to  support  Tnuning  Colleges. 
Their  application  for  aid  might  be  refused. 
That  might  be  a  legitimate  matter  for 
the  Irish  Legislature  to  consider,  if  such 
refusal  were  based  on  grounds  of  in- 
sufficient purpose  in  the  future,  or 
iiisufficieut  resources ;  but  if,  on  the 
ground  eitlicr  avowed,  or  from  the  act 
of  the  Irish  Legislating,  that  Body  had 
couceived  a  determination  to  establish 
Roman  Catholic  Colleges,  and  refused 
public  assistance  for  the  benefit  of  any 
similar  institutions,  this  would  be  as 
flat  a  violation  of  what  would  be  enacted 
in  the  Bill  as  it  is  possible  to 
conceive.  It  appears  to  me  that 
such  a  proceeding  would  be  in 
direct  violation  of  the  important 
principle  of  the  Biy^,^f  ^i^^^«{ 
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the  Irish  Legislature  could  not  be  got  at 
in  the  Courts  of  Justice — aad  I  hope  this 
may  not  be  bo — in  mj  opiniou,  it  would 
warrant  resort  to  the  Iinperial  Parlia- 
ment for  the  purpose  of  defending  its  own 
act.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
also  referred  to  the  fact  that  a  Unirersitj 
may  be  established.  But  it  appears  to 
me  that  a  Traiuing  College  is  a  1  rainiug 
College  and  a  University  is  a  University, 
and  to  mix  up  the  two  subjects  is  alto- 
gether beside  the  question.  A  University 
exists  wholly  irrespective  of  the  other 
institution. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Can  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  takes  that 
TieWf  point  out  what  sub-seotion  of  the 
clause  would  prevent  the  estaMishment  of 
Denominational  Colleges  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am 
referring  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech.  My  point  is  that  no  establishing 
of  any  institution  could  take  place  under 
the  Bill  which  was  founded  on  pre- 
ferential principles.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  referred 
to  the  question  of  indirect  prefereoce  as 
well  as  direct  preference.  There  was 
considerable  force  in  the  contention  of 
my  right  bou.  Friend,  and  indirect  pre- 
ference is  not  an  improper  object  for  the 
cousida^tion  of  tbe  Committee.  The 
liberty  of  taking  an  impartial  view  and 
acting  without  reference  to  religious 
distinctions  as  between  one  Party  and 
another  we  desire  to  leave  tutact,  as  far 
as  we  can  venture  to  do  so,  iu  all  cases 
where  the  highest  considerations  do  not 
intervene;  but  as  to  disguised  motives 
actuating  the  Irish  Legislature  and 
inducing  them  to  make  differences  as 
between  one  religion  and  another,  I  am 
bound  to  say  I  do  not,  in  ihe  least  degree, 
suspect  such  a  thing  after  what  I  have 
seen  in  a  long  Fartiamentary  experience  of 
the  conduct  of  the  Irish  Members.  But 
I  fully  admit  that  this  is  a  question  on 
which  it  is  desirable  to  act  with  every 
consideration,  and  that  we  ought  to  omit 
no  means  of  excluding  that  which  people 
may  seem  to  apprehend. 

Mb,  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not 
mean  to  go  again  into  the  controversy 
which  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  has 
dealt  with.  1  have  laid  my  case  as  well 
■s  I  can  before  the  Committee.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  replied ;  and 
although  I  do  not  think  his  reply  is 
satisfactory,  I  shall  not  repeat  the  argu- 
ments I  have  already  used.    Bat  I  want 

Jfr.  W,  E.  Gladsttme 


to  put  one  question  to  him.  By  way  of 
interjection,  I  asked  him  about  a  Catholic 
University  or  College,  and  it  is  weU- 
known  that  I  have  always  been  in 
favour  of  a  Catholic  University  or 
College  in  Ireland.  But  it  is  not  uaHet- 
stood  to  be  the  view  of  the  GrOTemment 
that  the  Irish  Legislature  should  have 
the  power  of  endowing  such  a  Catholic 
College  or  University  ?  Yet,  surely  it 
might  be  contended  that,  as  there  are 
Protestant  Chairs  of  Theology  in  Trinity 
College,  the  Irish  Legislature  would 
have  a  right  without  preferential  treat- 
ment— and  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
preferential  treatment — to  use  their  funds 
either  to  establish  a  Catholic  Univnsity 
widi  a  power  of  giving  d^rees,  which  I 
think  would  be  very  bad  policy,  or  to 
establish  a  Catholic  College  without  Uie 
power  of  giving  degrees,  which  I  think 
would  be  beneficial.  I  do  not  understand, 
however,  that  tbe  Government  intend 
that  this  matter  shall  be  dealt  with  by 
the  Irish  Parliament.  If  that  be  so,  I 
wish  the  Government  to  point  out  what 
clause  of  the  Bill  or  what  sub-section  of 
this  clause  would  prevent  the  Irish 
Legislature  doing  it. 

Mr.  sexton  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has,  not  for  the  first  time  in 
tbe  Debate,  raised  a  question  of  great 
gravity.  I  think  tbe  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  act  more  properly  if  he 
brought  forward  such  a  question  on  some 
specific  words  instead  of  by  incidental 
questiout)  ouan  Amendment  which  is  not 
relevant  to  the  subject  in  hand. 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Surely  the 
Araendmeut  raises  it. 

Mk.  sexton  :  1  think  not.  I  think 
anyone  who  reads  the  Amendment  will 
see  that  whatever  it  relates  to,  it  does 
not  cover  the  founding  of  a  University. 
I  do  not  know  whether  anyone  will  cou- 
tend  that  the  provision  for  University 
education  in  Ireland  is  now  to  be  re- 
garded as  complete. 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not 
think  it  is. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  Then  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
be  disposed  to  contend  that  any  further 
provision  necessary  to  complete  it  should 
be  reserved  to  the  Imperial  Parliammt, 
no  matter  what  such  further  provision 
may  be.  Is  it  proposed  seriously  at  this 
time  of  day  to  withdraw  from  a  Legisla- 
ture in  Ireland  the  task  of  completing  tbe 
provision  for  l^my«nutQ^g^^  that 
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eooatry  withoat  regard  to  the  question 
whether  it  should  be  carried  oat  or  Dot  in 
the  interests  of  a  particular  section  of  the 
community  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Does  the 
hoD.  Gentleman  desire  me  to  answer  him 
now  ? 

Mr.  SBXTON  :  Yes. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  Then  my 
answer  is  quite  direct  and  simple.  I 
should  not  leave  to  the  Irish  Legislature 
the  power  of  taxing  Protestants  and 
Catholics  alike  in  Ireland  for  the  purpose 
of  establishing  a  denominational  place  of 
education. 

Mr.  SEKTON  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman delivOTB  a  colourable  reply,  and 
one  founded  entirely  on  assumption.  He 
also  ignores  some  of  the  features  of  the 
case,  and  does  not  point  out  that  which  he 
was  very  willing  to  enlarge  on  when  he 
sat  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  Table 
three  years  ago — namely,  that  all  the 
provision  for  University  education  in 
Ireland  now  is  practically  of  a  Protestant 
character.  The  hon.  Member  went  on 
to  submit  that  if  the  g^reat  question  of 
University  education  was  to  be  raised, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  going 
to  endeavour  to  impose  restrictions  on 
the  Irish  Legislature  which  would  not  be 
tolerated  in  the  case  of  any  other  civilised 
country,  the  subject  ought  to  be  carefully 
weighed  before  any  conclusive  declara- 
tion was  made.  It  was  evident  that  the 
provision  for  University  education  must 
be  developed  and  supplemented  in  Ire- 
land. For  his  own  part,  he  should  resist 
the  insertion  by  anticipation  of  any 
restriction  in  the  Bill  importing  that  the 
Irish  Legislature  was  not  to  be  trusted 
on  the  question  of  Irish  University  edu- 
cation. 

Mr.  VICARY  GIBBS  said,  he  fully 
recognised  the  fact  that  the  adoption  of 
the  Amendment  would  have  the  effect  of 
crystallising  the  situation  in  so  far  as 
denominational  education  was  concerned, 
and  that  it  would  prevent  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature from  making  possibly  useful 
alterations  for  or  against  certain  Denomi- 
national Bodies.  But  he  recognised  also 
that  the  Committee  was  face  to  face  with 
what  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  more  serious 
daogw.  In  Ireland  there  was  very  great 
jealousy  between  religions  oommnni- 
tiea  

An  hon.  Mbubxr  :  Not  more  so  than 
i&  England. 


Mr.  VICARY  GIBBS  said,  that,  at 
all  events,  the  jealousy  manifested  itself 
much  more  strongly  than  in  Kiigtaud, 
and  he  thought  no  one  would  dispute 
that  both  sides  would  be  very  ready 
to  endeavour  to  advance  the  cause  of 
their  own  creed  as  against  that  of  a 
creed  in  which  they  were  not  interested. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  unless  some  such 
Amendment  as  he  had  proposed  were  ac- 
cepted the  Irish  Legislature  would  be  able 
to  establish  a  Roman  Catholic  University. 
There  would  be  a  great  many  people 
in  England  who  would  very  much  object 
to  their  having  power  to  do  that,  and  he 
thought  the  Committee  ought  to  have  its 
attention  called  definitely  to  any  clause 
which  wonld  prevent  it. 

•Mr.  TALBOT  (Oxford  University) 
asked  whether  his  hon.  Friend  would 
consent  to  insert  the  word  "  preferential  " 
before  the  word8"disability"  and  '*  privi- 
lege" ?  This  would  remove  the  objection 
stated  by  the  Government,  that  the 
Amendment  as  proposed  would  forbid  any 
alteration. 

Mb.  VICARY  GIBBS  said,  that  if 
the  Government  would  assent  to  the 
Amendment  with  that  word  included  in 
it  he  would  accept  it.  He  had,  however, 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  assent  to  it.  lie  quite 
recognised  that  the  matter  had  lieen 
fully  discussed,  and  that  tlic  Committee 
saw  the  very  grave  danger  that  would 
arise  under  the  Bill  in  its  present  form. 
With  the  leave  of  the  Committee  he  was 
prepared  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  Is  it  yoiu" 
pleasure  that  the  Amendment  be  with- 
drawn ?    [  Crie$  of  «  No  ! "] 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  next 
Amendment  (Mr.  Brodrick's)  is  out  of 
Order. 

•Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (Leeds, 
Central)  moved  to  add  a  new  sul>-Kection, 
withdrawing  from  tlie  Irish  Legislature 
the  power  of  making  any  law 

"  Determining  the  qualifications  necessary  to 
the  hoMinf?  of  any  judicial  ofBce,  or  <A  any 
otHce  of  the  Esecutive  Government  in  Ire- 
land." 

He  said  that  this  Amendment  differed  in 
character  from  most  of  those  which  had 
been  proposed  by  bis  hon.  Friends  on 
this  and  the  previous  clause.  Thcne 
Amendments  in  general  aimedat  onrtailing 
and  restricting  the^ware^o^^f^go- 
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vernment,  including  the  Executive  as  well 
AS  the  legislative  branch.  This  Amend- 
meot  had  for  its  object  not  to  restrict  the 
powers  of  the  Irish  Goverumeut  gene- 
rally, but  only  of  the  legislative  branch  of 
that  Government.  It  was  one  of  a 
series  of  Amendraeats  which  he  had 
placed  on  the  Paper  and  which  were  in- 
tended to  prevent  the  Xiegislative  Body 
in  Ireland  from  encroaching  on  the 
Executive.  The  experience  of  history 
had  ahowu  that  where  a  Government 

consisted  of  different  branches  

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  rise  to  Order. 
I  submit  that  it  is  not  possible  to  discuss 
the  bou.  Member's  Ameudraent  without 
reference  to  those  qualifications  and  con- 
ditions of  Executive  power  which  will 
come  under  Clause  o,  and  that,  therefore, 
the  Amendment  is  out  of  Order. 

•The  CHAIRMAN :  I  think  it  wiU 
be  necessary  to  refer  to  Clause  5,  but  I 
do  not  think  that  as  this  Amendment 
concerns  the  legislative  powers  only 
tbat  it  is  out  of  Order  here. 

•Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said,  that 
the  Aroeudment  dealt  only  with  the 
legislative  powers  and  not  the  Executive 
powers  of  the  Irish  Government,  and, 
therefore,  properly  came  in  here.  The 
experience  of  history  showed  that  where 
a  Government  consisted  of  various 
branches  intended  to  form  a  counterpoise 
one  to  another,  there  was  an  inevitable 
tendency  in  each  branch  to  enlarge 
ttH  powers  and  extend  its  range  at  the 
expense  of  tbe  others.  .  In  such  a 
struggle,  as  between  the  Executive  and 
a  Legislative  Body,  there  was  no  equality 
of  contest  unless  special  precautions 
were  taken  to  protect  the  Executive  from 
encroachment  of  the  Legislative.  The 
history  of  this  country  for  the  last  two  or 
three  centuries  bad  been  a  bistory  of  the 
encroachment  of  the  Legislature  on  the 
powers  of  the  Executive.  Tbe  same 
might  be  said  of  the  Irish  Government  in 
the  last  half  of  the  last  century.  In 
America,  though  in  a  less  degree,  Oon- 
gress  had  been  slowly  encroaching  on  the 
powers  of  the  Executive  not witba landing 
the  safeguards  provided  by  tbe  Consti- 
tution. The  other  day  he  moved  an 
Amendment  to  withhold  from  the  Iri^h 
Legislature  control  over  the  appointment 
of  Judges.  That  Amendment  was  not 
aocepted  by  the  Committee,  but  it  was 
geD^ally  recognised  on  both  sides 
that  the  appointment  to  judicial  posts 
flhould  be  vested  in  the  Crown,  and  he 

Mr.  Gerald  Balfour 


intended  at  a  later  stage  to  propose  an 
Amendment  to  effect  ttutt  object,  and  a 
similar  Amendment  with  reference  to  the 
officers  of  the  Executive  Government. 
But  it  was  not  sufficient  that  these 
appointments  should  be  vested  in  the 
Executive,  valuable  as  that  would  be 
as  a  check  on  the  powers  of  the  legis- 
lative branch,  so  long  as  power  was 
left  to  the  L^islature  to  determine  the 
necessary  quali&cations  fen*  the  holding  of 
such  posts.  By  way  of  illustration,  he 
would  point  out  that  it  would  be  possible 
as  the  Bill  now  stood  for  tbe  Irish 
Legislature  to  pass  a  law  that  nobody 
should  be  appointed  to  the  judicial  office 
who  bad  not  been  domiciled  in  Ireland 
for  a  certain  number  of  years,  or  who 
was  not  Irish  by  birth  and  parentage,  or 
that  nobody  should  be  appointed  to 
judicial  or  Executive  posts  who  had 
held  such  poste  nnder  Uie  existing  regime. 
There  were  yarious  methods  in  which  it 
would  be  possible  for  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture to  interfere  in  practice  with  tbe 
appointments  made  by  the  Executive,  and 
it  was  difficult  to  forecast  them  exactly,for 
they  might  take  curious  and  unexpected 
forms.  The  other  day  he  came  across  a 
curious  case  of  disqualification  in  connec- 
tion with  State  appointments  in  the  State 
of  Virginia.  In  I87I  the  State  <A 
Virginia  induced  the  bondholders  to 
abate  one-third  of  their  claims  on 
the  understwding  that  they  should 
receive  bonds  wiUi  coupons  attached, 
those  coupons  bearing  on  the  face  of 
them  that  they  were  receivable  in  pay- 
ment of  taxes.  After  the  enfranchise- 
ment of  the  negroes  a  different  policy  pre- 
vailed, and  the  State  passed  Statute  after 
Statute  to  get  rid  of  its  liability.  The 
Statutes  were  declared  invalid  one  after 
another  by  the  Supreme  Court,  and  as 
another  means  of  effecting  the  some 
object  those  who  offered  the  coupons  in 
payment  of  taxes  were  made  ineligible 
for  public  offices.  He  mentioned  that 
as  an  illustration  of  the  curious  forms 
in  which  ihe  State  might  interfere 
to  determine  the  qualification  of  persons 
appointed  to  offices,  and  so  interfere  with 
the  appointments  themselves.  The 
Solicitor  General  said,  on  the  previous 
day,  that  the  restrictions  contained  in 
this  clause  were  intended  to  guard  against 
real,  not  imaginary,  dangers.  He  sub- 
mitted that  the  danger  to  which  be  had 
called  attention  was  real,  and  m  that  be- 
lief he  begged  to  moTe^g^^^ment* 
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Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  29,  after  the  word  "  or,"  to 
insert  as  a  new  siib-seution  the  wonU  "  (h)  De- 
termining the  quali^cations  necessary  to  the 
holding  of  any  jadicial  office,  or  of  any  office 
of  the  Ezecutire  Gtovernment  in  Ireland  ;  or." 
-(Jfr.  Gerald  Bal/tmr.) 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  diere  inserted." 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL:  The  Goveru- 
meot  cannot  accept  this  Amendmeot. 
The  bon.  Member  has,  no  doubt,  said 
all  that  can  be  said  in  favour  of  it,  but 
he  has  not  given  any  illustrations  of  the 
danger  which  he  conceives  to  t>e  real  and 
not  merely  imaginary.  If  the  Irish 
Lc^laturo  have  these  powers,  no  doubt 
it  would  be  perfectly  true  to  say  that  it 
might  exercise  them  in  a  ridiculous  and 
absurd  fashion.  There  is  no  reason 
why  it  should  uot  declare  that  no  man 
shall  be  a  Judge  who  is  uot  of  a  particu- 
lar stature,  or  whot<e  name  does  uot  begin 
with  a  certain  letter  of  the  alphabet.  It 
might  be  capable  of  any  absurdity  of 
that  kind ;  but  that  is  not  witat  the  hon. 
Grentleman  who  moved  the  Amendment 
means.  What  the  hon.  Gentleman 
means  is  that  some  unjust  and  inequit- 
able qualifications  may  be  laid  down, 
which  would  result  in  improper  selections. 
But  the  Amendment  goes  much  wider 
than  that.  Under  the  Amendment  it 
would  be  impossible  for  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature to  lay  down  as  an  ordinary  condi- 
tion that  no  one  should  be  appointed  to 
a  judicial  office  who  has  not  been  at  the 
Bar  for  a  certain  number  of  years,  or 
that  a  man  should  retire  and  be  disquali- 
fied for  acting  as  a  Judge  after  a  certain 
age. 

•Me.  GERALD  BALFOUR  :  The 
Executive  might  lay  down  that  rule. 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  I  do  uot  see  why 
there  should  be  given  to  the  Executive, 
which  will  grow  out  of,  and  be  the  creation 
of,  the  Legi8lature,a  power  which  will  uot 
be  given  to  the  Legislature  itself.  The 
answer  to  this  and  other  Ameudmeuts  is 
that,  with  whatever  care  the  Bill  may 
havebeen  framed,  it  is  possible  to  put  cases 
in  which  the  Irish  Legislature  or  Execu- 
Uvemay  be  conceived  as  using  its  powei*s 
in  a  manner  which  Parliament  did  not 
intend— which  Parliament  would  be  dis- 
posed to  condemn — and  it  is  uot  possible 
to  provide  for  every  contiogeucy.  I 
would  say  to  the  opponents  of  the  Bill 
that  the  mortar  of  distrust  is  a  very  bad 
cement  to  apply  to  a  legislative  struc. 
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ture  such  as  we  are  now  engaged  in 
erecting,  and  we  must  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  give  to  the  Body  to  he  cou- 
stituted  as  the  Irish  Legislative  Body- 
credit  for  qualities  of  goa>d  sense  and  of 
justice  also  in  the  matters  in  which  they 
will  have  to  deal.      I  say,  further,  that 
with   regard   to   the   qualifications  of 
Judges,  the  Amendment  proposes  to  take 
away  from  the  Irish  Legislature  a  power 
which  I  do  uot  think  is  taken  away  from 
the  Legislature  of  any  country  I  know 
of.    Then  what  about  the  Stipendiaries 
and  County  Court  Judges  ?  Why  is  the 
power  of  determiniog  the  qualifications  of 
the  Stipeodiaries  and   County  Court 
Judges  to  be  taken  from  the  Legislative 
Body  and  vested  in  the  Executive  Body, 
which  will  be  created  out  of  and  by  that 
Legislative   Body  ?     The  Amendment 
would  even  deprive  the  Irish  Executive 
of  any  voice  in  formulating  the  qualifica- 
tions of  any  one  of  its  numerous  Execu- 
tive officers,  important  and  unimportant. 
I  submit  that  that  is   an  Amendment 
which  is  not  called  for,  and  one  which 
ought  not  to  receive  the  support  of  the 
Committee. 
•Mr.    MATTHEWS  (Birmingham, 
E.)  :  I  am  extremely  glad  to  see  the 
Attorney   General,   and    welcome  bis 
advice  and  assistance ;  but  he  has  con- 
tributed to  the  preseut  discussion  only 
the  old  argument  which  we  have  heard 
over  and  over  again  in  his  absence — tliat 
the  Amendment  expressed  distrust  of 
the    Irish    Legislature,    and  therefore 
ought  to  be  rejected.    That  is  an  argu- 
ment which  would  apply  to  the  whole 
clause.     We  are  discussing  a  olause 
which  lays  down  rwtrictions  on  the 
Irish  Legislature,  and  this  Amendment 
does  not  imply  more  distrust  of  the  Irish 
Legislature  than  any  other  sub-section  of 
the  clause.    The  Amendment  raises  the 
important  question  as  to  whether  the 
holding  of  judicial  office  shall  be  governed 
by  tlie  Crown  or  by  a  popular  Assembly. 
It  ia  not  necessary  to  imagine  absurd 
actions  on  the  part  of  the  Irish  Legislature 
in  order  to  find  arguments  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment.    It  is  quite  possible  that 
the  Irish  Legislature  will  be  actuated 
by  common  sense,  but  that  does  not 
render   the    Amendment  unnecessary. 
Oue  important  part  of  our  system  is 
that  high  judicial  offices  are  held  by  the 
coufideuce  of   the  Crown,  and  not  in 
obedience  to  any  conditions  that  might 
be  imposed  by  %igl^>j)i£^^\dy, 
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and  it  is  not  expressing  distrust  of  the 
Irish  Legislature  to  suggest  that  it 
■would  be  extremely  likely  in  Ireland, 
where  there  has  loug  beeu  a  waut  of 
sympathy  betweeii  the  populatioD  and 
the  larWf  that  some  such  qualification 
as  popular  eleetiou  may  be  imposed 
by  that  Legislature  before  the  appoiut- 
ment  Is  made. 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL:  The  appoint- 
ments are  made  by  the  Crowu. 

•Mn.  MATTHEWS  :  If  you  allow  the 
Legislature  to  determine  the  qualifica- 
tions, the  Legislature  may  lay  down  a 
rule   that   an   appoiutmeut   should  be 
confined  to  persons  who  had  received  the 
approTal  of  some  popular  election,  or 
some  popular  sauction.    The  law,  as  it 
at  present  existfl,  and  which  we  desire 
to  preserve  in  Ireland,  is  that  these 
appointments  should  be  at  the  discretion 
of  the  Crown ;  that  the  appotntmeuts 
should  come  from  above,  and  not  from 
below  ;  that  i/he  fitness  of  the  persons  for 
the  appointments  shall  be  detcnniued  by 
the  Executive  Government  of  the  day, 
and  controlled  l>y  the  Irish  Legislature 
only  by  that  indirect  iincontrol  exercised 
by  the  House  of  Commons  over  appoint- 
ments of  tlie  sort.    For  instance,  it  is 
not  many  years  ago  since  one  of  the 
appointments  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  to  the  Bench 
was  the  subject  of  debate  in  this  House. 
In  that  indirect  way  it  is  quite  right  and 
proper  that  the  Irish  Legislature  sliould 
have  the  same  check  over  judicial  ap- 
pointments as  this  House  has  ;  that  is  to 
say,  it  may  express  its  opiniou  of  a  bad 
appointment  by  a  vote  of  censure ;  but 
for  a  popular  Assembly  to  lay  down  the 
qualifications  ou  which  alone  the  Crown 
shall  give  these  appointmeuts  is  unknown 
in  this  country,  and  would  operate  pre- 
judicially on  the  Bench.     I  do  not 
assume  that  the  Irish  Legislature  would 
do  anything  unreasonable,  absurd,  or 
unjust.   But  it  is  perfectly  possible  that 
what   are  culled   American  sentiments 
may  prevail,  and  it  is  perfectly  possible 
that   the  differences  of  race  or  creed 
which  unhappily  prevail  iu  Ireland  may 
lead  to  some  sort  of  qualification  >>eing 
laid  down  which  would  certainly  not  be 
in  accordance  with  tlie  ideas  that  have 
hitherto  prevailed. 

Mr.  DANE  (Fermanagh,  N.)  said, 
the  appointment  of  the  Judges  in  Ireland 
was  a  matter  of  the  greatest  importance 
to  the  Loyalists.     In  the  very  next  sub- 

Mr.  Matthews 


section  of  the  clause  provision  was  made 
that  the  lives,  liberties,  or  properties  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  in  Ireland  were 
not  to  be  interfered  with  or  determined 
except  by  due  process  of  law,  and  the 
persons  who  were  to  determine  what  was 
the  due  process  of  law  were  the  Judges 
of  the   Superior   Courts,  the  County 
Court  Judges,   aud    the  Stipendiary 
Magistrates   throughput    the  countiy. 
The  Attorney  General  had  said  that  the 
Imperial  Government  was  to  retain  tlie 
appointmeuts  of  these  Judges  ;   but  he 
had  read  carefully  through  the  Bill,  and 
failed  to  find  iu  it  any  provision  of  the 
kind.      The  occupants  of  the  Treasury 
Bench  should  admit  that  this  was  a  most 
important  matter ;  and  if  they  could  not 
see  their  way  to  acciept  ^e  present 
Amendment,  perhaps  they  would  intro- 
duce into  the  clause  some  words  to  guard 
against  the  danger  that  was  appre- 
hended.    So  far  as  he  could  see,  the 
Legislature  proposed  to  be  set  np  in 
Ireland  would  be  entirely  free  to  appoint 
any  persons  they  pleased  as  Judge*.  It 
would  be  quite  competent  for  the  Legis- 
lature  to  appoint  the  Judges  of  the 
Superior  Courts  and  the  County  Courts 
for  a  certain  time,  aud  it  would  then 
depend  on  the  manner  iu  which  those 
Judges    bowed    to    popular  clamour 
whether  tliey  would  be  re-appointed  or 
not  at  the  end  of  the  term.    That  was  a 
most  depressing  outlook  forthe  Loyalists 
of  Ireland  ;  and,  as  one  of  their  repre- 
sentatives, he  appealed  to  the  Groveni- 
ipent  not  to  leave  so  great  a  power  un- 
checked in  the  hands  of  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature. 

Mit.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co..  N.) 
said,  that  if  the  Irish  Legislature  waf 
not  fit  to  determine  the  qualifications  of 
persons  who  were  to  hold  judicial  offices 
or  executive  offices  in  Ireland,  it  was 
not  fit  to  do  anything  at  ail.  He  believed 
that  no  Irish  Parliament  that  might  he 
elected  would  prefer  a  system  of  popular 
election  to  judicial  appointments  ;but,at  the 
same  time,  he  would  never  surrender  the 
right  of  the  Irish  Parliament  to  do  any- 
thing it  pleased  in  such  matters.  The 
Irish  Parliament  should  be  allowed  free 
scope  to  do  as  it  pleased  in  domestic 
matters  of  that  kind ;  and  if  it  were  not 
allowed  to  do  that,  it  had  no  right  to 
live  at  alt.  He  wondered  how  any 
Englishman  who  was  enamoured  of  the 
Constitution  of  his  country  could  lend  the 
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The  bon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the 
Ameadment  had  actually  stated  in  the 
British  House  of  Commons  that  he  had 
put  down  a  series  of  Amendments,  the 
object  of  which  was  to  prevent  the  en- 
croachment of  the  Legislature  on  the 
power  of  the  Executive.  He  thought 
the  history  of  the  British  Constitution 
was  the  history  of  successful  efibrte  on 
the  part  of  the  Legislature  to  control  the 
Executive.  If  the  Irish  Parliament  in 
the  last  century  bad  bad  control  of  the 
Executive,  probably  this  Home  Bnle 
Bill  would  never  have  been  necessary, 
for  the  Irish  Parliameut  would  have  con- 
tinued in  existence.  But  because  the 
Irish  Executive  was  indepeudeut  of  the 
Irish  Parliament ;  because  the  Executive 
held  Office,  no  matter  what  their  majority 
in  the  Irish  Parliament  might  be,  was 
the  chief  reason,  in  Ms  opinion,  why  the 
Irish  Executive  was  able,  with  the 
asaistanee  of  the  English  Executive,  to 
bribe  the  Irish  Parliament  to  destroy 
itself.  The  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to 
the  tendency  which  was  observable  in 
the  United  States  in  the  direction  of  en- 
croaching upon  Executive  control.  But 
the  reason  why  the  American  Legisla- 
ture had  not  so  much  control  over  the 
Executive  was  that  when  the  Uuited 
States  Coustitutiou  was  founded,  it  was 
founded  upon  the  British  Coustitutiou  as 
it  existed  in  the  time  of  George  III., 
and  not  in  its  present  form.  Owing  to 
external  circumstances,  the  United  States 
ConBtittttion  had  continued  in  that  con- 
dition ;  but  he  WM  prepared  to  believe 
that  it  was  advancing  in  the  British 
direction,  and  he  was  confident  the  more 
it  advanced  the  more  it  would  be  sub- 
servient to  liberty  in  the  United  States. 
What  the  Irish  people  wanted  was  that 
their  Legislature  should  have  control 
over  the  Executive  ;  they  would  not 
submit  to  an  Executive  which  was  not 
controlled  by  the  Legislature,  and  they 
would  not  accept  Home  Bule  unless 
their  Legislftture  had  control  over  every 
Department  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  I  do  not 
think  the  question  raised  is  so  much  the 
right  of  the  Legislature  to  interfere  in 
judiciat  appointments  as  one  would 
gather  from  the  course  which  the  debate 
has  taken,  nor  do  I  think  the  sub-section 
would  give  any  power  to  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature to  lay  down  any  special  disability 
OJ"  any  special  disqualification  in  the  case 
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of  Judges  to  be  appointed,  for  these 
matters,  after  all,  are  governed  by  very 
general  principles  ;  of  course,  the 
appointment  of  Judges  will  rest  entirely 
with  the  Lord  Lieutenant  as  part  of  the 
prerogatives  which  will  devolve  upon 
him  ;  and  the  only  doubt  is  as  to  the 
manner  of  the  exercise  of  this  preroga- 
tive. The  Lord  Lieutenant  will  have  to 
do  one  of  two  things.  He  must,  before 
appointing  to  the  Judicial  Bench,  con- 
sult his  Ministers,  or,  as  is  generally 
doue  in  this  country,  and  as  has  been  the 
practice  in  Ireland,  consult  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland.  There  is  another 
practice,  which  has  been  very  common  in 
Ireland  under  certain  regimes — notably  in 
that  from  1874  to  1880 — and  that  is  to 
take  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  England 
into  consultation  as  well  as  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland.  I  suppose  one  of 
these  methods  will  be  selected  for  the 
guidance  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  The 
Committee  would  like  to  know  to  what 
extent  it  will  be  in  the  power  of  the 
Lord  LieuteDaut  to  appoint  to  the 
Judicial  Bench  under  the  Bill,  and  by 
what  counsel  he  will  be  guided  in  making 
his  appointments.  It  is  on  this  point 
that  the  merits  of  the  Amendment  turn, 
and  I  hope  the  Solicitor  General  or  the 
Chief  Secretary  will  throw  some  light 
upon  it. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  with  regard  to 
the  provision  in  Clause  35,  that  during 
the  first  six  years  after  the  passing  of  the 
Act  the  Judges  in  Ireland  should  be 
appointed  on  a  Warrant  signed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  he  could  only 
infer  that  what  was  meant  was  that  after 
those  six  years  the  appointments  would 
be  made  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
acting  on  the  advice  of  the  Irish 
Executive.  He  assumed  that  the 
term  six  years  was  intended  to 
reserve  a  discretion  to  the  Imperial 
Cabiuet,  and  that  after  that  period  had 
elapsed  the  Lord  Lieutenant  would  act 
on  the  advice  of  the  domestic  Cabinet. 
The  noble  Lord  had  discoursed  upon  the 
Amendmeot ;  but  he  had  not  addressed 
himself  to  its  scope,  which  dealt  not  only 
with  the  qualification  of  judicial  officials, 
but  with  the  officers  of  the  Executive  in 
Ireland. 

LoedR.  CHURCHILL  :  I  am  afraid 
I  did  not  take  any  notice  of  that ;  but  it 
is  obvious  that  the  initiative  of  the  pre- 
rogative must  rest  entirely  with  the  Lord 

Lieutenant.  Digitized  by  VjOOglC 


{14  June  1893} 


lOld         CrovemMetU  of 

Mb.  sexton  said,  the  Amendment 
did  not  say  any  "  officer  " — it  said  any 
"  office,'*  and  he  read  that  Amendment  to 

include  the  whole  sphere  and  round  of 
admioigtration.  It  was  obvious  that  any 
person,  be  he  a  letter  carrier  or  a  police 
constable,  could  not  be  appointed  under 
this  Araenilraent.  That  might  be  a  too 
sweeping  reading  of  the  Amendment,  but 
it  was  just  reading  nevertheless.  He 
would  submit  that  this  was  an  Amend- 
ment which  breathed  not  only 
a  spirit  of  distrust,  but  one  of  un- 
qualified contempt,  for  the  intentions  of 
the  Irish  people.  Itwas,moreover,illogical 
and  nonsensical.  No  doubt  the  interest 
of  the  English  people  iu  the  maintenance 
of  peace,  order,  and  good  government  in 
Ireland  would  be  a  deep  and  intelligent 
interest;  but  the  Irish  people  would  have 
a  still  deeper  and  a  stilt  more  intelligent 
interest  in  seeing  that  these  tilings  were 
secured  through  the  medium  of  their 
Legislature.  He  said,  therefore,  firstly, 
with  regard  to  the  Executive  Offices,  it 
was  absurd  to  give  the  Irish  Legislature 
power  to  make  certain  lawsand  then  to  deny 
the  right  to  put  forward  a  Bill  defining 
the  qualification  of  those  who  were  to 
administer  them.  As  to  theJud  icial  Offices, 
it  would  be  the  cardinal  interest  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  to  see  that  good  laws 
weremade,and  that  tbey  were  well  adminis- 
tered. If  this  Amendment  were  carried, 
the  Irish  Legislature  would  be  actually 
prevented  from  altering  the  qualifications 
of  the  Judges,  even  if  English  experience 
pointed  to  the  desirat)ility  of  making  such 
alteration.  He  submitted  broadly  and 
generally  upon  the  Amendment,  with  re- 
gard to  both  Executive  and  Judicial 
Offices,  that  if  they  trnsted  the  people  of 
Ireland — and  the  friends  of  the  Bill  did 
trust  them — to  make  laws  for  the  peace, 
order,  and  good  government  of  Ireland, 
they  must  give  them,  according  to  Con- 
stitutional usage,  the  power  to  secure 
executively  and  judicially  the  good  ad- 
ministration of  these  laws. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  It  will 
have  been  noticed  that  the  proposer  of 
the  Amendment,  as  has  happened  iu  so 
many  other  cases,  entirely  foiled  to 
notice  the  scope  of  his  proposition.  The 
Amendment  will  include  alt  persons 
holding  public  office  in  Ireland,  no  matter 
how  humble  that  office  might  be.  It  will 
mclude  the  postman  and  letter  carrier  as 
much  »s  the  Lord  Chancellor  or  the 
Judge.    It  is  not  convenient  to  have  an 
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Amendmeut  of   this  enormous  scope 
merely  because  in  one-twentieth  or  in 
one-hundredth  part  of  it  there  may  be  a 
certain   morsel   or  residuum  of  sense. 
Uuder  the  Amendment  the  Irish  Pariia- 
meut  could  not  order  that  no  postman 
should  be  appointed  under  the  age  of  18 
years.    But,  with  regard  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Judges,  two  misprints  in  die 
Bill   had   been   pointed   out.    One  is 
with  respect  to  the  Exchequer  Judges, 
who  are  to  be  considered  as  mainly  in- 
vested with  the  discharge  of  Imperial 
functions.    They  are  to  be  taken  out  of 
the  general  scope  of  the  Bill,  and  th«r 
salaries  charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
The  other  is  with  respect  to  the  period  of 
six  years.    It  is  quite  plain  that  the  re- 
striction is  intended  to  refer  only  to  the 
term  of  six  years,  and  that  after  that  the 
appointment  of  Judges  will  fall  under 
general  and  permanent  rules.    The  Go- 
vernment have  declared  their  perfect 
willingness  to  introduce  into  the  Bill  a 
provision  that  the  appointment  of  Judges 
shall  remain  with  the  Crown;  and  if  that 
is  done  it  will   be  totally  impossible, 
as  has  been  suggested  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned   Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.   Matthews),  that  the  method  of 
popular  election  should  be  resorted  to. 
That  would  be  in  direct  contradiction  to 
the  spirit  and  intention  of  the  Act,  and 
it  would  be  totally  impossible  that  any 
Viceroy  worth  his  salt  would  sanction  a 
proceeding  of  that  kind.    Beyond  that,  I 
hold  that  we  should  do  no  good  by 
attempting  to  interfere  in  this  matter ; 
we  should  only  show  our  teeth  without 
biting,  and  only  exhibit  our  distrust  and 
jealousy  of  the  Irish  Legislature.  The 
noble  Lord  has  referred  to  the  caseof  1874, 
when  he  said  that  it  was  customary  to 
consult  the  English  Lord  Chancellor  as 
to  the  appointment  of  Irish  Judges.  The 
arrangement  must  have  been  resorted  to 
at  the  time  a  distinguished  Irish  lawyer 
like  Lord  Cairns  was  Lord  Chancellor, 
because  it  was  found  convenient  to  follow 
his  advice  in  these  matters  ;  hut  the 
practice  of  consulting  the  English  Judges 
as  to  the  appointment  of  Irish  Judges  is 
quite   unknown    to  Ministerial  usage 
in  this  country. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  Is  not  the 
Prime  Minister  himself  consulted  in  re- 
gard to  such  appointments  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  My 
varied  experience  enables  me  to  say  that 
the  Prime  Min^^e%>>lf(^<9®^hrwlwt^ 
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ever  id  the  appotDtment  of  Irish  Judges. 
With  regard  to  EngHsh  Judges,  the 
appointment  of  Puisne  Judgw  rests,  in  a 
Uinisterial  sense,  in  the  hands  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  and  it  is  rarely  that  the 
Lord   ChaDcellor    consults   the  Prime 
Minister  in  regard  to  these  appointments. 
All  Judges  other  than  Fuisue  Judges  are 
appointed  on  the  responsibility  of  the 
Cabinet ;  but,  as  far  as  I  know,  the 
advice  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  is  in- 
variably taken.    I  assume  that  arrange- 
ment will  be  adopted  in  Ireland,  and  I 
say  that  to  vest  the  appointments  in  the 
Crown  would  be  an  absolute  guarantee 
against  the  adoption  of  any  proceedings 
which  would  tend  to  defeat  the  intention 
of  the  Act. 
•Mr.    GERALD   BALFOUR  said, 
that,  speaking  with  all  due  submission,  lie 
differed   from  the  view  of  the  Prime 
Minister  that  the  Ameudmeut  would  have 
the  wide  scope  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  suggested.  However,  he  was 
quite  willing  to  move  his  Amendment 
without  the  words  "  or  any  office  of  the 
Executive  Grovernment  in  Ireland."  AH 
the  same,  it  would,  he  felt,  be  a  very 
serious  matter  if  the  Irish  Legislature 
should  have  th^  power  of  determining 
the  qualifications  of  those  who  were 
to  form  the  Cabinet — if,  for  instance, 
it  should  be   allowed  to  pass  a  law 
that    no     one    should    sit     in  that 
Cabinet  who  had  not   been  domiciled 
ia    Ireland    for   a   given   number  of 
years,    because    such    a    step  would 
materially  diminish  the  power  of  the 
Crown.    The  hou.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Northern  Division  of  Dublin 
County  had  expressed  his  surprise  that 
any  English  Member  should  desire  to 
prevent  the  Irish  Legislative  Body  from 
encroaching    on    the    powers  of  the 
Executive,  and  he  had  declared  that  the 
history  of  England  was  a  history  of  en- 
croachment of  the  Legislation  on  the 
Executive.  But  that  was  in  the  past, 
and  the  process  had  gone  far  enough 
ah«ady.  The  United  States  Constitution 
carefully  provided  against  any  encroach- 
m«it  by  the  Legislature  on  the  Executive; 
and  if  such  a  provision  were  necessary  in 
America,  it  was  still  more  requisite  in  the 
case  of  a  country  like  Ireland,  which  was 
Bo  deeply  divided  against  itself.    It  was 
obvious  that  in  Ireland  there  would  be  a 
constant  tendency  towards  an  increase  of 
thepoweraof  the  Legislature.  Theyhadon 
thi^  as  00  BO  many  other  Amendments, 
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been  met  with  the  argument  that  they 
should  not  distrust  the  Irish  people  and 
the  proposed  Legislative  Body.  While  he 
was  content  to  give  that  Body  credit  for 
possessing  common  sense,  he  thought 
they  were  bound  to  remember  what  had 
occurred  in  certain  of  the  States  of 
America.  In  the  valuable  work  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  on 
the  American  Constitution,  they  were  told 
that  the  provisions  as  to  the  restrictive 
powers  of  the  Legislature  had  grown 
more  minute  of  late  years  as  abuses 
appeared  to  have  become  more  frequent. 
Let  them  remark  that  admission — that 
American  Legislatures  were  capable  of 
abusing  their  powers,  and  let  them  uk 
themselves  why  it  was  to  be  assumed 
that  the  Irish  Legislature  would  not 
abuse  its  powers. 

Amendment  amended,  by  leaving  out 
the  words  "or  of  any  office  of  the 
Executive  Government  in  Ireland." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  *  de- 
termining the  qualifications  necessary  by 
the  holding  of  any  judicial  office,  or,*  be 
there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  231  ; 
Noes  266.— (Division  List,  No.  141.) 

•Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  moved 
the  insertion  of  the  following  sub- 
section : — • 

"  DiminiBhing  the  salary  of  the  bolder  of  anpr 
ofSce  under  the  Crown  in  Ireland  during  his 
continnance  of  office,  or  altering  hfs  right  to 
pension  without  his  consent." 

The  general  arguments  in  favour  of  this 
proposal  were,  said  the  hon.  Member,  the 
same  as  those  he  brought  forward  in 
support  of  the  last  Amendment.  It  was 
designed  to  protect  the  Irish  Executive 
if  theoccasion  ever  arose,  and  there  should 
be  a  struggle  between  it  and  the  legisla- 
tivjB  branch  of  the  Government.  The 
ultimate  power  rested  with  those  who 
controlled  the  purse,  and  he  thought  it 
would  be  undesirable  that  the  Legisla- 
tive Body  should  have  the  power  of 
diminishing  the  salaries  of  the  servants 
of  the  Crown,  and  should  be  able  to  hold 
that  power  in  ierrorem  over  their  heads. 
He  quite  admitted,  in  moving  an  Amend- 
ment of  this  sort,  he  had  in  his  mind  & 
different  relation  between  the  Executive 
and  Irish  Legislative  Body  to  that  which 
was  contemplated  by  the  Bill.  He  hoped,  at 
a  later  stage,  to  bring  forward  an  Amend- 
ment securing  that  Ibe  Executive  should 
have  greater  in<fe^§|^g!^(9t)gfcjris*i 
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Legislature  than  this  Bill  gave  it,  and  it 
was  with  a  view  to  that  further  change 

ill  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  that  he  now 
begged  to  move  this  Aujendmeut. 

Amendnient  proposed. 

In  2,  line  29,  Rfter  the  woril  *-or,"  to 
insert,  as  a  new  Bub  section,  the  words — "  (o.) 
Dimtitishing  the  salary  of  the  holHer  of  any 
office  under  the  Crown  in  Ireland  during  his 
continuance  in  such  office,  or  altering  his  rif^ht 
to  peasion  without  his  consent,  or."  —  (3fr. 
Gerald  Balfimr.') 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  moved  this  Amendment  is  of 
course  aware  that  so  far  as,  perhaps,  the 
most  important  of  all  the  classes  of 
officers  of  the  Government  are  concerned, 
— 'namely,  the  Judges,  we  have  provided 
iu  the  Bill  by  the  26th  clause  

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  :  I  had 
forgotten  to  allude  to  that.  The  object 
of  the  Ameudment  is  to  extend  that 
provision  to  other  officers  of  tlie  Crown. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  We  quite  admit 
that,  so  far  as  the  Judges  are  concerned, 
it  might  be  thought  that  the  possibility 
of  reducing  their  salaries  might  be  held 
over  them  in  ierrorem.  Without  sharing 
that  apprehension,  we  have  made  pro- 
vision against  it  by  specifically  for- 
bidding the  Irish  Legislature  from 
dimiuishiug  a  Judge's  salary  during  his 
continnance  in  office,  or  altering  his  right 
to  pension  without  his  couseut.  The 
hon.  Member  proposes  to  extend  that 
limitation  to  all  holders  of  Executive 
offices.  Can  it  be  conceived  that  it  would 
be  possible  to  carry  on  the  Executive 
Government  in  eitlier  Treland  or  any 
other  conntry  if  the  Legislature  were  pro- 
hibited from  fixing  the  amount  of  salaries. 
Take  your  own  case.  Can  any  Member 
of  this  House  contemplate  the  possibility 
of  this  House  being  debarred  from  'the 
exercise  of  any  power  of  reducing  the 
salaries  of  all  holders  of  Executive  office, 
from  the  highest  down  to  the  lowest,  or  of 
at  all  regulating  their  pensions  ?  Surely 
it  is  conceivable,  if  an  Irish  Legislature 
ought  to  be  constituted  at  all,  for  Ireland 
to  pass  laws  for  the  peace,  order,  and 
good  government  of  Ireland,  that  they 
would  be  fit  to  exercise  the  power  of 
fixing  the  salaries  of  their  own  Executive 
officers. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  I  think  the  Chief  Secretary 
has  given  as  an  illustration  a  case  which 

Mr.  Gerald  Balfour 


the  Committee  ought  to  consider.  He 
asks  how  should  we  like  it  in  our  own 
case  'f  He  talks  about  fixing  the  salaries. 
Of  course,  the  Amendment  does  not,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  touch  any  office  or  the 
new  holders  of  old  offices.  It  proposes 
merely  to  respect  what  I  would  call  the 
vested  rights  of  holders  of  office.  It  is 
only  those  who  are  actually  holding  office 
at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  or 
who  have  contracted  with  the  Govern- 
ment for  a  particular  salary,  who  are  not 
to  have  that  salary  diminished.  FoUow- 
iug  out  the  illustration  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  I  would  ask  him  can  he  point  to  a 
single  case  in  which  this  Parliament  has 
ever  made  a  reduction  of  salary  ? 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) : 
We  often  move  it. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  That  is 
u  difTerent  thing  altogether.  The  Motion 
is  made  iu  every  case  I  have  known,  be- 
cause it  is  the  fonnal  method  of  raising 
the  subject  which  is  connected  with  the 
office  attached.  In  no  case  I  know  of  has 
there  ever  been  made  hy  Parliament  a 
reduction  in  a  Binary  previously  agreed  to 
by  Parliament. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  should  like  to 
understand  clearly  from  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment  whether  he  means  his 
Amendment  to  affect  only  existing  boldure 
of  office,  or  whether  he  means  to  make  it 
affect  the  general  system  of  Irish  govern- 
ment under  the  new  Parliament  ? 

Mr,  GERALD  BALFOUR  :  The 
object  of  my  Amendment  is  this.  In  the 
case  of  a  person  who  is  already  a  bolder 
of  office,  I  withdraw  from  the  cogni- 
sance of  the  Irish  Legislature  the  diminu- 
tion of  his  salary  while  he  is  iu  office  and 
diiring  his  continuance  in  office. 

Mr.  T.  M.  IIEALY  (Louth,  N.) : 
The  Bill  does  that. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  :  In  the 
case  of  the  Judges,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  said,  this  is  already  pro- 
vided for,  and  all  the  Ameudmeut  pro- 
poses to  do  is  to  extend  to  the  holders  of 
other  offices  of  the  Crown  that  which  the 
Bill  provides  for  in  the  case  of  the  Judges. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  bon.  Member 
must  have  overlooked  the  28th  clause, 
which  concerns  all  other  officers  of  the 
Crown. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  mistaken  me. 
I  do  not  refer  merely  to  those  who  at  this 
present  time  hold  office — I  refer  to 
futureholders  of  office  alsp-;  and  what  th§ 
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Amendmeat  provides  is,  that  a  person 
having  eutered  into  oliice  at  a  given 
salary,  that  salary  is  not  to  be  diminished 
by  the  actioa  of  (he  Irish  Legislature 
daring  his  coatiuuance  of  office. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  May  I 
put  the  case  in  this  way  ?  Suppose  at 
the  present  time  a  hohler  of  au  office  has 
a  salary  of  £500  a  year.  It  would  pre- 
vent the  Irish  Parliament  from  reducing 
that  salary  during  the  contiunance  in 
office  of  the  present  holder.  But  when 
the  question  arose  who  was  to  take  his 
place,  the  Irish  Parliament  would  be  per- 
fectly entitled  to  fix  the  salary  of  the 
office  for  the  new  holder.  Let  us  sup- 
pose they  did  so,  and  fixed  it  at  £300, 
then  the  Amendment  would  come  into 
force  again,  and  preveut  them  reducing 
that  £300  as  long  as  the  holder  held  the 
office.  The  argument  iu  favour  of  it  is 
pwisely  the  same  as  for  the  proposition 
of  the  Grovemment  in  regard  to  the 
Judges.  The  provision  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  reference  to  the  Judges  is  put  in 
in  order  to  secure  the  impartiality  of  the 
office  and  its  superiority  from  Party  con- 
siderations. If  there  is  one  thing  which 
distiDguishes  the  Imperial  Civil  Service 
from  all  other  Civil  Services  in  the  world 
it  is  the  fact  that  our  Civil  Service  is 
above  and  beyond  Party.  That  has  been 
secured  by  the  fact  that  Party  feeling  in 
this  country  is  powerless  to  penalise  the 
holder  of  any  office  on  account  of  political 
opinions.  In  other  coutitries  where  that 
is  not  the  case  disastrous  results  have 
followed,  and  I  would  submit  to  the 
GrOTemment  that  the  very  same  con- 
sideration which  led  them  to  secure  the 
impartiality  of  the  Judicial  Bench  should 
also  lead  them,  in  the  interests  of  the 
new  Legislature  tlioy  are  setting  up,  to 
secure  the  absohite  impartiality  of  the 
Irish  Civil  servants. 

Mr.  sexton  did  not  think  the  right 
hoQ.  GentleimLU  correctly  apprehended 
the  reason  why  the  salary  of  a  Judge 
was  not  to  be  diminisheil.  It  was  not  to 
secure  that  the  Judge  would  be  impartial, 
because  the  Judge  was  practically  sure 
his  salary  would  not  be  diminished,  and 
he  did  not  require  any  safeguard  to  make 
him  impartial  between  suitors.  If  one  of 
the  parties  to  a  suit  before  a  Judge  could 
affect  his  salary,  then  that  might  affect 
his  impartiality  ;  but  that  was  not  before 
them.  The  reason  why  a  Judge's 
salary  could  not  be  reduced  was  because 


iu  British  history  the  people  had  a  bitter 
experience  of  the  dependence  of  the 
Judges  on  the  Crowu,  and  the  desire  was 
to  make  the  Judge  independent  with  re- 
gard to  the  Crown  and  the  Executive 
power.  It  appeared  to  him  that  there 
were  adequate  provisions  iu  the  Bill  for 
the  paipoae  of  meeting  the  object  of  the 
Amendment,  of  which  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  misunderstood  the 
scope.  He  rather  thought  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  imagined  it  was  only 
intended  to  safeguard  the  iuterests  of 
existing  holders  of  office;  but  the  pro- 
poser of  the  Amendment  went  mucli 
further.  The,  Bill,  as  drafiexl,  provided 
amply  for  all  existing  office  holders. 
The  salaries  of  the  Judges  could  not  be 
diminished ;  and,  in  respect  to  Civil 
servants,  Clause  27  provided  that  all 
persous  whose  salaries  were  charged  to 
the  Consolidated  Fund  should  continue  to 
receive  the  same  salaries  as  heretofore. 
In  Clause  28  it  was  provided  that  exist- 
ing permanent  Civil  servants,  whose 
salaries  were  not  chargeable  to  the  Con- 
solidated Fund,  should  coutiuue  to  receive 
the  same  salary.  He  did  not  thiuk  there 
ever  was  any  legislative  enactment  iu 
which  there  were  such  elaborate  pro- 
visions made  for  the  preservation  of  the 
salaries  of  all  grades  of  Civil  servants. 
But  now  they  came  to  this :  that  after 
all  the  existing  tenants  of  office  had 
departed,  and  the  new  tenants  had  come 
in,  it  was  proposed  that  once  any  man 
had  enjoyed  a  certain  salary,  never  here- 
after should  that  salary  be  reduced.  He 
would  say  that  that  proposal  was 
fantastic.  They  were  leaving  the 
region  of  comedy  in  which  they  haii 
stayed  so  long,  and  were  passing  into  the 
region  of  farce.  Suppose  there  was  a 
shrinkage  of  revenue  iu  Ireland  from  a 
succession  of  bod  yeam,  aud  suppose  that 
the  funds  at  the  disposal  of  the  Irish 
Government  sufl^red  extensive  diminu- 
tion, was  it  to  be  said  that  a  reduction  of 
salaries  ought  never  to  take  place  ?  He 
did  not  tiiink  it  likely  that  after  a  gen- 
tleman once  received  a  certain  salary 
that  salary  would  be  reduced  ;  but  he 
could  not  accept  a  restrictiou  which 
would  be  absurd,  and  would  not  be  couo- 
teuauced  if  applied  to  any  other  Legis- 
lature, especially  when  the  rights  of  all 
persous  now  in  office  were  absolutely 
safeguarded. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  pointed  to 
the  fact  that  on  the  Paner   here i  was 
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a  proposed  new  clause,  to  be  inserted  after 
Clauae  28,  which  read  as  follows  : — 

"  When  any  public  oflBcers  not  in  the  service 
of  the  Crown  are  entitled  to  salaries,  gratuities, 
and  pensions,  the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall 
apply,  as  in  the  case  of  Civil  servants." 

It  seemed  to  him  that  as  the  matter 

stood  the  Judges,  the  Civil  servants,  and 
all  other  public  officers  not  being  Civil 
servants  were  also  provided  for  against 
disturbance  in  their  salaries  and  pensions  ; 
and  if  he  was  right  in  his  construction  of 
the  proposed  new  clause,  it  would  amoimt 
to  very  much  the  same  thing  as  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  remarked  that  there 
were  certain  officials  in  Ireland  who, 
while  they  were  in  the  service  of  the 
Government,  were  not  Civil  servants, 
properly  so-called,  and  that  clause  in  the 
Schedule  had  been  introduced  to  meet 
their  case. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL:  Does  that 
apply  to  the  Resident  Magistrates  ? 

Me.  J.  MORLEY :  They  are  dealt 
with  by  Clause  27. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  do  not 
propose  to  follow  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Kerry  in  his  commentary  on 
Clauses  26,  27,  and  28.  He  has  Uid 
down  the  broad  proposition  that  the  safe- 
guards in  the  Bill  as  to  the  existing  Civil 
servants  are  wlequate.  I  do  not  take  that 
view  ;  I  think  they  are  inadequate;  but  I 
shall  reserve  my  arguments  until  we  come 
to  the  clauses  relevant  to  that  particular 
iRsue.  At  present  we  are  not  discussing 
in  the  least  the  positiou  of  the  existing 
Civil  servants. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  That  is 
exactly  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  did 
discuss. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  listened  to 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  I  certainly  did  not  gather  from  him  a 
single  word  Indicating  that  in  his  view 
it  was  neccjiBary  that  the  interest  of  the 
existing  holders  of  office  should  be 
safeguarded  by  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend.  As  regards  the  Judges, 
the  safeguards  may  be  ample  and  ade- 
quate ;  as  regards  the  existing  holders 
of  office  in  the  Civil  Service,  they 
are  neither  adequate  nor  iuteuded  to 
be  adequate.  Let  the  Committee  un- 
derstand that  this  Amendment  docs 
touch  Uie  existing  holders  of  office, 
but  does  not  touch  the  salaries  to  be 
fixed  hereafter  in  the  event  of  vacancies 

Mr.  Gibson  Bowles 


in  the  existing  offices  or  the  salaries  of 
new  offices  to  be  created.  Alt  those 
things  are  left  absolutely  to  the  Irish 
Legislature  to  determine.  The  only 
question  before  us  is  whether  we  sluul 
or  shall  not  give  to  the  Irish  Legislatnre 
power  to  put  the  screw  upon  officm 
appointed  by  the  Crown  through  the 
operation  of  reducing  their  salaries  ?  I 
think  that  on  general  grounds,  whatever 
may  be  the  constitution  of  the  Irish 
Legislature,  that  would  be  inexpedient. 
But  it  would  be  more  iuexpedient  if  my 
hon.  Friend's  view  of  the  relations  which 
should  exist  between  the  Executive  and 
Legislature  is  carried  out.  He  has 
put  down  Amendments  to  assimilate  the 
new  Constitution  of  Ireland  to  that 
which  is  already  in  existence  in  America, 
under  which  there  is  a  very  great  inde- 
peudeiico  on  the  part  of  the  Executive 
from  the  Legislature.  As,  therefore, 
quite  apart  from  the  expediency  of  with- 
drawing from  the  Irish  Legislature  tlie 
power  of  manipulating  the  salaries  under 
our  system,  my  hon.  Friend  wishes  to 
alter  that  system,  it  becomes  doubly 
necessary,  if  you  have  an  Executive  de- 
pending on  the  Crown  and  not  on  the 
Irish  Legislature,  to  secure  that  the 
salaries  of  that  Executive  shall  not  suffer 
diminution  at  the  wild  and  wayward  will 
of  an  Irish  Parliament.  These  are  our 
arguments.  They  are  not  worthy  of  the 
description  given  them  by  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Kerry  ;  they  are  not  wild 
and  illusory  ;  I  think  them  rational, 
worthy  of  consideration,  and  worthy  of 
adoption  by  the  Committee. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  wiit  not  enter 
on  a  discussion  as  to  the  best  system  of 
government  for  Ireland.  It  may  possibly 
be  that  the  American  system  of  indepen- 
dence on  the  part  of  the  Executive  of  the 
Legislature  is  the  best.  But  it  is  not  the 
foundation  on  which  this  Bill  is  laid. 
These  are  not  the  principles  on  which 
the  English  Constitution  and  the  English 
Parliamentary  system  are  conducted,  and 
I  think  the  hon.  Member  is  making  a 
mistake  in  endeavouring  to  graft  them 
upon  this  Bill,  a  course  which  would  be 
sane  enough  if  Parliament  accepted  bis 
general  conception  of  the  l>est  govern- 
ment for  Ireland.  What  has  often  happened 
in  this  House  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
said  the  salaries  of  officers  are  never  re- 
duced. There  is  a  Motion  constantly 
madc-it  was  |j^«an*®(gft«^le' 
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cue  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
when  he  was  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
—for  the  reduction  of  salary.  It  is  the 
form  io  which  holders  of  office  are 
criticised,  and  why^  I  ask,  should  the  Irish 
Legislature  be  debarred  from  eipressiug 
its  opinion  of  the  conduct  of  an  official  in 
that  way  ?  Take  a  more  practical  case. 
It  is  quite  possible  to  conceive  circum- 
stkQces  which  might  withdraw  all  duties 
from  a  holder  of  an  office.  You  may 
hare  a  legislative  change  which  wonld 
withdraw  from  the  holder  of  an  office 
the  work  he  was  appointed  to  perform. 
Does  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment  think 
that  the  Irish  Parliament  is  not  to  have 
the  power  to  alter  the  terms  of  office 
ander  these  circumstances  ?  I  do  not 
think  I  need  labour  the  argument 
farther. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes  239  ; 
Noes  281.— (Division  List,  No.  142.) 

•Mr.  DARLING  (Deptford)  rose  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment — 

la  page  2,  line  29,  after  snb-section  (4),  in- 
eert  "  (5)  Subjecting  any  person  to  the 
penalties  or  diHabilitie«  of  attainder,  nor  shall 
their  powers  extend  to  the  bringiuK  in  or  con- 
sidering of  anj  bill  of  attainder." 

He  thought  that  no  one  who  attended 
to  the  discussions  in  the  country 
which  preceded  the  bringing  in  of 
this  Bill— discussions  which  went  to  the 
point  that  the  Irish  Fwrliament  was  to 
be  gifted  with  the  power  of  managing 
I  he  local  affairs  of  Ireland— could  have 
supposed  that  such  a  Parliament  was  to 
have  the  high  powers  and  privileges  of 
the  Imperial  Parliament  of  bringing  in 
bills  of  attainder,  and  to  subjecting  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  to  the  penalties  that 
such  bills  of  attainder  involved.  Bills  of 
attainder  had  been  generally  used  iu  this 
couDtiy  to  strike  at  high  crimes  or  mis- 
demeanours or  high  crimes  and  misde- 
meanoors  in  the  estimation  of  those  who 
had  not  committed  them  themselves.  It 
might,  therefore,  well  be  reserved  to  this 
Parliament — in  which,  after  all,  Ireland 
was  to  be  very  generously  represented — ■ 
if  the  ordinary  law  was  to  be  set  aside 
and  exceptional  measures  were  to  be  re- 
sorted to,  to  have  recourse  f  o  those  excep- 
tional measures.  He  understood  from 
his  experience  in  the  House  that  the 
Irish  Members  objected  to  what  they 
called  exceptional  legislation,  and  espe- 
cially to  exceptional  legislation  which 

VOL.  XIII.   [fourth  skries.] 
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dealt  with  the  punishment  of  crime ;  and 
therefore  they,  above  all,  would  hardly 
desire  to  have  the  Irish  Parliament  pos- 
sessed of  powers  to  punish  crime  beyond 
the  powers  vested  in  the  ordinary  Courts 
of  Law,  and  it  was  such  power  that  the 
power  to  pass  a  bill  of  attainder  involved. 
But  there  was  another  reason  for  adopting 
the  Amendment.  Bills  of  attainder  have 
usually  been  introduced  in  the  past  to 
punish  the  crime  known  as  high  treason, 
and  what  was  high  treason  and  what 
was  not  was  a  matter  which  had  exer- 
cised the  minds  of  many  lawyers  and 
many  persons  who  had  not  the  dis- 
advantage of  knowing  any  law  at  all. 
If  there  was  one  thing  on  which  the 
English  and  the  Irish  people  absolutely 
and  entirely  differed  it  was  the  question 
what  was  treason  and  what  was  not  treason. 
He  need  not  go  further  than  the  words 
of  the  Prime  Minister  to  prove  that. 
The  right  hon.  Grentleman  had  described 
the  Party,  to  whose  demands  he  yielded 
iu  introducing  this  Bill,  as  steeped  in 
treason  to  the  lips. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Con- 
sidering that  that  has  been  contradicted 
at  least  20  times,  I  am  surprised  to  hear 
it  from  the  hou.  and  learned  Member, 

*Ma.  DARLING  Baid,hehad,it  seemed, 
attributed  the  expression  to  the  wrong 
Member  of  the  Liberal  Government.  It 
was  used  by  an  ex-Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  who  had  even  a  wider  experience 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentlwian  of 
the  attributes  of  the  Irish  Party. 
But  the  Irish  Party  did  not  accept  that 
view.  Even  the  present  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  thought  they  were  steeped 

In  something  different  

The  chairman  :  Order,  order ! 
I  think  the  observations  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  have  little  to  do  with 
the  Amendment  on  the  Paper. 

*Mr.  DARLING  said,  he  was  arguing 
that  if  they  gave  to  a  subordinate  Par- 
liament the  power  of  punishing  on  a  charge 
of  treason,  it  was  material  to  consider 
what  would  be  the  view  of  treason  held 
by  that  Legislature,  and  whether  it  was 
the  same  view  as  that  held  by  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  Bench.  If 
the  Irish  Parliament  had  the  power  to 
introduce  bills  of  attainder  their  bills  of 
attainder  would  be  to  punish  what  the 
Imperial  Parliament  would  consider 
loyalty,  just  as  the  bills  of  attainder  of 
the  Imperial  Parliament  would  he.  to 
punish  what  the  Iriib  tBan^j^a^OgJ^d 
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consider  loyalty.  Whether  that  was  »o 
or  not  there  were  other  reasons  for  not 
giving  the  power  of  iutroduciug  and 
passing  hills  of  attainder  to  the  Irish 
subordinate  LegisUtnre,  He  would  read 
a  passage  from  Sir  Erskine  May  on  the 
subject  

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to  ask  whether 
Cianse  2,  Sub-section  8,  does  not  provide 
that  tlie  Irish  Parliament  shall  make  no 
laws  iu  reference  to  treason,  and  whether 
the  Amendment  is  not,  therefore,  out  of 
Order? 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  not  out  of  Order. 

•Mh.  darling  said,  that  a  bill  of 
attainder  was  a  purely  legislative 
matter.  It  could  be  introduced  to  punish 
treason  or  anything  else;  and  if  tlie  hon. 
Member  had  waited  until  he  had  heard 
the  passage  read,  he  would  not  have  made 
the  objection,  as  the  passage  would  have 
enlightened  him.  Sir  T.  Erskine  May 
wrote — 

"The  proceedings  of  Parliameat  in  passing 
1»l]s  of  attainder,  and  of  pains  and  penalties,  do 
not  vary  from  those  adopted  in  retard  to  other 
bills.  They  may  be  introduced  into  either 
House,  but  ortlinarily  commence  in  tlic  House 
of  Lords ;  they  pass  through  the  same  xtages  ; 
and  when  agreed  to  by  both  Houses  they 
receive  the  Boyal  Assent  in  the  usual  form. 
But  the  parties  who  an;  subjected  to  these  pro- 
ceedings are  admitted  to  defend  themselves  by 
counsel  and  witnesses  before  both  Houses ; 
and  the  solemnity  of  the  proceedings  wouI<l 
cause  measures  to  be  taken  to  enforce  the 
attendance  of  Members  ujwn  their  service  in 
Parliament.  In  evil  times  this  summary  power 
of  Parliament  to  puniith  criminals  by  Statute 
has  been  perverted  and  abased ;  and  in  the 
best  of  times  it  should  be  reganled  with  the 
severest  jealousy." 

They  were  at  present  living  in  the  best 
of  times,  in  the  estimation  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  rij;ht  hon.  Gentleman  was 
in  Office,  and  the  times  could  not  be 
mended ;  but  even  in  sucli  times  the 
power  of  punishing  any  kind  of  crime  by 
means  of  legislation  ought,  according  to 
Sir  Erskine  May,  to  be  watched  with  the 
greatest  jealousy.  He  therefore  asked 
the  Prime  Minister  either  to  admit  that 
we  were  not  living  iu  the  best  of  .times 
or  else  to  exercise  the  greatest  jealousy 
before  he  conferred  this  power  upon  the 
Irish  Legislature,  enabling  the  Irish 
Legislature  to  declare  that  to  be  a  crime 
which  in  reality  was  no  crime  at  all. 
He  appealed  to  Scotch  Members  to 
remember  the  times  when 
Mr*  Darling 


"To  be  a  Scot  was  treason  and,  to  side  with 

Wallace,  crime." 
\_Crie$  of  "  Divide  !  "] 

An  hon.  Member  :  We  are  tired  of 
this. 

*Mk.  DARLING  said,  he  rejoiced  to 
find  that  his  remarks  were  so  distasteful 
to  the  hon.  Member,  and  asked  what 
case  had  been  made  out  for  giving  a  sub* 
ordinate  Legislature  a  power  which,  al- 
though it  had  not  lately  been  exercised 
this  Parliament,  had  been  perverted  and 
abused  ?  Did  the  Government  suppose 
that  the  Irish  Parliament  would  be  a 
better  Parliament  than  our  own  f  They 
had  it  upon  the  authority  of  the  Solicitor 
General  that  they  could  not  take  away 
the  authority  of  this  Parliament  even  if 
they  tried,  but  they  could  be  careful  how 
they  granted  powers  which  even  this 
Parliameut  had  abused  to  another  Parlia- 
ment that  they  were  about  to  set  np. 
They  were  frequently  told  that  this  Bill 
did  not  repeal  the  Act  of  Union ;  but 
Sir  Erskine  May  said — 

"  By  the  4th  Article  of  the  Act  of  Union  with 
Ireland  it  was  enacted  that '  the  (representative) 
Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal  respectively,  on 
the  part  of  Ireland,  shall  have  the  same  rights 
in  respect  of  their  sitting  and  voting  upon  the 
trial  of  Peers  as  the  Lords  Spiritual  and 
Temporal  reB])ectively  on  the  part  of  Great 
Britain  '  ;  and  that  nil  the  Peers  of  Ireland 
shall  be  sued  and  tried  as  Peers,  but  shall  not 
have  the  right  of  sitting  on  the  trial  of  Peers." 

Bills  of  attainder  had  been  very  fre- 
quently preceded  by  articles  of  impeach- 
ment exhibited  in  this  House,  and  upon 
the  exhibition  of  such  articles  the  repre- 
sentative Irish  Peers  had  the  ri^t  le 
sit  and  vote,  and  all  the  Irish  Peers, 
whether  representative  or  not,  had 
the  right  to  be  represented  and  to 
he  tried  by  the  House  of  Lords. 
[CnWo/"  Agreed  !"  "Divide!  divide!" 
and  '*  Qnesiiou  !"]  If  they  did  not  take 
away  from  the  Irish  Parliament  the 
right  to  proceed  by  Bill  of  attainder, 
they  might  go  behind  that  Article  of  the 
Act  of  Union,  because  they  might  refuse 
to  proceed  by  articles  of  impeachment, 
but  might  pass  a  bill  of  attainder, 
and  the  Irish  Peers  would  then  be 
deprived  of  Uie  protection  given  to 
them  hy  the  Act  of  Union.  It  might  be 
said  that  this  Irish  l*arliament,  if  grauted, 
would  not  have  the  right  of  impeach- 
ment. But  who  could  show  that  ?  The 
Imperial  Parliament,  though  it  clearly 
had  a  right  of  impeachment,  did  not 
possess  it  by  virtue  of,  any  Statute^  but 
aimply  becau«%ii(^«4(s«ti>dg  Ida  right ; 
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and  whj  could  not  the  Irish  Parliameut, 
in  the  folness  of  its  strength,  do  whac 
ttiia  Pariiament  had  done  ?  There  was 
no  proTision  in  the  Bill  to  prevent  them 
from  exhibiting  articles  of  impeachment. 
There  was  nothing  in  the  BUI  to  say 
that  impeachment  should  be  forbidden  to 
ihem  as  a  Legislature,  and  that  ther 
should,  by  exhibiting  articles  of  im- 
peachment, be  able  to  interfere  with 
rights  whicl\  were  supposed  to  be  safe- 
guarded by  the  Act  of  Union  ■  was  a 
thing  not  to  be  tolerated.  [  Cries  of  "  Go 
on !  "3  He  intended  to  *'  go  on,"  but  he 
might  remark  that  things  had  not  boca  done 
so  hastily  a  few  days  since  in  Committee 
Room  No.  lo.  It  was  not  provided  for  in 
the  Bill  that  the  Irish  Legislature  should 
not  exhibit  articles  of  impeachment ; 
therefore,  the  Committee  was  bound  to 
see  that  this  power  of  attainder  was  not 
given  to  the  Irish  Parliament.  He  did 
Dot  know  whether  it  was  the  view  of  the 
Goveromeat  that  articles  of  impeach- 
ment were  within  the  power  of  the  Irish 
Parliament  or  not.  If  they  were  not 
there  was  no  provision  in  the  Bill  that 
tbey  should  not  have  power  to  consider 
Bills  of  attainder,  which  were  on  pre- 
cisely the  same  footing  as  other  legisla- 
tion. If  it  was  not  intended  tbat  they 
should  have  the  power  of  impeachment, 

they  ought  to  provide  

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  rUe  to  Order. 
I  wish  to  ask  whether  there  is  not  a 
Rule  iu  this  House  against  tedious  repe- 
tition ? 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  I,  Sir,  would  ask 
whether  there  is  not  a  Rule  against 
coQtiuual  ioterruption  when  an  hon. 
Member  is  speaking  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  oiderS 
Mr.  Darling. 

*Mr.  DARLING  said,  he  was  content 
to  observe  how  awkward  this  question 
had  become.  He  thought  the  Govern- 
ment would  see  that  it  was  a  serious 
question  which  deserved  their  attention. 
He  believed  they  did  not  desire — he  was 
sure  they  did  not  desire — that  the  Irish 
Legislature  should  have  power  to  do 
what  might  be  unjust,  and  he  could  not 
think  that  they  had  really  considered  the 
points  he  had  referred  to  which  were 
contained  in  the  Act  of  Union,  a  viola- 
tion of  which  would  be  an  infringement 
of  the  liberties  secured  to  Irishmen  of  a 
certain  class.  He  would  remind  the 
Committee  that  every  crime  could  be 
proceeded   against    under    a    bill  of 
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attainder — that  it  would  uot  be  eonfiued 
to  the  more  dignified  forms  of  crime,  and 
that,  therefore,  it  was  not  merely  a 
question  of  protecting  the  class  protected 
by  the  Act  of  Union,  but  a  question  of 
protecting  every  one  over  whom  the 
Irish  Parliament  might  have  power.  As 
the  Government  had  not  included  iu 
their  Bill  a  power  of  exhibiting  articles 
of  impeachment,  they  ought  to  prohibit 
that  Parliament  from  doing  what  was 
the  same  thing — that  was  to  say,  pro- 
ceeding against  any  one  by  Bill  of 
attainder.  They  should  leave  Irishmen 
in  Ireland  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  ordi- 
uary  Courts  administering  the  ordinary 
law  of  the  land. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  29,  after  sub-eectioii  (+),  tu 
insert  as  a  new  aub-section,  the  wonU  "(5)  Sub- 
jecting any  person  to  the  iK:naltiei4  or  <litiabili- 
ties  of  attainder,  nor  shall  their  (wwerfi  exten-1 
tu  the  bringing  fn  or  considering  of  any  bill  of 
attainder."— (.Ui-.  DarUng.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  insert^." 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  I  wonder  if  tliero 
is  a  single  Member  of  the  Committee 
who  takes  the  Amendment  or  the  speecli 
of  thehou.aud  learned  Member  seriously, 
I  wonder  if  ihxure  is  anyone  iu  the  House 
who  thinks  that  the  Amendment  is  aimed 
at  any  real,  substantial,  or  conceivably 
probable,  or  even  possible,  grievance. 

Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  :  Yes. 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  Do  I  understand 
the  hon.  Menil>er  opposite  to  assent  to 
that  view  ? 

Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  :  Cer- 
tainly. 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  has  said  there  is  no  pro- 
visiou  in  the  Bill  on  the  subject  of 
articles  of  impeachment.  No  ;  and  there 
are  hundreds  of  other  subjects  on  which 
there  are  no  provisions  in  the  Bill. 
There  are  no  provisions  preventing  the 
Irish  Legislative  Body  from  reviving  the 
writ  de  haretico  comburcndo,  or  from 
enacting  laws  for  burning  witches,  or 
against  introducing  the  ancient  form  of 
wager  of  battle,  and  a  great  many  other 
things  of  a  like  kind.  But  I  really  do 
not  desire  to  give  the  Amendment  an 
importance  which  I  do  not  think  belongs 
to  it.  There  is  a  provision  iu  the  Bill 
which  is  adequate  to  meet  the  objection 
raised  by  the  Amendment,  and  that  is 
Sub-section  5,  which  provides  that  no- 
body  shall  be  ^epriv^  of  lifglg^j^r 
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roperty  without  due  process  of  law. 
LauffkterJ]  Hon.  Members  opposite 
need  not  deride,  for  I  am  about  to 
argue  what  the  effect  of  tbose  words  will 
be.  These  are  words  to  be  found  io  tlie 
Fifth  Amendment  of  the  American  Con- 
stitution ;  they  are  words  not  in  the 
original  Constitution.  The  words  relat- 
ing to  attainder  and  bills  of  pains  and 
penalties  are  in  the  original  Americau 
Constitution  ;  but  the  words  *'dtie  process 
of  law "  are  not.  If  the  latter  words 
**  due  process  of  law "  had  been  there 
the  others  would  not  have  been  required. 
How  is  the  point  to  be  estaljlisheil  ?  By 
judicial  iuterpretatiuu  of  the  Supreme 
Courts  of  the  country  which  has  to  deal 
with  the  matter.  I  will  cite  one  authority. 
A  Rill  was  passed  in  the  Uuite<l  States, 
which  became  an  Act  of  the  Legislature, 
dealing  with  the  forfeiting  of  property 
of  certain  persons.  It  was  considered 
unconstitutional,  and  this  was  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Supreme  Court  of  New 
York— 

**  To  give  the  clause  any  valne,  it  muHt  be 
umlerstood  to  mean  that  no  jterson  shall  be 
depriTOl  by  any  form  of  legislation  or  govern- 
mental action  of  either  life,  liberty,  or  pro[)ert:y 
except  as  a  consequence  of  some  jmlicial  pro- 
ceeding properly  and  legally  conductetl.  It 
follows  that  the  law  which,  by  its  own  inherent 
foro^  extingnishes  rights  of  property  or  compeiH 
their  extinction  without  any  legal  procesg  what- 
ever comes  directly  in  conflict  with  Constitu- 
tional Law," 

and  the  act  in  question  was,  therefore) 
held  to  be  void.  Though  that  decision 
deals  with  property,  I  need  not  point  out 
that  the  language  is  equally  appropriate 
in  dealing  with  questions  of  liberty. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  :  I  welcome  the 
return  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
from  a  light-hearted  country.  It  may  be 
that,  not  yet  having  enjoyed  repose,  the 
influence  of  his  residence  in  that  country 
is  still  upon  him  ;  and  he,  therefore,  does 
not  think  this  is  a  serious  ^raeudment. 
I  can  assure  htm  that  a  large  section  of 
the  CoTumittee  consider  this  to  be  a  very 
serious  matter.  My  hon.  and  learnt 
Friend's  view  is  that  Ireland  ought  not 
to  have  the  power  of  dealing  with  bills 
of  attainder. 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  I  did  not  say  so. 
But  I  said  that  under  Sub-section  5  there 
could  be  no  such  power. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  :  Then  what  a  strange 
state  of  mind  the  Oovernment  must  be 
in.  They  hare  inserted  words  in  the  Bill 
to  prevent  the  Irish  Legislature  from 
dealing  with  bills  of  attainder — so  my 
Sir  C.  Butsell 


hon.  and  learned  Friend  argues — and  I 
inesume  they  were  intended  to  have  that 
effect — but  they  refuse  to  assent  to  the 
Amendment  which  would  render  the  fact 
clear.  The  argument  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Frieud  is  that  the  Ameudmeut  is 
uunecessary,  because  it  is  covered  by  the 
words  he  has  read.  I  must  confess  tliat 
I  had  not  In  my  mind  until  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  spoke  that  judgment  of 
the  Supreme  Court  of  New  York.  If, 
however,  the  judgment  of  the  New  York 
Court  is  held  to  be  law  here — and  it  is 
not  at  all  necessary  that  it  should  be — it 
is  just  as  well  that  the  words  "  due 
process  of  law  "  should  be  well  defined. 
The  words  in  Sub-section  5  have  puzzled 
many  minds  as  to  what  they  mean.  They 
have  puzzled  Judges  iu  the  United  States, 
aud  they  would  puzzle  Judges  here.  In 
order,  however,  to  secure  tliat  the  object 
of  the  Government  will  be  carried  out, 
aud  that  tlie  Irish  Legislature  shall 
not  entertain  bills  of  attainder, 
there  should  be  no  objection  to  giving  » 
definition  of  the  words  "  due  prfMiess  of 
taw "  in  the  Defiuition  Clause.  If  that 
can  be  done  it  will  save  difficulty  here- 
after. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  A  definition  for  legal 
purposes  in  an  enactment  is  never  a  very 
easy  matter;  aud  the  case  here  involved, 
1  veuture  to  say,  is  one  of  a  very  delicate 
kind.  Under  the  cover  of  general  words 
you. may  go  far  beyond  the  intentions  or 
wishes  of  those  who  contemplate  the 
restriction,  while  you  may  also  introduce 
something  which  is  entirely  prejudicial 
to  the  Irish  Legislature.  I  would  suggest 
that  the  right  hon.  aud  learned  Gentle- 
man should  draw  up  the  definition 
himself,  aud  bring  it  forward  at  the  proper 
time. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  :  Would  the  Govern- 
ment accept  it  ? 

Mr.  sexton  :  It  is  evidently  im- 
possible now  to  deal  with  the  scope  of 
the  words  "due  process  of  law."  The 
Attorney  General  has  read  a  judgment 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  New  York, 
which  seems  to  me  to  deserve  close 
attention.  The  Amendment  I  regard  as 
a  bad  joke  and  a  very  considerable 
affront.  ["  Oh  !  "]  Yes  ;  it  is  one 
thing  to  state  in  the  Bill  the  general 
priuciple  as  to  not  depriving  anyone  of 
life,  liberty,  or  property  without  doe 
process  of  law,  and  another  t^ing  to  insert 
words  which  suggjpst  thati  jhe  Irish 
LegisUture^l^i^ieMilPg'J^mediieval 
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device  for  puuishiug  au  opponeut — for 
sttaioder,  I  believe,  bas  not  been  used  iu 
England  since  1697.  Sucb  au  imputa- 
tion, I  saj,  is  ofTeiiaive.  The  only 
geatleman  who  would  be  likely  to  be  Id 
any  danger,  evrai  if  this  power  existed*  is 
the  faon.  Member  for  Mid  Armagh  (Mr. 
Barton),  as  he  is  the  only  person  who  is 
going  into  the  streets  to  tight  against  the 
Irish  Government.  But  I  do  not  think 
that  even  that  danger  is  imminent.  It  is 
extremely  improbable  that  the  Irish 
Legislature  would  ever  think  of  resorting 
to  such  a  process.  Even  it  it  did  the 
Committee  should  not  put  the  enactment 
in  the  Bill,  seeing  that  there  is  already  a 
means  of  dealing  with  such  cases — 
namely,  the  veto.  [  Cries  of  "  Divide ! "] 
Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  It  would 
not  be  respectful  to  my  right  hou.  and 
Learned  Friend  if  I  did  not  give  htm  an 
answer.  If  my  right  hou.  Friend  would 
himself  furnish  a  defiuitioD  the  Govern- 
ment will  be  glatl  to  consider  it ;  but  iu 
andertaking  to  deBne  a  legal  phrase  you 
are  liable  to  exclude  from  the  scope  of 
the  phrase  as  much  aa  you  iuclude.  The 
American  Judge  quoted  by  my  hou.  and 
learned  Friend,  I  observe,  carefully  avoided 
defining  "due  process  of  law."  He 
merely  gave  bis  opinion  that  something 
was  included  in  the  words,  but  he  avoid^ 
the  danger  of  giving  an  accouut  of  all 
the  things  that  are  included.  The 
Government,  therefore,  think  that  it  is 
more  safe  to  leave  the  matter  to  judicial 
interpretation.  The  process  must  be  a 
legal  one,  and  not  a  legislattve  one  with 
safeguards. 

SiH  H.  JAMES :  Is  there  not  a 
definition  known  to  those  who  hare  to 
draw  Acts  of  Parliament  as  to  what 
**  process  of  law  "  shall  be  taken  to  in- 
clude, and  can  it  not  be  provided  that  it 
shall  include  this  question  of  attainder  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Com- 
mittee have  been  placed  by  the  actiou  of 
the  Government  in  a  very  curious  position. 
It  is  admitted  on  all  hands  that  the 
Irish  Legislature  should  not  be  allowed 
to  exercise  the  power  of  attainder.  It  is 
said  that  it  is  very  improbable — and  I  will 
go  the  length  of  saying  that  I  believe  it  to 
be  extremely  improbable — that  they  will 
will  use  it,  but  still  it  is  not  impossible  : 
Mid  I  and  my  hon.  Friends  desire  to  ex- 
clude the  power  from  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture. Then,  how  is  it  be  done  ?  Two 
methods  towards  this  end  have  been 
suggested ;  one  is  the  Amendment,  and 
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the  other  is  the  method  of  tlie  Attorney 
General,  who  relies  on  the  words  "due 
process  of  law."  The  only  objection 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  to 
the  Amendment  is  that  on  the  face  of  it 
it  is  an  insult  to  the  Irish  people  to  put 
the  matter  so  plainly.  But  plain  lan- 
guage should  never  be  an  insult  to  any- 
one. Then  there  is  the  remedy  of  the 
hon,  and  learned  Gentltman  (Sir  C. 
Russell),  who  relies  upon  words  taken 
from  the  American  Constitution,  and 
which,  by  common  consent,  have  puzzled 
every  lawyer  who  has  had  to  deal  with 
them.  Those  words  have  been  submitted 
Co  no  English  lawyer,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  could  cite  no  case  in 
which  the  Supreme  Court  has  acted  on 
them.  Really  we  are  asked  to  accept 
words  which  the  Prime  Minister  says  he 
will  not  commit  himself  to  a  definition 
of,  which  have  never  been  dealt  with  by 
the  Supreme  Courts,  either  here  or  iu 
America,  and  which  we  say  are  obviously 
incomplete.  Between  the  two  alterna- 
tives of  having  a  clear  and  complete 
method  of  excluding  from  the  purview  of 
the  Irish  Legislature  a  proceeding  which 
we  all  agree  they  ought  not  to  be  al- 
lowed to  take  and  of  introducing  words 
which  have  not  been  rendered  clear  by 
either  English  or  American  Courts  there 
is  a  broad  Hue  of  divergence,  and  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  electing  to  support  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  "That  the  Question 
be  now  put." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Question 
be  now  put." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  280  ; 
Noes  241.— (Division  List,  No.  143.) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,*'  put  accordingly,  and  negatived. 

It  being  half-past  Five  of  the  clock, 
the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his 
report  to  the  House. 

Committe  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

JDROHS'  REMUNERATION  BILL. 

(No.  182.) 

tOMMiTTEE.    [^Progress,  28th  Marck.'^ 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  G.  W.  ELLIOT  (York,  N.R., 

Richmond):  Nowg.|^.^^^GoOQlc 
2  Y  ^ 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  I  object. 

Mr.  ELLIOT  appealed  to  the  hon. 
Member  not  to  block  the  Bill. 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLKS  :  I  protest 
against  that  imputation.  I  am  not  here  to 
block  Bills  ;  I  am  here  to  see  that  Bills 
are  discussed  before  they  are  passed. 
This  is  an  extremely  bad  Bill,  and  I 
object  to  it. 

Mr.  field  (Dublm,  St.  Patrick's)  : 
May  I  ask  whether  the  hon.  Member  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  will  extend  its  pro- 
visions to  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  ELLIOT  :  Certainly. 

Mr.  W.  ALLAN  (Gateshead) :  I 
would  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  op- 
posite to  withdraw  his  objection. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  The  Bill 
introdnces  an  entirely  new  principle 
into  the  administration  of  English  law — 
a  principle  which,  in  my  opinion,  is  most 
niidchievous — and  I  must  object. 

Committee  deferred  till  Weduestlay 
next. 

OUTDOOR     BELIEF     (FRIENDLY  SO- 
OIETIKS)  BILL.— <No.  184.) 
COMUITTEE.    \_Progre$ty  3rd  May."] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

An  hon,  Mbhbes  moved  to  report 
Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." 

Mr.  STRACHEY  (Somerset,  S.)  : 
May  I  appeal  to  the  hoo.  Member  to 
withdraw  his  Motion  ?  This  is  a  very 
simple  Bill  of  a  perfectly  permissive 
character,  and  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  many  county  Members 
on  this  side  support  the  Bill. 

Mk.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  The 
Grovemment  have  put  dowu  some  Amend- 
ments to  this  Bill.  'J%ey  do  not  take 
the  trouble  to  explain  them,  and  yet  they 
expect  that  the  Bill  should  go  through. 

Sir  H.  maxwell  (Wigton)  :  May 
I  ask  what  is  the  attitude  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  the  Bill  ?  They 
have  appointed  a  Koyal  Commission  on 
the  subject  it  deals  with,  but  they  are 
absolutely  silent  with  regard  to  the  Bill 
itself. 


The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler,  Wolverhampton,  E.)  :  We 
are  quite  prepared  to  discuss  the  Bill ;  but, 
as  an  hon.  Member  had  moved  to  report 
Progress,  we  did  not  wish  to  occupy  time 
unnecessarily.  We  consider  that  one  of 
the  main  features  of  this  Bill,  with  refer* 
ence  to  the  granting  of  outdoor  relief 
totally  irrespective  of  the  amount  re- 
ceived from  Friendly  Societies,  is  before 
the  Aged  Poor  Commission,  and  we  thiak 
it  desirable  to  await  the  Report  of  that 
Commission  before  this  question  is  settled. 
We  have,  therefore,  put  down  Amend- 
ments which  would  prevent  the  Bill  in- 
fringing on  the  scope  of  the  Committee's 
Inquiry,  and  would  safeguard  the  position 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  H.  Max- 
well) takes  up.  If  my  hon.  Friend  de- 
clines to  accept  our  Amendments  the 
attitude  of  the  Government  will  be  one 
of  opposition  to  the  Bill. 

SiK  M.  HICKS  BEACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said 
enough  to  show  that  legislation  at  snch 
a  time  as  this,  and  on  such  a  subject,  is 
utterly  wrong. 

Mr.  S.  WOODS  (Lancashire,  Ince)  : 
I  was  going  to  make  an  appeal  to 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  behalf  of  the 
working  classes  of  the  country  

Mr,  GIBSON  BOWLES:  Mr, 
Mellor,  is  this  in  Order  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  No;  Progress 
having  been  moved,  discussion  must 
cease. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Friday. 

VOLUNTARY  CONVEYAilCES  BILL 

[ZerifaJ.— (Na  SB5.) 
As  amended,  considered ;   read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  with  Amend- 
ments. 

MARRIED  WOMEN'S  PROPERTY  ACT 
(1882)  AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  260.) 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1, 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Wednesday  next. 

It  being  Six  of  the  clock,  Mr.  Speaker 
adjourned  the  House  without  Qaestian 
put. 
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HOUSE    OF  LORDS, 
TkuTtday,  IStk  June  1893, 


EARL  OP  DROGHEDA. 

Report  made  from  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
.  J  that  the  right  of  Pooaouby  William 
E  Moore  Earl  of  Drogheda  to  vote  at  the 
;^  electioQB  of  Bepresentative  Peers  for  Ire- 
«  land  has  been  established  to  the  gatisfac- 
tion  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  ;  read,  and 
fti  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table, 
e 

^  NORTH  SEA  FISHBEIE8  BILL.— (No.  110.) 
I  THIBD  BEADING. 

H  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Ihird  Bead- 
^    ing,  read. 

I       Earl  WEMYSS  said,  when  this  Bill 
was  last  before  the  House  he  called 
t    attention  to  Clause  3,  Section  (a),  under 
I    which  for  theft  au  alternative  punishment 
Oq    of  a  fine  was  provided.    That  appeared 
«    to  him  to  be  a  noveltj  worthy  of  their 
^   Lordships'   consideration    before  they 
«•    passed  the  Bill.  Then  by  Section  (b),  of 
I    the  same  clause  if,  instead  of  exchanging 
«    the  stolen  property  for  spirits,  a  man  pur- 
*    chased  the  liquors  for  money,  be  was 
K    again  liable  to  a  fine  not  exceeding  £10, 
I    the  fine  under  the  preceding  section  being 
I    up  to  £50,  as  an  alternative  to  three 
^    months*  imprisonment.     Clause  (A),  was 
^    no  less  a  novelty  in  legislation  than  the 
other,  for  it  made  the  purchase  of  a  glass 
of  spirits  a  crime.    It  had  been  his  iu- 
1^    tention  to  give  notice  of  Amendment 
1     upon  each  of  those  points;  but  on  going  to 
'5     the  Office  yesterday,  he  found  that  the 
^    very  wording  of  the  clauses  to  which  be 
^     objected  already  existed  in  the  Act  of 
1888,  and,  under  those  circumstances,  he 
thought  it  would  be  useless  and  Quixotic 
for  him  to  bring  forward  his  Amendments, 
although  he  still  maintained  his  objec* 
tion    to   the    clause    and    to  the 
argument   of    exceptional  legislation 
by  which  the  Bill  had  been  supported. 
If  there  was  one  argument  worse  than 
another  it  was  that  legislation  should  be 
passed  on  the  ground  that  the  questiou 
dealt  with  was  exceptional.    The  result 
of  the  exceptional  Irish  land  legislation 
during  recent  years  had  proved  that,  for 
it  now  made  its  way  to  Scotland  and 
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Wales,  and  had  now  even  found  a  footing 
in  the  Metropolis,  as  one  of  the  WeatEnd 
Vestries  was  not  only  asking  for  the 
establishment  of  a  Court  to  fix  the  rent 
of  business  premises  in  London,  but 
suggesting  that  all  dealings  in  houses  and 
laud  should  be  forbidden  by  law.  He, 
therefore,  could  not  accept  the  fact  of 
legislation  being  exceptional  as  a  sound 
principle,  though  he  could  not  further  re- 
sist this  Bill  on  the  ground  he  had 
mentioned. 

Bill  read  3^  accordingly,  and  ptussed. 

FRANCS  AND  SUM. 
QUESTIONS.  OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  LAMINGTON  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  Stnng-Treng  and  Khong,  which 
had  been  recently  occupied  by  the  French, 
did  not  lie  to  the  north  of  the  frontier 
between  Siam  and  Cambodia,  as  shown  on 
theFrenchofficialmapof  1881,  revised  by 
the  French  War  Office  in  1886  ;  whether 
the  Siamese  had  not  been  in  effective 
occupation  of  these  places,  by  right  of 
conquest,  for  nearly  100  years  ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  any  reasons  had  been  vouchsafed 
forthis  violation  of  theiterrltory  of  Siam  Y . 
He  said  that,  although  he  had  drawn 
attention  to  this  matter  on  a  previous 
occasion,  the  recent  eventH  which  had 
taken  place  on  the  eastern  boundary  of 
Siam  justified  him  in  doing  so  again. 
The  French  newspapers  had  been  attri- 
bating  to  the  English  Government  the 
underhand  policy  of  inciting  Siam 
against  the  French.  It  went  without 
saying  that  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Rosebery)  would  not  engage  in 
so  mean  a  policy,  and,  moreover,  he 
could  not  imagine  anything  more  detri- 
mental to  the  Interests  of  this  country 
than  any  friction  between  France  and 
Slam.  But  the  French  Press  were 
-perfectly  rabid  in  the  matter, 
and  it  had  been  stated  that 
British  Peers  were  in  the  habit  of 
wandering  about  Siam  as  t^e  Emissariee 
of  the  British  Government,  and  that  he 
himself  had  travelled  there  disguised  in 
a  parasol,  and  greater  importance  had 
been  attached  to  his  doings  by  his  being 
described  as  a  Member  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone's Cabinet.  He  had  received 
nothing  bnt  courtesy  and  kindness  from 
the  French,  and  was  only  desirous  of 
seeing  any  ground  for  future  misimder- 
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ataadiog  removed.  There  was  plenty  of 
room  in  iDdo-Ciiiaa  for  both  countries 
to  develop  the  resources  of  their  terri- 
tories with  DO  other  rivalry  than  that  of 
friendly  oompetitiou.  All  he  was 
anxious  to  see  was  that  all  oansea  of 
pmsible  complications  in  the  future 
should  be  removed.  There  was  no  real 
reasou  for  any  particular  excitement  in 
the  French  Press.  Nothing  had  hap- 
pened that  had  not  been  foreseen,  and  he 
himself  in  that  House  had  prophesied 
what  would  take  place,  which  was  not 
a  difficult  matter,  as  he  had  only  quoted 
the  utterance  of  various  responsible 
French  Ministers.  The  French  had 
come  down  from  the  Aunamite  watershed 
and  had  acted  upon  their  former  declara- 
tions that  they  would  occupy  certain 
posts  on  the  Mekong  River,  the  territory 
referred  to  in  his  question.  It  was 
natural  enough  that  the  Siamese  should 
have  offered  some  slight  oppositiou.  At 
the  present  moment  our  interests  were 
not  directly  affected ;  they  were  only 
affected  on  the  upper  river  ;  and  as  re- 
garded that  portion  of  the  country,  he 
regarded  the  answer  given  a  few  months 
ago  by  the  noble  Earl  as  a  perfectly 
satisfactory  one.  Bnt  with  regard  to 
the  lower  portion  of  the  river,  where 
the  French  had  put  thor  claim  into 
execution,  he  did  not  hesitate  to  prophesy 
again.  The  French  asserted  that  they 
desired  to  use  the  Mekong  River  as  a 
waterway,  because  they  auticipated  that 
they  were  going  to  enter  upon  a  lucra- 
tive trade  there.  Supposing  that  they 
found  the  river  navigable,  then  it  was 
■only  natural  that  they  should  require  the 
right  or  western  bank  so  as  to  obtain 
complete  control  of  the  river.  If  they 
did  this,  what  was  to  be  the  limit  ot 
their  sphere  of  influence  on  that  bank  ? 
But  supposing,  as  was  far  more  probable^ 
that  the  Mekong  River  should  prove  abso- 
lutely valueless  for  trade  by  reason  of 
there  being  no  trade  to  carry  on,  even 
although  they  were  able  to  navigate  it 
by  stern  wheel  steamers,  trans-shipments 
at  the  rapids,  DecauviUe  railways,  and 
such  like  contrivances  ;  and  supposing 
that  the  French  held  only  one  bank  of 
the  river,  it  would  be  very  easy  for  some 
slight  quarrel  to  arise,  and  such  a  quarrel 
would  be  certain  to  afford  some  excuse 
for  action  on  the  part  of  the  French 
Government.  The  French  would  press 
forward  to  the  wider  and  more  cultivated 
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portions  of  Western  Siam.  There  was 
no  natural  frontier  between  the  Mekong 
and  the  Menam,  and  it  was  on  the  latter 
river  that  Bangkok,  the  capital  of  Siam, 
was  situated.  There  was  no  strongly- 
marked  watershed  between  the  two 
rivers,  and  it  would  be  difficult 
to  mark  out  the  dividing  lioe. 
He  did  not  doubt  for  a  moment 
that  the  French  Government  had  no  idea 
at  present  of  extending  their  frontier 
beyond  the  Mekong  ;  but  if  it  were  once 
proved  that  the  Mekong  was  valueless  as 
a  waterway,  it  would  only  be  in  human 
nature  that  they  should  seek  a  more  re- 
munerative field  for  their  labours.  It 
was  also  to  be  remembered  that  it  had 
been  stated  that  the  Mekong  as  a  frontier 
was  the  least  the  French  could  demand. 
Such  a  statement  might  be  fairly  pre- 
sumed to  mean  that  they  might  at  any 
time  demand  more.  He  need  hardly 
draw  their  Lordships*  attention  to  the 
fact  that  he  did  not  consider  that  Great 
Britain  could  for  one  moment  allow 
any  other  European  supremacy  in  Siam 
proper  than  her  own.  His  object  was  to 
point  out  what  were  almost  sure  to  be 
the  ultimate  consequences  of  the  pmeni 
French  policy,  and  that  those  conse- 
quences must  inevitaUy  entul  difficulties 
with  this  country.  It  vaa  not  fnnn 
rivalry,  but  to  avoid  any  breach  of  friend- 
ship between  France  and  ourselves,  that 
he  should  like  to  see  the  whole  question 
of  the  frontiers  of  Indo-Cbina  settled. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (The  Earl  of 
RosEBEitr)  :<  I  am  quite  sure,  my  Lords, 
that  there  is  no  subject  on  which  we 
could  hear  my  noble  Friend  with  more 
interest  than  the  question  of  Siam,  be- 
cause he  has  had  a  rare  experience  with 
reference  to  that  country,  and  it  is  oneoo 
which  the  actual  amount  of  knowledge 
at  the  service  of  Her  Majesty's  Goven- 
meut  is  not  so  large  as  it  seems  the 
fashion  to  believe.  With  regard  to  what 
the  French  papers  have  said  about  my 
noble  Friend,  I  do  not  think  he  has  any 
particular  reasou  to  complain  about  hw 
having  been  described  as  belonging  to 
Mr.  Gladstone's  Cabinet.  If  indeed  be 
had  traversed  Siam  in  the  costume 
scribed,  he  would  be  fully  entitled  to 
belong  to  this  Cabinet,  or  to  any  other 
that  might  be  formed ;  but  much  aa  I 
should  welcome  his  accession  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  I  should  especially 
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welcome  it  at  this  moment  when  we 

stand  m  Deed  of  knowledge  of  an  expert 
such  as  he  is  well  qualified  to  afford. 

answer  to  his  questions  canuot  be 
Tery  comprehensive,  because,  so  far  from 
deserWug  the  reputation  which  I  see  has 
been  accorded  to  me  by  the  French  Press 
of  stirring  up  trouble  between  France 
and  Siam,  I  am  verjr  imperfectly  ac- 
quainted indeed  with  the  causes  and 
actual  position  that  dispute.  From 
the  French  Government  we  have  received 
no  communication  on  the  subject — and  I 
do  not  know  that  we  are  entitled  to  ex- 
pect any — and  the  Siamese  Government 
on  their  side  do  not  seem  to  be  fully 
acquainted  with  the  demands  of  France 
on  this  matter.  As  I  do  not  wish,  there- 
fore, to  acquire  the  reputation  wbich  has 
been  forced  upon  me  of  meddtiog  too 
much  in  the  affairs  now  pending  between 
France  and  Siam,  I  have  not  acquired 
that  necessary  information  which  would 
eoable  me  to  reply  properly  to  the  ques- 
tions. As  regards  the  first  point, 
whether  the  districts  in  question  do 
not  lie  to  the  north  of  the  frontier 
between  France  and  Cambodia,  as 
shown  on  the  French  official  map  of 
1881,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  tbe  aoswer 
is  in  the  affirmative.  As  to  what  deduc- 
tion can  be  made  from  that  fact,  I  do  uot 
propose  to  offer  any  opiniou.  As  regards 
the  second  point,  whether  tbe  Siamese 
have  not  been  in  effective  occupation  of 
these  places  by  right  of  conquest  for 
nearly  a  century,  I  am  under  the  impres- 
aion  that  the  Siamese  Government  allege 
that  fact,  but  I  am  not  in  a  position 
either  to  coufirm  or  refute  it.  As  to  the 
third  point,  whether  any  reasons  have 
been  shown  for  this  violation  of  Siamese 
territory,  I  have  already  said  that  I  am 
very  much  in  the  dark.  My  last  informa- 
tion was  to  the  effect  that  the  Siamese 
Government  themselves  do  not  know  tbe 
exact  nature  of  the  French  demands ; 
bat  it  is,  of  course,  obvious  to  all  who 
have  studied  the  question  that  the  French 
have  lately  asserted  that  the  Siamese 
liave  not  held  this  district  so  long  as  they 
allege,  and  that,  therefore,  the  French  are 
only  taking  possession  of  what  is  rightly 
their  own,  as,  iu  fact,  these  districts  are- 
tribntaries  to  the  Annamite  Empire,  of 
which  they  are  the  protectors.  I  am 
quite  awaro  that  my  noble  Friend  could 
well  wish  for  more  information,  but  I  am 


sorry  to  say  that  I  am  not  in  a  position 
to  give  it  to  Iiim,  and  he  can  well  under- 
stand that  it  is  not  a  subject  on  which,  in 
present  circumstances,  I  can  dilate. 

RUSSIAN  WORKS  IS  PEBSU. 

MOTION  FOR  PAPERS. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH  moved  for 
Papers  relative  to  a  concession  reported 
to  have  been  made  to  the  Russian 
Government  for  the  construction  of 
public  works  in  Persia.  He  said,  their 
Lordships  were  no  doubt  aware  that  im- 
portant concessions  had  been  given  by 
Persia  to  the  Russian  Government  for 
the  construction  of  roads  and  other  public 
works.  In  view  of  the  great  importance 
of  the  matter,  should  this  be  the  fact,  he 
trusted  the  noble  Earl  opposite  would 
give  the  House  all  the  information  in  his 
power,  •  remembering  that  such  a  con- 
cession would  have  not  only  a  com- 
mercial, but  a  great  political  bearing. 
He  wished  also  to  ask  another  question, 
but  would  give  notice  of  it  if  desired, 
whether  the  noble  Earl  could  inform  the 
House  if  any  works  had  been  constructed 
or  were  in  contemplation  for  opening  up 
iu  British  interests  the  navigation  of  the 
River  Earoom  from  the  Persian  Gulf  ? 

The  Earl  of  BOSEBERY  :  The 
noble  Viscount  is  quite  right  in  thinking 
I  would  rather  have  notice  of  his  second 
question.  As  regards  the  first,  I  am  not 
in  a  position  to  give  my  noble  Friend 
very  full  information,  because  all  that 
has  reached  us  has  been  in  telegrams, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  th^se  form  a 
proper  basts  to  give  as  full  an  answer  on 
a  question  of  this  kind  as  I  could  wish. 
But,  as  far  as  I  can  gather  from  the  news 
I  have  received,  this  concession  is  only 
a  revival  of  part  of  an  old  concession 
granted  in  1890,  and  which  has  practically 
lapsed  by  disuse.  As  soon  as  I  receive 
further  information,  by  Despatches  or 
odierwise,  I  will  communicate  it  to  the 
noble  Viscount ;  but  in  the  meantime 
our  impression  is  that,  both  from  investi- 
gation at  Teheran  and  from  investiga- 
tion on  tbe  part  of  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment, there  is  nothing  in  this  concession 
to  which  Her  Majesty's  Govemment  can 
take  serious  objection. 
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LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDBR  BILL. 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  3}  BILL.— (No.  72.) 

Bead  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
paBsed. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL.— (No.  115.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To- 
morrow. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  5)  BILL— <No.  78.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3»  To- 
morrow. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  0)  BILL.-CN0.  116.) 
Amendments  reported  (acconling  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To- 
morrow. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (HOUSING  OF  WORKING 
CLASSES)  BILL— (No.  114.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

PIER    AND    HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL.— (No.  129.) 
Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3"  To- 
morrow. 

RAILWAY  RATES  AND  CHARGES  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDBR  [CRANBROOK 
AND  PADDOCK  WOOD  RAILWAY, 
&C.]  BILL.-(No.  ISO.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTINa  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  6)    BILL  [hx.].— (No. 

89.) 

Read  3*^  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

House  adjourned    at   ten  mtntitefl 
before  Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 
a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Thursday,  15th  June  1893, 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  the7  have  passed  a  Bill,  iotitnled, 
"An  Act  to  provide  for  prohibiting  the 
catching  of  Seals  at  certain  periods  in 
Behring*8  Sea  and  other  parts  of  the 
Pacific  Ocean  adjacent  to  Behring's  Sea." 
Seal  Fishery  (North  Pacific)  Bill 
Lords.] 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  **An  Act  to 
condrm  a  Provisional  Order  made  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  under  the  Electric  Light- 
ing Acts,  1882  and  1888,  relating  to 
Islington."  [Electric  Lighting  Pro- 
visional Order  (No.  6)  Bill  [Lords.] 

Parliamentary  Debates,— That  they 
request,  That  tliis  House  will  be  pleased 
to  communicate  to  their  Lordships  & 
Copy  of  the  Report,  &c.  of  the  Select 
Committee  appointed  by  this  House  in 
the  present  Session  of  Parliament  on 
Parliamentary  Debates. 

Q  UESTIONS, 


LABOURERS'  DWELLINGS  IN  DCN- 
GARVAN. 

Mn.  WEBB  (Waterford,  W.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  a  loan  of 
£1,700  to  the  Dungarvan  Town  Com- 
missioners, for  the  erection  of  labourers* 
dwellings,  was  sanctioned  by  the  Local 
Government  Board  and  Board  of  Works, 
and  plans  for  same  approved  ;  whether 
upon  such  sanction  and  approval  £275 
was  by  said  Commissioners  paid  for  a 
site  ;  and  whether  there  is  any  and  what 
reason  for  delay  on  the  part  of ,  the 
Treasury  in  granting  the  necessary  loan  ? 
•The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham)  : 
It  is  true  that  the  loan  of  £1,700  was 
sanctioned,  as  stated  in  the  question,  and 
it  baa  now  received  the  approval  of  the 
Treasury. 

IRISH  DISPENSARY  DOCTORS. 
Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 

Digitized  by  GooqIc 


1049  Oban  Postal 

Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  can 
DOW  state  how  many  of  the  82  dispensary 
doctors  in  the  Counties  of  Antrim  and 
Down  and  in  the  City  of  Belfast  are 
Catholics  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  am  afraid  I  must  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  my  reply  to  the  question 
which  he  addressed  to  me  ou  this  sub- 
ject on  the  5th  instant,  when  I  stated 
that  the  Local  Government  Board  could 
give  no  information  as  to  the  religious 
denominations  of  the  gentlemen  men- 
tioned. 

THE  NILE  CORVfiE. 
Mr.  S.  smith  (FUntsbire)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (1)  whether  any  estimate 
has  been  given  to  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
meut  of  the  probable  cost  to  the  Egyptian 
Treasury  of  carrying  out  the  scheme  for 
the  payment  of  the  Nile  Corvee,  to 
which  Lord  Cromer  refers  in  his  Report, 
Egypt,  No.  3,  1893,  p.  13  ;  (2)  whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Egyptian 
Government  to  employ  forced,  unfed,  and 
unpaid  labour  in  the  protection  of  the 
Nile  banks  during  the  approaching  in- 
undation; (3)  and  whether  he  cao  state 
approximately  the  number  of  men  em- 
ployed in  1892,  the  number  of  days' 
work,  and  the  amount  contributed  in 
labour  to  the  Egyptian  Treasury  by  their 
compulsory  employment  ? 

The  under   SECRETART  of 

STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  £.  Giucr,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  (1)  Various  estimates  as  to  the 
probable  cost  have  been  made,  lint  no 
rdiable  calculation  can  be  arrived  at 
until  experimental  trials  have  been 
carried  out  on  a  small  scale,  and  this  it 
ia  now  proposed  to  do.  (2)  During  the 
approaching  inundation  the  system 
hitherto  in  use  will  be  followed,  except 
in  Bach  district  or  districts  as  may  be 
selected  by  the  Egyptian  Govemmebt  for 
a  trial  of  paid  labour.  (3)  We  have  no 
data  which  enable  a  reply  to  be  given 
to  the  last  paragraph  of  the  question,  but 
tiie  hon.  Member  will  see  from  the  pre- 
vious part  of  any  answer  that  the 
Egyptian  Government  is  anxious  to 
.collect  accurate  statistics  with  which  to 
lay  a  foundation  for  future  reforms. 


Arrangements.  lOaO 

BBOWNDOWN  BIFLK  MEETING. 
Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  it  is  true,  as 
reported,  .that  the  War  Office  authorities 
have  refused  to  allow  service  ammunition 
to  be  issued  free  for  the  usual  annual 
naval  and  military  prize  competition  at 
Browndown,  l^ld  under  the  patronage  of 
the  Naval  Commander-in-Chief  and  the 
General  commanding  the  Southern 
District ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  for 
many  years  past  ammunition  has  always 
been  granted  as  an  enconragement  to 
both  Sorices  to  acquire  proficiency  in 
the  art  of  shooting  at  these  annual  prize 
meetings  ;  and  whether,  seeing;  that  the 
officers  mainly  provide  the  prizes,  be 
will  direct  that  the  necessary  ammuni- 
tion be  supplied  in  the  interest  of  the 
Public  Service  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  foe 
WAR  (Mr.  -Campbell-Bannebman, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  I  am  informed  that  am- 
muuitioD  was  refused  for  the  Browndowu 
Rifle  Meeting  this  year  because  a  large 
excess  of  ammunition  issued  for  this  pur* 
pose  in  previous  years  was  struck 
off  at  the  request  of  the  General  Officer 
commanding  the  district,  on  the  ground 
that  these  meetings  would  not  be  held 
in  future,  the  organisation  under  which 
they  bad  been  held  having  been  broken 
up,  and  there  being  no  person  left  in  the 
district  who  conld  be  held  responsible. 
Of  course,  I  can  only  speak  with  regard 
to  the  Army. 

OBAN    POSTAL  ABBANOBMENTS. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  if  he 
is  aware  of  the  great  iuconvenience 
caused  to  the  inhabitants  of  Lerags,  near 
Oban,  by  the  change  in  their  postal 
amuigements  made  last  January,  wherebj 
letters  are  detained  a  whole  day  in 
transit ;  and  whether  he  would  restore 
the  previous  system  which  had  been  in 
force  for  upwards  of  30  years  to  the  entire 
satisfaction  of  the  district  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEY,  Nottmgham,  E.) : 
The  change  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  formed  part  of  a  revision 
of  Service  which  seems  to  have  proved 
generally  acceptable  ;  but  in  consequence 
of  the  complaint  from  Lerags,  I  have 
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sanctioned  modiBed  arraDgemeots  that 
will,  I  UDderstaod,  meet  the  wishes  of 
the  residents  there. 

INDIAN  CIVIL  SERVICE  GRIEVANCES. 

Sir  SEYMOUR  KING  (Hull, 
Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  (1)  whether  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  altered  or  with- 
drawn iu  any  way  the  d^laratioua  made 
on  behalf  of  the  Secretary  of  State  by 
the  then  Under  Secretary  of  State  to  the 
Select  Committee  of  1890,  ou  the  griev- 
ancea  of  Civil  servauts  in  India,  iu  Ques- 
tions 72  and  97,  that  the  rule  in  the 
Civil  Service  Pension  Code  merely  gives 
the  Secretary  of  State  power  to  make 
rules  and  regulations  within  the  condi- 
tions and  contracts  under  which  the 
CiTil  serrauts  have  entered  his  service, 
and  that  any  rule  which  had  the  effect  of 
making  an  alteration  in  the  conditions  of 
service  would  be  ultra  vires ;  and  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  claims  no  power  of 
depriving  gentlemen,  by  ex  post  facto 
rules,  of  rights  which  have  accrued  to 
them  ;  (2)  whether  the  validity  of  these 

^declarations  is  now  iu  practice  admitted 
and  enforced  by  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
Governmeut  of  India  in  dealing  with 
Indian  Civil  servants  ;  (3)  if  so,  whether 
these  declarations  are  also  adnaitted  and 
applied  to  the  case  of  military  officers 
serving  the  Indian  Government ;  and 
(4)  whether  the  Secretary  of  State,  with 

,  regard  to  such  officers,  claims  or  exer- 
cises the  power  of  depriving  them,  by 
ex  post  facto  rules,  of  rights  which  have 
accrued  to  them,  and  of  making  rules  or 
regulations  which   have   the  effect  of 

*  making  an  alteration  iu  the  conditions  of 
their  service  ? 
•The  under   SECRETARY  of 
STATE  roR  INDIA  (Mr.  Geohge 
RuHSELL,  North  Beds.)  :  (1)  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  has  not  altered  the  declara- 
tions made  to  the  Select  Committee  ou 
the  grievances  of  Civil  servants.  While 
the  Government  reserves  to  itself  the 
right  of  changing  the  Leave  and  Peusiou 
Rules  at  its  discretion,  when  necessary  In 
the  interests  of  the  Public  Service,  the 
Secretary  of  State  lias  given  instruc- 
tions to  the  Government  of  India  that 
when,  owing  to  the  exercise  of  that  dis- 
anj  case  of  apparent  hardship 
<^ugh  the  alteration  <^  the  rules, 
is  to  be  examined  when  the 
■68  to  retire,  and  it  is  to  be 


considered  wbether  the  new  rules  shoold 
not  be  modified  in  the  particular  instance. 
Iu  several  cases  since  1890  this  has  been 
done.  (2)  Yes.  (3  and  4)  As  reganls 
military  officers,  it  has  been  repeatedly 
laid  down  that  the  Secretary  of  State  has 
the  right  of  altering  the  conditions  under 
which  they  are  employed.  But  it  h«s 
always  been  understood  that,  as  a  rule, 
some  counterbalancing  benefit  should  be 
given  to  compensate  for  any  advantage 
taken  away,  if  the  loss  is  so  great  in  de- 
gree as  to  call  for  compensation. 

ADMIRALTY  TENDERS. 

Mr,  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  the  sale  of  old  warships  by  the 
Admiralty  is  effected  by  throwing 
tenders  open  to  public  competition  or 
only  to  a  limited  number  of  firms ;  and, 
if  so,  iiow  many  and  what  firms  ;  and 
what  is  the  reason  for  so  limiting  the 
number  of  possible  purchasers  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Suuttle- 
woRTii,  Lancashire,  CUtberoe) :  The 
Admiralty  practice  is  to  invite  the  most 
complete  public  competition  for  the  pur- 
chase of  old  ships.  Tenders  are  called 
for  by  advertisement,  and  forms  are  sent 
to  all  the  firms  (over  100  in  ntmiber)  who 
at  any  time  have  expressed  a  wish  to  re- 
ceive notice  of  sales. 

KINQSTOWN  AND  HOLYHEAD  HAIL 
CONTRACT. 

DR.KENNY(Dubliu,CollegeGreen) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
when  the  existing  contract  for  the 
carriage  of  mails  between  Kingstown  and 
Holyhead  will  terminate  ;  and  whetb^ 
there  are  at  present  pending  any  negotia- 
tions iu  relation  to  its  renewal  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  contract  In 
question  is  terminable  on  12  mouths* 
uotice  given  on  or  after  the  30th 
September,  1894.  No  negotiations  are 
now  pending  on  the  subject. 

MONASTERENAN  STATION,  GREAT 
SOUTHERN  AND  WESTERN  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  MINCH  (Kildare,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Presideut  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  it  is  a  rule  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
that  every  station  on  the  main  Hue  of  a 
railway  over  which  express  mail  trains 
pass  should  be  provided  with  a  bridge 
over,  or  a  subway  beneath,  the  line  Us 
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the  protection  of  the  public ;  and 
whether  he  will  explaiu  why  there  is  uo 
such  protection  at  Monasterenan  Station 
CD  the  Great  Southern  and  Western  line, 
in  the  County  of  Kildare  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  MuxDELLA,  Slieffieid, 
Brightside)  :  The  rule  is  rotas  stated  by 
the  hoD.  Member  ;  but  as  regards  uU  new 
lines  there  is  a  requirement  that — 

"  Footbridges  or  Bobwavs  are  to  be  provided 
for  passengers  to  cross  the  railway  at  all  cx- 
cbuige  and  other  important  stations." 

The  Board  of  Trade  have  no  power  to 
compel  the  Great  Southern  and  Western 
of  Ireland  Railway  Company  to  provide 
a  footbridge.  I  have,  however,  received 
a  communication  from  the  Secretery, 
which  states  that  the 

"  matter  has  been  under  the  consideration  of 
thecompaay,  bat  it  has  not  yet  been  decided 
whether  a  bridge  or  sabway  would  be  most 
mitable." 

I  anticipate,  therefore,  that  something 
will  shortly  be  done. 

INDIAN  MILITARY  CHARGES. 

Mr.  S.  smith  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  has  been  drawn  to  the 
recent  statement  of  Lord  Northbrook  that 
lodia  was  for  a  period  of  14  years,  up  to 
1884,  charged  with  a  sum  of  £4,000,000 
a  year,  iu  consequence  of  the  mode  of 
adjusting  military  expenses  between 
England  and  India,  of  which  sum  one- 
half  ought  to  have  been  borne  bj  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  ;  (2)  whether  at  the 
meeting  of  the  new  Legislative  Council 
in  Calcutta,  Lord  Lansdowne  will  be 
empowered  to  give  any  explanation  on 
this  subject  ;  and  (3)  whether,  considering 
the  condition  of  Indian  Finance,  the 
Home  Government  will  consent  to  a  re- 
vision of  the  existing  adjustment  of 
military  expenses  ? 

•Me.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  :  Yes, 
Su-.  Lord  Northbrook's  statement  re- 
ferred to  the  system  of  paying  the 
capitalised  value  of  each  pension  which 
was  abandoned  in  1884.  (2)  It  would 
be  open  to  the  Viceroy  to  give  explana- 
tions in  answer  to  any  question  on  the 
Babject  in  the  Legislative  Council.  (3) 
Ab  any  such  revision  would  affect  several 
Departments  of  the  Government,  the 
Secretary  of  State  is  unable  to  give  an 
imwer  to  my  hon.  Friend^B  last  question. 


THE   WAKRANT  AGAINST 
DB.  COCHRANE. 

Mr.  DANE  (Fermanagh,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  upon  whose  in- 
formation, and  for  what  alleged  offence, 
was  the  warrant  recently  issued  for  the 
arrest  of  Dr.  -Cochrane,  F.R.C.S.L,  of 
Longford,  issued  ;  will  he  explain  why 
the  warrant  has  not  yet  been  executed  ; 
is  he  aware  that  the  issue  of  the  said 
warrant  has  been  calculated  seriously  to 
injure  Dr.  Cochrane  in  the  discharge  of 
his  professional  duties ;  and  will  he 
direct  either  the  immediate  execution 
of  the  said  warrant,  or  its  prompt  with- 
drawal ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  police  have 
no  knowledge  of  the  issue  of  a  warrant 
against  this  gentleman.  It  is  a  fact, 
however,  that  a  person  named  Byrne  has 
been  arrested,  and  bailed  to  the  next 
Petty  Sessions  at  Arva,  on  the  2l8t 
instant.  He  is  charged  with  having 
broken  into  the  house  of  a  Mrs.  Kavanagh, 
whose  daughter  is  lying  in  a  cataleptic 
state  ;  and  possibly  this  may  have  given 
rise  to  the  rumour  that  a  warrant  had 
been  issued  against  Dr.  Cochrane,  who 
is  in  some  way  mixed  up  iu  the  ease. 

UNT^WFDL  ASSEMBLY  IN  COUNTY 
LEITRIM. 

Mr.  DANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  with  reference  to  the  prosecution 
directed  by  him  against  19  men  at  the 
Kishcarrigan   Petty  Sessions,  County 
Leitrim,  who  unlawfully  assembled  at 
Killclaremore,  on  the    farm  of  James 
Faughnan,  on  the  23rd  April  last,  and 
broke  down  and  destroyod  the  fences, 
has  he  been  informed  that  District  In- 
spector Rodgers  stated  to  the  Magistrates* 
that  he  had  been  directed  only  to  proceed 
against  these  men  for  a  maliciotu  injury  : 
that  the  Resident  Magi:!rrate  ^it^XiA  -ca 
police  had  no  Iocum  standi  in  r^'K^o,  x 
charge  as  prowcntm ;  and  t!.at  *hH 
charge  should  Ittve  been  for  ri  .t  moii 
unlawful  aHwmhly,  and  a/*eord[r.T'—  -tie 
charge  was  dmni^ael  wirh^mt  pr*   Oi-.-*  - 
will  these  men  be  procf^ftd*^  *t-  :i-.r  — 
riot    and    unlawful    s*i*-ro^  'v   ;  _ 
aware  that  Jame^   Faijchrian  _ 
family  hav*^  ■•infp 
much   annrtyance,   f'-iiow*-.!  . 
road  when  rernrr-irpr  from  "-lit-     -  _ 
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Catholic  Chapel,  and  spat  upon;  and 
have  auy  steps  been  taken  to  pat  a  stop 
to  such  conduct  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  cases  against 
the  19  defendants  were  brought  before 
the  Magistrates  at  the  Petty  Sessions 
referred  to  on  the  5th  instant.  The 
summonses  were  in  the  name  of  the 
District  Inspector,  as  complainant,  for 
unlawful  and  malicious  injury  to  pro- 
perty ;  but  the  Magistrates  ruled  that 
the  police  could  not  be  entered  as  com- 
plainants, although,  jt  appears,  they 
were  willing  to  amend  the  sammonseB 
by  inserting  the  name  of  James  Fanghnan 
—the  person  aggriered — as  prosecutor. 
The  District  Inspector  of  Police  seems, 
however,  to  have  thought  that  if  his 
name  were  erased  from  the  summonses  he 
could  not  appear  iu  the  cases  and  press 
for  punishment ;  and  the  Magistrates, 
therefore,  diamisaed  the  aummonses  with- 
out prejudice.  The  question  of  a  renewal 
of  the  proceedings  is  uow  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Law  Officers.  It  is 
not  a  fact  that  the  Resident  Magistrate 
stated,  as  alleged,  that  the  charge  should 
have  been  for  riot  and  uulawful  assembly. 
The  police  proceeded  at-  the  same  Petty 
Sessions  on  the  5tb  instant  against  two 
persons  for  assault  ou  a  member  of 
Faughnan's  family ;  they  were  convicted 
and  sentenced  to  a  month's  imprisonment, 
and  afterwards  to  fiud  sureties  to  keep  the 
peace  and  to  be  of  good  behavour,  or,  in 
default,  to  be  Imprisoned  for  au  additional 
month.  The  incident  mentioned  in  the 
fourth  paragraph  took  place  on  the  Htb 
May,  and  a  prosecution  for  assuilt 
arising  out  of  this  occurrence  is  now 
pending.  Faughnan  and  bis  family 
have  not  been  interfered  with  in  any 
way  since  the  prosecutions  of  the  5th 
iustant. 

THE  INDIAN  FINANCE  ACCOUKTS. 

Mr.  PROVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  the.  Indian 
Finance  Accounts  having  been  published, 
can  the  usual  Explanatory  Memorandum 
relating  to  them  be  issued  at  an  early 
date,  without  it  being  kept  waiting  for 
final  telegraphic  corrections  to  the  date 
wheu  the  Indian  Statement  is  usually 
made  iu  the  House  ? 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL:  The 
Memorandum  is  nearly  completed,  and 
will  he  presented  in  a  few  days, 

Mr.  Dane 


RE-ENLISTMENTS  IN  THE  AEMT. 

Mr.  £.  H.  BAYLEY  (Camberwell, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  case  of  Michael  Mooney, 
late  corporal  in  the  1st  Dorset 
ment  in  February,  1883,  who  paid  £28 
for  his  discharge,  having  served  five  years, 
includtug  the  Egyptian  Campaign  ;  is  he 
aware  that  Mooney  re-enlisted   in  less 
than  three  months  afterwards,  and  served 
six  years  and  three  mouths  more,  includ- 
ing service  up  the  Kile  1885-6,  and  that 
in  July,  1889,  he  was  discharged  aa 
medically  unfit  through  illness  contracted 
in  Malta ;  will  he  expktin  on  what 
grounds  Mooney  was  not  onlj  refused  re- 
payment of  any  portion  of  ms  £28,  bat 
the  first  five  years  of  his  service  were 
□ot  calculated  in  estimating  his  pension, 
although  Lord  Wolseley  wrote  in  1892 
to  His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  and  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  calling  attention  to  the  injustice 
of ,  Mooney's  treatment ;  will  he  restore 
the  Rule  in  operation  up  to  July,  1881, 
under  which  soldiers  re-enlisting  after 
obtaining  discharge  by  purchase  got  half 
their  money  back,  and  the  whole  of  their 
former  service  restored  ;  and  will  he  make 
the  Rule  retrospective,  so  as  to  meet  cases 
like  that  of  Mooney  ? 

•Mh.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  corporal's  name  was  Meaney,  not 
Mooney.  It  is  not  considered  desirable 
that  soldiers  who  have  purchased  their 
discharge  should  return  to  the  Service^ 
and  those  who  are  allowed  to  do  so  must 
accept  the  conditions  imposed.  Since  the 
introidnction  of  short  service,  no  refund 
of  purchase  money  has  been  allowed,  but 
it  is  in  contemplation  so  far  to  relax  this 
Rule  as  to  allow  a  portion  of  the  purchase 
money  to  be  refunded  in  the  case  of  a 
soldier  who  has  ouly  served  two  or  three 
years.  This  would  not  apply  to  Meauey^s 
case.  If  the  former  service  had  been 
reckoned  Meaney  would  still  have  been 
disqualified  for  pension. 

PURFLEET  POWDER  STORES. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
War  Office  whether  he  is  aware  that 
numerous  complaints  are  made  by  the 
employes  at  the  Government  powder 
stores  at  Purfieet,  Essex,  of  insufficient 
and  unsuitable  clothing,  deficient  accom- 
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modatiou  for  changing  clothes  (according 
to  the  Regulations),  and  overcrowding  in 
the  workmen's  dweUings  ;  and  whether 
he  will  take  steps  to  improve  the  con- 
dition of  tbe  men  serving  there  in  these 
particulars  ? 

•The  FINAAX'IAL  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Woodall, 
Hanlej) :  Certftin  improvements  pro- 
viding for  the  heating  of  the  apartments 
in  which  labourers  at  Purfleet  have  to 
change  their  clothing  are  under  considera- 
tion, but  no  complaint  from  the  labourers 
of  the  nature  indicated  in  the  question 
has  come  under  the  notice  of  the 
War  Department.  If  the  hou.  and 
gallant  Member  will  furnish  me  with 
particulars  of  the  representations  that 
hare  been  made  to  him  thej  shall  have 
due  attention. 

ALLEGED  OUTRAGE  AT  HELBTON. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOXD  (Clare,  E)  :  I  beg 
t6  ask  the  Secretary^  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  as  has  been  stated  in  the  daily 
papers,  a  double-barrelled  gun  was  dis- 
charged through  the  windows  of  the 
house  of  Mr.  Henry  Rogers,  of  Helstou, 
Registrar  of  the  County  Court,  at  about 
11  o'clock  on  Monday  night,  shattering 
the  glass  and  frightening  Mr.  Rogers 
considerably,  and  that  a  second  volley 
was  fired  through  Miss  Rogers'  bedroom 
window,  fortunately  without  doing  any 
personal  injury  to  the  lady;  and  whether 
any  arrests  have  yet  been  made  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr, 
AsQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  have  no  informa- 
tion l)eyond  the  statement  in  the  news- 
papers, but  I  am  having  inquiry  made  as 
to  the  actual  facts  of  the  occurrence. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  I  hope  that 
hon.  Members  will  observe  this  moon- 
lighting outrage  took  place,  not  in  County 
Clare,  but  in  CornwalL 

THE  CASE  OF  SURGEON  LIEUTENANT 
GENERAL  FRANKLIN. 
Sib  SEYMOUR  KING  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  with  reference  to  the  case  of 
Sargeon  Lieutenant  Colonel  Franklin, 
whether  it  is  the  case  that  under  the 
Bales  of  1868,  under  which  that  officer 
entered  the  Service,  there  is  no  express 
reservation  of  the  right  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  alter  the  Furlough  Regula- 
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tions  as  there  is  in  the  Rules  of  1886  : 
and,  if  so,  on  what  grounds  Dr.  Franklin 
has  been  excluded  from  the  benefit  of  the 
Rules  of  1868  ? 
•Mb.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  :  In  tbe 
Furlough  Rules  of  1868  there  is  no 
expressed  reservation  of  the  right  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  alter  these  Rules 
as  there  is  in  the  Leave  Rules  of  1H86. 
But  the  Secretary  of  State  has  always  had, 
and  has  frequently  exercised,  the  ]>ower  of 
altering  the  Rules  of  1868,  under  which 
Surgeon  Lientenaut  Colonel  Franklin 
entered  the  Service  ;  and  it  was  only 
because  there  seemed  to  be  some 
misapprehension  on  this  point  that 
the  reservation  was  expressly  inserted 
in  the  Bales  of  1886. 

BURMA  PRISONS. 
Mr.  CAINE  (Bradford,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (l)if  the  Sanitary  Commlsslonerfor 
Rangoon  Fort  and  City  also  holds  the 
additional  offices  of  Deputy  Surgeon 
General  and  Inspector  of  Gaols  with 
Civil  administration  for  Burma  ;  (2)  if 
there  are  36  gaols  in  Burma,  with  many 
thousands  of  prisoners  ;  (3)  if  the  Civil 
Medical  Department  is  at  present  engaged 
in  establishing  a  new  system  of  dispen- 
saries and  hospitals  throughout  Burma  ; 
(4)  and  if  the  health  of  the  City  and 
Port  of  Rangoon  furnishes  full  employ- 
ment for  a  medical  officer ;  and,  if  so, 
will  the  Secretary  of  State  direct  the 
appointment  of  separate  medical  officers 
for  each  of  these  Departments  ? 

•Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  :  (1.)  No, 
Sir  ;  there  are  separate  health  officers 
for  Rangoon  City  and  for  Rangoon  Port, 
both  being  subordinate  to  the  head  of  the 
Provincial  Medical  and  Sanitary  Depart- 
ments, who  is  also  Inspector  General  of 
Gaols.  (2.)  There  are  not  36,  but  31, 
gaols  in  Burma,  containing  about  11,500 
prisoners.  (3.)  So  far  as  the  Secretary 
of  State  is  aware,  no  new  system  is  being 
introduced,  though  the  existing  system 
is  being  constantly  extended  and 
improved.  (4.)  In  these  circumstauces, 
the  Secretary  of  State  sees  no  reason  as 
at  present  advised  to  issue  instructions. 

THE   POSTMEN  AND  THE  ROYAL 

WEDDING. 
Sir  J.  LENG  (Dundee)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  the 
precedent  established  at  Her  Majesty's 
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Jubilee,  whereby  postmen  were  granted 
a  day*s  holiday,  to  be  taken  as  the  exi- 
gencieg  of  the  Service  permitted,  can  be 
followtjd  on  the  occasion  of  the  approach- 
ing Royal  marriage,  and  the  postmen 
granted  a  privilege  always  accorded  to 
the  major  establishment  of  the  Post  Office 
and  all  the  Government  Offices  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  considera- 
tion of  this  question  raised  by  my  boa. 
Friend  depends  upon  whether  the  occa- 
eiou  referred  to  is  proclaimed  as  a  public 
holiday,  as  was  the  ease  at  the  Jubilee. 
I  would  refer  my  bon.  Friend  to  the 
reply  of  the  Prime  Minister  on  the  9th 
instant. 

GROCERS'  LICENCES  IN  INVERNESS. 
Mr.  BEITH  (iDTemeu,  &c.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  his 
attention  lias  been  directed  to  the  report 
of  the  Liceneiug  Court,  Inverness,  in 
The  Highland  Xcws  of  13th  and  20th 
May,  when  Mr.  Kenneth  Maclennan, 
Greig  Street,  applied  for  a  grocer's 
licence  for  premises  then  in  the  initial 
stage  of  erection  in  Petty  Street ;  is  he 
aware  that  the  application  was  accom- 
panied by  a  Report,  signed  by  John 
Fraser,  Magistrate,  stating  that  be  bad 
examined  "  the  plans  "  of  the  said  pre- 
mises, then  non-existent ;  that  the 
Licensing  Court  adjourned  consideration 
of  the  case  for  a  month,  and  then  granted 
the  licence,  although  the  building  above 
ground  consisted  only  of  three  or  four 
iron  pillars  with  a  beam  overhead  ;  and 
that,  at  a  Licensing  Confirmation  Court 
•on  l7th  May,  further  consideration  of  the 
case  was  adjourned  for  a  mouth,  to  give 
applicant  time  to  have  the  premises 
built ;  whether,  in  view  of  these  circum- 
stances, the  Magistrate's  Report  upou 
"  the  plans "  only  was  in  accordance 
with  the  statutory  form,  and  the  action 
of  the  Burgh  Magistrates  in  granting 
the  certificate  for  licence  therefore  ultra 
vires;  whether  the  Confirmation  Court 
ba<l  any  discretion  other  than  to  confirm 
the  certificate  granted  ;  and  whether  the 
whole  proceedings  in  both  the  Burgh  and 
Confirmation  Courts  were  in  accordance 
with  the  proTisions  of  the  Licensiufr 
Acts  ?  ^ 
•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  Clackmannan,&c.):  By  the  8th 
section  of  the  Public  Houses  Amend- 
ment Act,  1862,  it  is  provided  that  no 
certificate  shall  be  granted  without  a 
Sir  J,  Leng 


Report  by  a  Justice  or  Magistrate  to  tbc 
effect  that  the  premises  to  be  liceoeed 
are  of  suitable  construction  and  accom- 
modation for  the  pui^Ktses  applied  for;" 
and  the  form  given  in  the  Schedule 
appended  to  the  Act,  of  the  Report  which 
the  Justice  or  Mi^istrate  is  to  &igD 
before  the  certificate  is  granted,  contains 
the  same  words.  I  h»ve  not  seen  The 
Highland  News  of  the  20th  May,  but  I 
do  not  think  that  a  Report  by  a  Magis- 
trate stating  that  he  had  examined  merely 
"  the  plans "  of  premises  not  yet  in 
existence  would  be  a  sufficient  compli- 
ance with  the  requirements  of  the  Act 
It  appears  to  me  that  if  objection  was 
taken  on  this  ground  before  the  Confinns- 
tion  Court,  it  might  competently  have 
been  dealt  with  by  them. 

FREE  EDUCATION  IN  GLASGOW. 

SiK  C.  CAMERON  (Glasgow, 
College) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
the  School  Board  for  Glasgow  has,  by  a 
majority  of  over  three  to  one,  resolved 
to  free  educate  in  all  the  public  schools 
under  their  control,  ^cept  one,  and  the 
statement  that  it  is  proposed  to  turn  that 
one  into  a  high  school  for  girls  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  a  majority  of  the 
members  of  the  Board  when  elected 
advocated  a  contrary  policy  ;  or  whether, 
in  view  of  this  significaut  testimony 
against  the  system  of  fee-paying  Bowrd 
schools,  the  Scotch  Education  Depart- 
ment will  consider  the  propriety  of 
modifying  the  Scottish  Code  so  as  to 
secure  the  abolition  of  fees  for  com- 
pulsory subjects  in  all  such  schools  ? 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanark, 
Partick)  :  Before  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  replies,  I  should  like  to  ask.  him  if 
he  has  any  reason  to  suppose  that  a 
similar  change  of  opinion  has  occurred  in 
any  other  place;  whether  tie  is  aware 
that  in  the  Burgh  of  Govau  a  certain 
change  meaut  an  addition  of  l^d.  to  the 
rates  ;  and  is  this  not  a  matter  for  local 
option,  the  inhabitants  being  able  to  give 
expression  to  their  views  at  School  Board 
elections  ? 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Treveltan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  An  official  letter  has  been 
received,  stating  that  no  fees  are  to  be 
charged  after  August  next,  for  scholars 
in  or  below  the  Sixth  Standard,  in  five 
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of  the  six  fee-pajing  schools  under  the 
Glasgow  School  Board  ;  and  I  see  in  the 
Financial  Statement  of  the  Board  that 

the  only  remaining  fee-paying  school  is 
to  be  turned  into  a  High  School  for 
girls.  I  am  aware  that  the  course  now 
taken  represents  a  change  in  the  policy 
hitherto  pursued  by  the  Board,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  views  of  the  majority. 
Elementary  education  is,  therefore, 
entirely  free  in  Glasgow,  and  the  amount 
of  fee-paying  school  accommodation  in 
Scotland  has  been  reduced  at  one  stroke 
by  more  than  25  per  cent.  This  result 
has  been  accompHslwd  by  the  action  of 
kwal  opinion,  and  the  Department  is 
mclined  to  trust  to  the  operation  of  local 
opinion  elsewhere  than  in  Glasgow, 
especially  as  the  circumstances  which 
have  convinced  the  School  Board  of 
Glasgow — such,  for  instance,  as  the  great 
number  of  vacant  places  in  tlie  fee-paying 
schools — exist  even  more  in  some  other 
places  than  in  Glasgow  ;  and  I  may  say 
that  the  number  of  vacant  places  in  the 
fee-paying  schools  in  Goran  is  very  great 
indrad,  and  I  have  very  little  doubt  that 
public  opinion  in  Govaa  will  follow  that 
of  Glasgow. 

DISCHARGES  PBOM  THE  ROYAL 
ARSENAL,  WOOLWICH. 

Sir  J.  LENG :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  a 
nomber  of  workmen  have  been  discharged 
receutly  from  the  Royal  Arsenal  at 
Woolwich  owing  to  there  not  beiug 
safficient  work  to  keep  the  regular  staff 
employed  ;  and  whether  he  will  consider 
the  desirability  of  adopting  the  short 
time  system,  similar  to  that  followed  by 
many  private  employers,  in  order  to  keep 
their  staffs  together,  and  minimise  the 
snfTeriogs  caused  by  lack  of  employment ; 
or,  failing  this,  whether  he  will  have  re- 
conrse  to  the  eight  hours*  system  which 
has  proved  successful  io  various  large 
engineering  establishments  ? 

Mr.  WOODALL:  During  the  past 
few  years  the  nnrmal  staff  of  workmen  at 
Woolwich  has  been  greatly  increased  in 
connection  with  the  defence  loans ;  as 
this  extraordinary  expenditure  ceases  we 
must  of  necessity  revert  to  the  ordinary 
conditions,  and  a  considerable  diminution 
in  the  number  of  men  employed  becomes 
ineritable.  The  discharges  have  been 
deferred  until  the  summer,  and  all 
possible  pains  will  be  taken  to  minimise 


the  inconvenience  as  further  reductions 
may  be  necessary ;  the  alternative  of 
working  shorter  hours  is  under  considera- 
tion. 

Sir  J.  LENG  :  Can  tlie  hon.  Gen- 
tleman state  to  what  extent  the  dis- 
charges have  taken  place  ? 

Mr.  WOOTJALL  :  The  reductions 
already  effected  have  been  considerably 
exaggerated,  the  numbers  now  employed 
being  less  than  5  per  cent,  fewer  than 
in  the  corresponding  week  last  rear  and 
a  little  more  than  6  per  cent,  below  the 
largest  number  employed  in  any  one  week 
that  year. 

JUNIOR   AND    PBBPARATORT  GRADE 
PROGRAHHES. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  will  he  ex- 
plain why,  if  the  Commissioners  are  in 
favour,  as  desired  by  teachers,  of  making 
the  programme  of  the  Preparatory  Grade 
consist  of  portions  of  the  programme  of 
the  Junior  Grade,  they  bavedepartedfrom 
this  policy  with  regard  to  all  the  periods 
of  history  prescribed,  and  with  regu^  to 
all  the  text-books  and  portions  of  text- 
books (save  one),  prescribed  in  Greek, 
Latin,  English,  Celtic,  and  French,  for 
the  Preparatory  Grade  ;  whether,  so  far 
as  the  Commissioners  know,  any  teacher, 
or  body  of  teachers,  is  in  favour  of  such 
departure  ;  whether  (with  one  exception 
in  English),  the  Commissioners  have  pre- 
scribed the  same  text-book  for  the  Pre- 
paratory and  Junior  Grades  in  any 
language,  save  German  and  Italian, 
which  are  studied  but  by  very  few 
students  ;  and  whether,  with  a  view  to 
preventing  the  sub-division  of  classes  by 
the  programme  as  at  present  arranged, 
he  will  recommend  to  the  Commissiouers 
the  inclusion  of  over-age  students  in  the 
Preparatory  Grade  on  the  terms  provided 
for  other  grades  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  The  Assistant 
Commissioners  of  Intermediate  Educa- 
tion report  that  no  general  expression  of 
opinion  in  favour  of  making  the  pro- 
gramme of  the  Preparatory  Grade  con- 
sist of  portions  of  the  programme  of  the 
Junior  Grade  has  reached  the  Board.  A 
large  body  of  teachers  have  remonstrated 
against  such  a  policy  for  the  Preparatory 
Grade.  It  is  the  fact  that  in  the  pro- 
gramme for  1894,  with  the  exception  of 
German,  Italian,  and  one  of  ^thc  works 
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prescribed  in  Eogtisb,  the  CommiasioDers 
hare  not  prescribed  the  same  text-book 
for  the  Preparatory  aud  Junior  Grades 
in  the  case  of  the  Ungaages.  Works 
suitable  for  Junior  Grade  are  not  in 
eyery  case  suitable  for  Preparatory 
Grade,  and  therefore  portions  of  such 
works  could  not  appropriately  be  pre- 
Bcribet!  for  Preparatory  Grades.  The 
Commissiouera  considered  the  question  of 
the  inclusion  of  over-age  students  in  the 
Preparatory  Grade,  and  came  to  the 
ooDclusion  that  such  a  course  was  not 
desirable. 

COVENTRY  INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOL. 

Mr.  LEES-KNOWLES  (Salford, 
W.)  :  In  the  absence  of  the  boa.  Member 
for  the  Nuneaton  Division  of  Warwick- 
shire, I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  if  he  can  now 
state  what  steps  he  is  prepared  to  take  in 
the  case  of  Emma  Lee,  lately  an  inmate 
of  the  Coventry  Industrial  School ;  and 
if  he  is  prepared  to  take  such  steps  as 
may  prevent  the  recurrence  of  any 
similar  punishment  being  inflicted  on  any 
other  inmate  of  that  school  as  was 
recently  inflicted  on  Emma  Lee  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  carefully 
gone  iDto  this  case,  and  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  superintendence  aud 
management  of  the  school  ought  no 
longer  to  be  entrusted  to  the  matron,  and 
that  she  should  be  called  upon  to  resign. 
.1  have  given  instructions  that  a  letter 
shall  be  sent  to  this  effect  to  the  managers. 
I  have  also  conveyed  to  them  my  opinion 
that  the  flogging  of  girls  for  petty 
ofieuces  is  an  indefeusible  practice,  and 
the  infliction  of  flogging  in  any  case  in 
the  presence  of  the  whole  school  is  alto- 
gether inexcusable. 

CLYDE  DREDGING8. 
Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  the  Harbour  Trustees  or 
any  other  body  in  Greenock,  Port  Gias- 

fow,  or  Dumbarton  have  power  under 
tatute  to  deposit  any  dredgings  in  Loch 
Long,  or  whetber  they  have  the  per- 
mission of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  do  so, 
in  spite  of  the  Petitions  of  fishermen  aud 
residents  praying  for  protection  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  No  permission 
has  been  given  to  anyone  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  deposit  dredgings  in  Loch 
Long.  The  Dumbarton  Harbour  Trustees 

Jtfr.  J.  Morlejf 


have  asked  for  such  penuission  and  been 
refused.  The  Greenock  Harbonr  Trustees 
state  that  they  have  made  no  such 
deposit  since  October  last,  and  that  tb«r 
dredger  has  been  working  for  the  Clyde 
Lighthouse  Trustees  referred  to  in  the 
hon.  Member's  question  last  Tuesday, 
With  regard  to  the  Authorities  at  Port 
Glasgow  I  have  received  no  complaiDt 
So  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  ascertain,  no 
statutory  powers  to  deposit  tu  Loch  Long 
exist  in  any  of  the  three  cases  referred  to 
in  the  question. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE:  In  case  any 
Harbour  Trustees,  in  spite  of  the  refusal 
of  permission,  continue  to  make  these 
deposits,  will  the  power  of  the  Board  d 
Trade  be  exercised  to  put  an  end  to  the 
practice?  Will  the  Board  of  Trade  pro- 
hibit the  practice  aud  not  merely  refuM 
permission  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  am  not  aware 
that  after  refusal  of  permission  any 
Harbour  Trustees  have  continued  making 
these  deposits.  But,  if  that  be  the  case, 
we  shall  be  only  too  happy  to  act  as  ve 
did  in  the  case  of  the  Clyde  Trustees  and 
place  the  powers  of  the  Board  at  the 
serrice  of  the  residents. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  :  I  will  supply 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  evidence 
of  the  fact  that  they  are  still  making 
these  deposits. 

BILL  STAMPING  OFFICES  IN  SCOTLAND- 
Mr.  HOZIEB  (Lanarkshire,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  theExchequtf 
whether,  in  view  of  the  very  hirge 
number  of  bills  of  exchange  drawn  in 
Glasgow  upon  India  and  China,  be  can 
see  his  way  to  establish  in  Glasgoir 
an  oflice  for  the  stamping  of  bills,  which 
at  present  have  to  be  sent  to  Edinhn^li 
for  that  purpose  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  H  ARCOUET,  Derby) : 
I  will  reifer  the  hon.  Member  to  a  reply 
given  by  my  predecessor  to  a  precisely 
similar  question  on  the  12th  May  last 
year.  The  situation  remains  unaltered, 
and  I  fear  I  can  hold  out  no  hope  of 
extending  the  stamping  facilities  already 
granted  to  Glasgow.  If  it  can  be  shown 
that  the  stamps  are  insuffieient  at  the 
Inland  Revenue  Office,  steps  will  be 
taken  to  increase  the  stock. 

Mr.  HOZIER  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  consider  that  the  present 
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arraDgemeat  gives  satisfaction  to  the 
buaioess  community  in  Glasgow  ? 
I  Sir  W.  HARCOUET  :  I  dare  say 
the  hon.  Member  knows  more  about  that 
I  do.  I  have  given  him  the  answer 
I  have  received  from  the  Department. 

MAIL  ROUTE  FOR  THE  UNITED  8TATKS. 

Mb,  macartney  (Antrim.  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  early 
arrival  of  the  American  mails  landed 
St  QueenstowD,  and  the  fact  that  answers 
to  letters  by  said  mails  were  enabled  to 
be  made  the  following  day,  be  will  con- 
sidor  the  advisability  of  making  a 
commanication  to  the  American  Post- 
master General,  with  a  view  of  having 
all  mails  for  the  United  Kingdom,  except 
ship-directed  letters,  landed  in  future  at 
Qaeenstown  P 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  choice  of 
steamers  at  New  York  is  believed  to 
be  still  regulated  according  to  records 
of  the  througb  time  to  London  ou  the 
last  three  eastward  voyages  ;  and  so  loug 
as  this  is  the  case  it  would  not  be 
reasonable  to  nuke  any  communication 
on  the  subject. 

Mu.  MACARTNEY:  May  I  ask 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
aware  that  the  lauding  of  American 
maila  at  Southampton  involves  18  hours' 
additioual  steaming ;  and  that,  given 
two  vessels  of  equal  speed,  the  advan- 
tage will  always  be  in  favour  of  dis- 
embarking tbe  mails  at  Queenstown  ? 

Mil.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk) :  May  I  iuquire  whether  it  would 
not  bo  possible  to  have  letters  for  the 
North  of  England  delivered  via  Queens- 
town,  whatever  may  he  decided  with 
respect  to  London  letters  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY :  I  will  consider 
how  far  that  is  possible.  The  subject  of 
tbe  carriage  of  the  American  mails 
is  entirely  within  tbe  control  of  the 
American  Post  Office,  and  the  English 
Government  have  no  right  to  intei^ere. 
The  American  Government  select  their 
own  steamers,  and  I  am  bound  to  confess 
that  the  rule  the  American  Postmaster 
General  had  laid  down  is,  under  all  the 
circumstances,  extremely  fair. 

Mb.  MACARTNEY:  Is  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemau  aware  that  the 
American  Postmaster  General  has  in- 
formed the  Dublin  Corporation  and 
Chamber  of  Commerce  that  he  will  be  per- 


fectly ready  to  receive  any  information 
from  the  English  Postmaster  General. 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  have  not  heard 
of  such  an  intimation  being  given ;  but 
as  soon  as  I  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  arrangements  of  the  American  Post 
Office  are  not  in  accordance  with  the  in- 
terests of  this  country  I  shall  be  perfectly 
ready  to  make  a  recommendation. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Clare,  E.)  : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  make  a 
representation  to  the  American  Post- 
master General  based  upon  the  facts  in 
his  possession,  seeing  how  greatly  this 
matter  affects  Queenstown  ami  that  part 
of  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  a.  MORLET  :  I  am  watching 
the  matter,  and  when  the  time  comes 
will  make  any  representation  which  may 
be  necessary. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.E.)  :  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the 
mails  brought  via  Queenstown  last 
Saturday  were  delivered  the  same  evening, 
while  the  mails  coming  via  Southampton 
were  not  delivered  until  Monday  ? 

Mb.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  am  not  snre 
as  to  the  exact  time ;  but  there  is  no 
doubt  that  the  mails  coming  via  Queens- 
town were  delivered  in  Ireland  very 
much  quicker  than  the  mails  by  the  other 
route. 

Mb.  FLYNN  :  And  in  London,  too. 

THE  CUSTOMS  HOUSE  AND  SAMPLES 
POST. 

Mb.  ALBAN  GIBBS  (Loudon)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Clianccllor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, considering  that  it  has  been  the 
practice  for  some  years  to  allow  dutiable 
article^  when  sent  in  in  small  quantities 
as  bona  Jide  sampler,  to  be  received  in 
this  country  by  sample  post,  will  he 
explain  why  the  Commissioners  of 
Customs  have  recently  demanded  a  strict 
enforcement  of  the  law  against  the  im- 
portation of  the  articles  iu  question,  free 
of  Customs  duty,  iu  consequence  of  which 
tbe  Post  Office  is  about  to  prohibit  their 
introduction  by  sample  post ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  great  convenience  to  trade 
which  comes  from  receiving  samples 
without  delay,  and  the  very  small  revenue 
which  would  be  obtained  from  levying 
duties  on  samples,  he  will  cause  the 
demand  of  the  Commissioners  of  Customs 
to  be  withdrawn,  or,  at  least,  will  make 
arrangements  by  which  importers  may 
compound  for  the  duty  on  their  samples. 
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BO  that  tbey  may  receive  them  without 
the  delays  caused  by  the  formalities  of  the 
Custom  House  ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOUHT  :  It  has  beeu 
found  necessary  to  euforce  the  law  strictly 
in  the  case  of  samples  by  post.  It  prac- 
tically only  affects  the  tobacco  trade. 
The  Customs  report  to  me  that  a  trade 
has  been  established  with  several  private 
persona  whereby  they  were  able  to  receive 
periodically,  perhaps  even  daily,  a  supply 
of  tobacco  (principally  cigarettes), 
through  the  post,  duty  free,  the  position 
of  the  recipients  ranging  from  a  high  to  a 
low  social  status.  I  can  give  the  hon. 
Member  a  list  of  these  private  persons. 
It  is  very  interesting,  and  strictly  cou- 
fidential. 

Mr.  ALBAN  GIBBS  :  But  does  this 
objection  apply  to  tea  ?  Could  not  Bome 
special  arraugement  be  made  for  the  tea 
trade,  which  is  seriously  inconvenienced 
by  the  prohibition  against  the  sending  of 
small  samples  bv  post  ? 

Sir  W.  HAitCOURT  :  Tea  is  very 
cheap  in  relation  to  its  weight,  while 
cigarettes  are  very  dear,  and  it  is  worth 
while  to  make  this  economical  arrange- 
ment with  respect  to  Egyptian  cigarettes, 
but  not  in  regard  to  tea.  I  must  ask  for 
notice  as  to  whether  a  special  urange- 
ment  can  be  made  for  the  tea  trade. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE:  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemaa  lay  on  the  Table 
the  names  of  the  persons  who  have  made 
this  arrangement  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  No,  Sir. 

UNDERaROUND  BAREHOVSSS  IN 
LONDON. 

Mr.  E.  H.  BATLEY  :  I  b^  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  LocftI  Government 
Board  whether,  in  view  of  the  large  and 
increasing  number  of  unventilated  and 
unventi  la  table  underground  bakehouses 
in  London  (there  being  21  in  one  parish 
in  Southwark  alone),  causing  injury  to 
the  health  of  the  joumeymeu  bakers  aod 
possible  contamination  of  the  food  of  the 
public,  he  will,  in  order  to  prevent  the 
evil  in  future,  insert  'a  clause  in  "The 
Public  Health  (London)  Act,  1891,'' 
forbidding  collar  bakehouses,  and  re- 
quiring all  bakehouses  to  \>e  registered 
direct  to  the  Sauitary  Authority  previously 
to  their  being  opened,  in  a  similar  manner 
to  that  adopted  in  the  case  of  slaughter 
and  cowhouses  ;  whether  he  will  state 
approximately   the   number   of  under- 

Mr.  Alban  Gihba 


ground  workshops  and  dwellings  in 
Loudon  ;  and  whether,  with  a  view  to 
prevent  the  use  of  such  dwellings,  be 
will  cause  the  elimination  of  the  word 
"separate"  from  Section  96  (1)  of  "The 
Public  Health  (London)  Act,  1891 "  ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler,  Wolverhampton,  E.)  :  There 
are  provisions  in  the  Factory  and  Wm-k- 
shops  Acts  with  respect  to  the  cleanli- 
ness, ventilation,  and  other  sanitary 
conditions  of  bakehouses.  Under  the 
Public  Health  (London)  Act,  1891,  these 
provisions  are  to  be  enforced  by  the 
Sanitary  Authority  of  the  district  in 
which  the  bakebonse  is  situated,  and 
they  are  the  Local  Authority  under  the 
meaning  of  the  Factory  and  Workshops 
Acts.  Those  Acts  impose  heavy 
penalties  in  any  case  where  a  Court  of 
Summary  Jurisdiction  is  satisfied  on  the 
prosecution  of  an  Inspector  or  Sanitary 
Authority  that  any  room  or  place  used  as 
a  bakehouse  is  in  such  a  condition  as  to 
be  on  sanitary  grounds  unfit  for  use  or 
occupation  as  a  bakehouse.  I  have  no 
information  as  to  the  number  of  under- 
ground workshops  and  dwellings  in 
London.  The  provisions  as  to  cellar- 
bakehouses  and  undeif;Tound  dwellings 
were  considered  by  Parliament  so  recently 
as  1891,  when  the  Public  Health  (Lon- 
don) Act  was  passed. 

THE  INDIAN  CURRENCY  QUESTION. 

Me.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  reference  to  the  reported 
recommendation  by  the  Indian  Currency 
Committee  —  namely,  that  the  Indian 
Mints  should  be  closed  to  the  free  coin^ 
of  silver,  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
present  Finaucial  Secretary  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  gave  evidence  before 
the  Gold  and  Silver  Commission  to  the 
effect  that  the  uncoined  silver  in 
possession  of  the  Native  population  of 
ludia  was  estimated  to  amount  to 
probably  at  least  £130,000,000  sterling; 
whether  he  has  considered  that  a  fartb«r 
fall  in  the  value  of  the  uncoined  metal 
will  follow  upon  the  dosing  of  the 
principal  market  In  the  world  which  still 
remains  open  to  silver,  and  that  thevalne 
of  the  whole  of  this  enormous  Native 
property  will  be  prejudiced  thereby  ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  alarm  which 
uncontradicted  reports  as  to  the  closing 
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of  the  Mints  are  calculated  to  arouse  in 
the  minds  of  that  population,  he  will  re- 
consider his  decision,  and  allow  the  true 
facts  of  the  case  to  be  published  without 
furthw  delaj  ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOUBT  :  I  do  not 
doubt  that  the  silrer  question  is  one  of 
supreme  consequence  to  India.  It  is  for 
that  reason  that  we  desire  to  have  the 
jadgment  of  the  Indian  Government 
upon  the  matter  before  any  change  is 
resolved  upon  or  announced.  To  publish 
the  Report,  without  at  the  same  time 
annouDcing  a  decision,  would  tend  to 
create  rather  than  discourage  alarm  and 
speculation. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  Is  the  House  to 
undentaDd  from  tiie  answer  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  it  is  not  to  have  an 
opportunitj  of  couaidering  the  subject 
before  the  Government  came  to  a  de- 
cision ? 

SiE  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  have  not 
said  that  at  all.  What  I  did  say  wan 
that  before  Her  Majesty's  Goverunmnt 
could  take  any  farther  steps  they  must 
know  the  decision  of  the  ludiau  Govern- 
meut. 

Sir  W.  HOULDSWOBTH  (Man- 
chester, N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  inquire  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  received 
communications  from  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce and  other  Commercial  Bodies  pro- 
testing against  the  eloping  of  the  Mints 
in  India,  and  whether,  under  the  circum- 
stances, be  will  not  give  a  promise  that 
no  final  steps  shall  be  taken  without  a 
Beport  being  laid  before  Parliament  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  canuot  give 
any  promise  on  the  subject. 

ATTEMPTED  BOYCOTTING  IN 
FERMANAGH. 
Mr.  DAKE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire 
land  Is  he  aware  that,  early  upon  the 
morning  of  Monday,  the  29th  Mny  last, 
a  party  of  masked  moonlighters  visiteil 
the  house  of  Peter  Corrigaii,  in  the  town- 
land  of  Ballintempo,  near  Bclcoo,  in  the 
County  of  Fermanagh,  handed  Mrs. 
Corrigan  a  book,  and  ordered  her  to 
swear  that  she  would  compel  Peter 
Corrigan,  her  husband,  to  give  up 
farm  he  hod  taken,  the  former  tenant  of 
vhich  had  been  evicted  for  non-payment 
^  rent;  ie  he  aware  that  Mrs.  Corrigan 
wis  boycotted  and  assaulted  in  the 
markets  of  Belcoo  and  Blacklion,  aud 


that  a  man  named  M'Grory  was  recently 
convicted  at  Letterburu  Petty  Seasions, 
and  sentenced  by  the  local  Justices  to  two 
months*  imprisonment  with  hard  labour 
for  assaulting  her ;  also  that  an  attempt 
was  made  to  boycott  Peter  Corrigan  at  the 
Enniskilien  Butter  Market,  upon  the  lOth 
instant,  and  only  prevented  by  the  pre- 
sence of  a  number  of  policemen  ;  and 
have  any,  and,  if  so,  what,  steps  been 
taken  to  afford  protection  to  these 
people  ? 

•Me.  JORDAN  (Meath,  S.)  :  Before 
the  right  hon.  Geutlemau  answers  that 
question,  I  will  ask  him  if  he  is  aware 
that  there  is  no  market  at  Belcoo ; 
whether  he  knows  that  no  butter  market 
was  held  iu  the  town  of  Euniskilleu  ou 
the  10th  instant,  and  does  he  consider  it 
part  of  his  duty  to  preveut  Mrs.  Corrigan 
intimidating  herhusbaud,  Peter  Corrigan  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  on  the  29th  May  Mrs.  Corrigan 
alleged  that  the  occurrence  referred  to  in 
the  first  and  second  paragraphs  took 
place  ;  but  the  matter  having  been  fully 
and  carefully  investigated  by  the  Local 
Police  Authorities,  they  arrived  at  the 
coucUisioo  that  the  woman's  story  was 
undoubtedly  false.  As  regards  para- 
graph 3,  [  understand  that  the  man 
M*Grory  was  convicted  of  assault  on 
Mrs.  Corrigan,  and  sentenced  to  one 
month's  imprisonment  at  Petty  Sessions 
on  the  19th  May.  Margaret  M^Grory 
was  also  convicted  on  the  same  occasion 
aud  fined  the  sum  of  £1.  No  attempt 
was  made  to  boycott  Corrigan  iu  the 
Enniskilien  Butter  Market,  as  alleged  iu 
the  fourth  paragraph.  Any  protection 
which  it  may  be  ne'cessary  to  afford 
the  Corrigans  will  be  given  by  the 
police. 

GBBENWIOH  AGE  PENSIONH. 

Mr.  KEARLKV  (Devonport)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  will  state  au  approximate 
date  as  to  when  the  Treasury  inteud  to 
iutroduce,  in  acconlance  with  the  promise 
given  by  the  Government  on  I6tb  March 
last,  the  legislation  uecessary  to  give 
effect  to  that  part  of  the  recommeudation 
of  the  Select  Committee  ou  Greeuwich 
Age  Pensions  (1B92)  which  involves  a 
charge  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Unfortunately, 
the>  thing  reiuirod  in  this  case  is  not 
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legislatioD  but  money,  and  the  latter  is  at 
present  not  forthcoming. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversham)  :  Is  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  aware  that,  on  the  faith  of  the 
promise  of  the  GoTemment,  hoo.  Mem- 
bers had  told  peusioners  iu  their  con- 
stituencies that  their  demands  are  to  bo 
conceded  ? 

[The  question  was  not  answered.] 

CBIUE  IN  ESSEX. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  I  beg  to  aak 

the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  how  many  murders  and 
attempted  murders  hare  been  committed 
in  the  County  of  Essex  during  the  last 
quarter ;  and  what  are  the  general 
figures  as  to  crime  in  that  county  during 
the  same  period  ? 

Mr.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Eomfonl) : 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if 
any  of  those  murders  or  attempted 
murders  can  in  any  way  be  called  agrarian 
or  political ;  and  if  the  juries  in  Essex 
have  not  done  their  duty  fearlessly,  and 
have  in  no  case  failed  to  return  a  verdict 
io  accordance  with  the  evidence  given  ? 

Major  KASCH  :  May  I  ask  Whether 
the  hon.  Member  for  Clare  is  not  some- 
what premature  iu  connecting  these 
occasional  deviations  from  humanity  with: 
the  County  of  Essex,  before  any  Essex 
man  has  been  either  tried  or  convicted  in 
connection  with  them  ? 

The  MARQCEdS  op  CARMARTHEN 
(Brixton)  :  How  many  of  these  murders, 
or  attempted  murders,  if  any,  have  been 
due  to  the  carrying  of  revolvers  ? 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockermoiith)  :  How  many  of  them  have 
beeu  couuected  with  drink  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  there  is  anything  abnormal 
in  the  state  uf  crime  in  Essex,  either  as 
regards  amount  or  quality.  I  must 
deprecate — and  I  think  I  am  justified  in 
doing  so,  after  what  the  House  has  just 
witnessed — the  putting  of  questions  with 
reference  to  particular  oouaties  unless 
there  are  some  special  grounds  on  which 
the  question  can  be  founded.  With 
refereuce  to  tlie  question  on  the  Paper, 
I  hare  made  inquiries.  I  understand  that 
in  the  quarter  ending  March  31  one 
murder  was  committed  by  a  man  who 
was  afterwards  found  to  be  insane.  There 
was  no  case  of  attempted  mm^er.  From 

Sir  W,  Uarcmtrt 


a  Return  which  I  have  received  from  tiie 
Chief  Constable  of  Essex,  the  generd 
figures  as  to  crime  during  the  last 
quarter  are  as  follows: — (1)  Indictable 
offences  :  Committed  for  trial,  19  ;  bailed 
for  trial,  6  ;  summarily  convict«l,  78 ; 
summarily  discharged,  34.  (2)  Offences 
dealt  with  summarily;  Convicted,  880 ; 
discharged,  265. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON:  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  not  think  it 
peculiarly  appropriate  that  this  qnestiim 
should  have  been  put  by  a  Member  fm- 
quiet  and  peaceable  Clare  ? 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  Cannot  the 
right  hon.  Geotlemaa  state  how  many 
murders  have  been  committed  in  the 
county  during  the  last  six  months  ;  is  it 
not  a  fact  that  no  lees  than  four  murders 
have  been  committed,  one  of  them  being 
the  case  of  a  police-serg^nt  who  was 
brateu  to  death  in  the  execution  of  his 
duty ;  and  when  a  murder  of  that 
description  is  committed  in  Ireland,  should 
I  be  juslified  in  referring  to  it  as  "an 
occasional  deviation  from  hunmnity  ?" 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  answered  the 
question  on  the  Paper.  If  the  hon. 
Member  wants  further  information  he 
must  give  me  notice. 

EUPLOYMENT  OF  SOLDIEBS  AND 

SAILORS. 

Major  RASCH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  he 
has  observed  that,  according  to  Return 
357,  22nd  July,  1891,  out  of  4,768  posts 
recommended  iu  the  Report  of  Mr. 
Childers'  Committee,  1876-7,  to  be 
exclusively  reserved  for  soldiers,  sailors, 
and  mnrlues,  only  220  had  been  so 
filled ;  and  whether  ho  can  state  the 
number  of  such  appointmeuts  now 
occupied  by  men  of  these  classes  ? 

•Mu.  CAMPBELL-BAN>'ERMAN : 
The  Return  referred  to  is  two  years  old, 
and,  without  collecting  iuformatiou  from 
all  the  offices  concerned,  X  could  not  give 
the  number  at  this  date ;  but  I  see  ■» 
objection  to  the  grant  of  a  Continuation 
Return  if  moved  for. 

VOLUNTEKR    INSPECTIONS   IN  BYDl 
PARK. 

Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether,  in  future,  lie  will  allow  tbe 
annual  inspections   of.  Volunteer 
ments  to  take  place       the  ground  in 
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H^de  Fu-k  betireea  Knightsbridge  and 
Botton  Row,  notwithstanding  the  oconr- 
reace  of  political  demonstrations  at  the 
same  time  in  the  centre  of  the  Park  ;  and 
vhetber,  if  it  is  considered  unadvisable 
that  such  inspections  and  demonstrations 
should  take  place  concurrently,  regard 
will  be  paid  by  the  authorities,  when 
sanctioning  the  use  of  the  Park,  to 
priority  of  application,  as  between  the 
Coramanding  OflScers  of  Volunteer  regi- 
ments and  the  organisers  of  public  meet- 
ings ? 

•Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNEBMAN  : 
I  am  afraid  that  I  can  say  no  more  than 
that  each  ease  is  considerwl  with  reference 
to  the  circumstances  of  the  moment,  and 
with  every  desire  to  hold  the  inspection 
in  the  Park.  It  is  obviously  undesirable 
the  inspectioD  of  VoluDteer  battalions 
should  take  place  in  any  locality  where 
there  is  a  probability  of  their  beiug  iu- 
«onm)oded  by  the  presence  of  large 
crowds  either  on  the  ground  or  on  the 
march  to  and  from  it. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston) :  And 
is  it  not  equally  undesirable  that  inspec- 
tions should  be  postponed  for  any  cause 
if  it  can  be  avoided  when  once  they  have 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

Ko  doubt  it  ia. 

PRECAUTIONS  AGAINST  CHOLERA. 

Mr.  harry  foster  (Suffolk, 
Lowestoft)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
he  is  aware  that  a  strong  feeling  exists 
upon  both  sides  of  the  House  in  favour 
of  financial  assistance  to  the  Port  Saui- 
t«ry  Authorities  in  the  expenditure  they 
have  incurred,  or  may  be  called  upou  to 
incur,  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  for  taking  pre- 
cautious against  the  invasion  of  cholera  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  this  expendi- 
ture has  in  many  cases  proved  a  severe 
burden  on  the  local  ratepayers ;  and 
whether  he  will  use  his  influence  with 
the  Treasury  to  secure  an  advance  out 
of  public  funds  to  the  Local  Authorities 
ia  the  discharge  of  a  national  duty  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  There  are 
three  queries  addressed  to  me  on  this 
question.  As  to  the  first,  the  hoo.  Mem- 
ber is  no  doubt  better  aware  than  I  am 
as  to  what  the  feeling  is  on  it.  As  to 
the  second,  the  local  ratepayers  are  more 
competent  to  express  an  opinion  than  I 

YOL.  Xm.     [fODBTH  SKRIK9.] 


am.  The  third  is,  whether  I  will  use  my 
influence  with  the  Treasury  to  secure  an 
advance  out  of  the  public  funds.  I  can 
only  say  that,  although  I  do  enter- 
tain stroug  opinions  on  this  subject,  yet  I 
understand  a  deputation  of  Members  of 
this  House  intend  to  lay  tbeir  views 
before  me,  and  I  think  it  would  be  dis- 
respectful to  them  if  I  were  to  express 
any  opinion  now. 

Mr.  HARRY  FOSTER  :  Arising  out 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s  answer  to 
the  second  question,  may  I  ask  if  he  is 
not  aware  that  in  some  localities  as  much 
as  9d.  iu  the  £1  has  had  to  be  levied  in 
connection  with  this  special  expenditure  ? 
Take  Dartmouth,  for  instance. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  have  heaid 
the  statement,  but  I  have  no  means  of 
verifying  it.  I  have  received  no  com- 
plaints as  to  it. 

THE  AGRICULTURAL  DEPRESSION. 

Mr.CHANNING  (Korthampton,E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury what  steps  he  proposes  to  take  to 
give  effect  to  the  Resolution,  adopted  by 
the  House  on  Friday,  9tb  June,  for  the 
amcudmeut  of  the  law  relating  to  agri- 
eulturul  holdings  ? 

Mr.  CROMBIE  (Kincardineshire): 
At  the  same  time,  may  I  ask  whether 
any  legislation  introduced  by  the  GrO- 
veriiment  will  extend  to  Scotland  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian)  :  I  think  it  is  very 
proper  that  the  case  of  Scotland,  as  w^ 
as  that  of  England,  should  be  considered 
in  reference  to  any  legislation  dealing 
with  agriculture.  With  respect  to  the ' 
question  ou  the  Paper,  I  assure  my  hon. 
Friend  that  I  do  not  see  any  opportunity 
for  legislation  at  the  present  moment. 
I  hope  no  long  time  may  elapse  before 
such  an  opportunity  is  found  ;  but,  in 
the  meantime,  the  Government  are  cer- 
tainly desirous  of  availing  themselves  of 
such  assistance  as  they  may  derive — and 
I  think  they  may  derive  valuable  assist- 
ance— from  the  inquiries  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  subject  if  it  is  the  pleasure 
of  the  House  to  appoiut  it. 

Mr.  CHANNING  :  I  should  like  to 
ask  whether,  wheu  the  Government 
accept  a  Resolution  pledging  the  House 
to  legislate  on  specific  lines,  the  usual 
course  is  for  the  Government  to  under- 
take that  legislation  ;  and  whether,  in  re- 
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ference  to  this  question,  the  action  of  the 
GoTernment  does  not  place  the  deciBion 
of  the  House  in  some  uncertainty  and 
leads  to  delay  in  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject of  agriculture  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  The  Go- 
Terameut,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellorof  the  Exchequer  said  the  other 
night  look  to  obtain  assistance  from 
the  labours  of  the  Committee  ;  and  they 
do  not  seek  to  cast  the  responsibility  for 
legislation  on  others. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that,  when  an  oppor- 
tunity presented  itself  a  few  nights  ago 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  make  a  specific  inquiry  into 
the  question,  it  was  absolutely  refused  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  i  Yes  ;  because 
we  did  not  think  it  fit  to  appoint  two 
Committees,  and  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man himself  is  the  obstacle  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  principal  Committee. 

*Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  Is  not  the  principal 
Committee  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  into 
all  the  causes  of  agricultural  depression  ; 
and  did  not  the  right  hou.  Gentleman's 
own  colleague,  the  First  Conimisaioner 
of  Works,  quite  recently  say  that  no 
alteration  of  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act  could  prove  to  be  a  possible  remedy 
for  agricultural  depression  ? 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddington, 
S.)  :  I  have  a  vivid  recollection  of  that 
speech.  I  will  ask  whether  the  Reso- 
lution passed  by  the  House  was  not 
drawn  up  by  one  of  the  most  faithful 
and  ardent  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Govern- 
ment cannot  answer  for  all  the  Resolu- 
tions drawn  up  by  their  faithful  and 
aident  supporters.  The  Government 
desire  to  appoint  a  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  causes  of  agricultural  depression, 
and  the  remedies  for  it.  They  believe 
the  matter  referred  to  in  the  question  to 
be  among  the  causes  to  lie  inquired  into 
by  the  Committee,  but  they  do  not  think 
it  desirable  to  limit  the  inquiry  to  that 
question. 

Mr.  channing  :  As  the  Commit- 
tee will  deal  with  a  large  range  of  sub- 
jects, cannot  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gee  his  way  to  exclude  from  its  purview 
the  subject  decided  by  the  House  last 
Friday,  in  order  tliat  legislation  might  be 
prepared  on  the  subject  P 

ilr.  Channing 


Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Govern- 
ment have  not  decided  that  legislation 
shall  take  place  without  inquiry.  On 
the  contrary,  I  had  stated  positivelj 
that  inquiry  was  necessary  before  legis- 
lation, and,  therefore,  to  exclude  the  sub- 
ject from  the  inquiry  of  the  Committee 
would  be  absolutely  contrary  to  the  de- 
clarations made  lut  Friday  night. 

Mr.  channing  :  I  to  gifo 
notice  that  I  will  take  the  earliest  oppor^ 
tunity  to  ask  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  carry  out  the  Resolution  of  the  Hoose. 
•Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  Seeing  that  both 
sides  of  the  House  are  agreed  that  it  is 
desirable  there  should  be  an  inquiry  into 
the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act,  I  will 
ask  whether  the  Government  will  not 
themselves  move  for  a  Committee  ad  kocy 
in  order  that  there  may  be  an  inquiry  into 
tliat  subject  apart  from  the  general  ques- 
tion of  agricultural  depression  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  The 
Chanuellor  of  the  EjLchequer  has  declined 
to  confine  the  inquiry  to  the  working  of 
the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  any  re-con- 
sideration uf  that  decision — which  I  am 
not  prepared  to  promise — it  would  be 
well  that  he  should  give  notice  of  a  qnes- 
tion  ou  the  subject. 

IN'DIAN   CIVIL  SBBVICE  BXAIIINA- 
TIONS. 

Mr.  SEYMOUR  KEAY  (Elgin  and 

Nairn)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  with  reference  to  bis  recent 
declaration  that  the  Government  of  India 
are  being  instructed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  say  in  what  mode,  in 
their  opinion,  and  under  what  conditions 
and  limitations  the  Resolution  of  this 
House  for  the  holding  of  Civil  Service 
Examinations  in  India  could  be  carried 
into  effect,  whether  there  is  any  founda- 
tion for  the  interpretation  which  has 
since  been  publicly  put  upon  it — namely, 
that  what  was  intended  was  that  the 
Government  of  India  should  not  reply  bj 
a  simple  negative,  but  should  examine 
into  the  whole  question  and  say  whe- 
ther, in  their  opinion,  there  was  anj 
mode  by  which  the  Resolution  could  be 
carried  into  efiTect ;  and  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  adhering  to  the 
terms  of  the  declaration  already  made, 
will  signify  to  the  Government  of  India 
their  desiro  that  the  Resolution  of  this 
House  should  be  curied  into  effect? 
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Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  This 
qaestion  has  been  answered  hy  my  noble 

'  Friend  in  the  other  House  and  hy  myself 
in  this  House  in  identical  terms.  There 

i  can  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  spirit  of  the 
answer  which  we  gave,  and  there  is  no 

I  necessity  to  add  anything  to  it.  I  will 
only  say  that  my  noble  Friend  is  pre- 
paring ft  Despatch  upon  the  subject, 
which  will  shortly  be  sent  to  the  Goveni- 
Dtent  of  India. 

THE  ROYAL  WEDDING. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.) :  I  should  tike  to  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  a  question,  but,  if  he  would 
{ffefer  it,  I  will  give  him  notice  of  it.  I 
wish  to  ask  whether  the  GoTemment 
iatend  to  make  any  arrangement  for  the 
representation  of  this  House  at  the  Royal 
wedding,  and  whether  Mr.  Speaker  is  to 
be  requested  to  attend  officially  on  behalf 
of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  should 
be  glad  to  have  notice  of  that  question. 

THE  FINANCIAL  CLAUSES. 
Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cier of  the  Exchequer  whether  he  will, 
for  the  convenience  of  the  House, 
consider  whether  he  can  present  another 
form  of  Return  such  as  that  moved  for 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cambridge  University,  showing  the  per- 
centages that  will  be  contributed  towards 
the  Revenue  by  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, and  giving  those  figures  which  have 
been  discovered  to  be  the  correct  figures  ? 
I  think  it  would  be  for  the  convenience 
of  the  Committee  and  would  facilitate 
the  Debate  if  every  person  used  the  same 
figures  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  will  inquire 
and  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  an 
answer  to-morrow.  I  understand  he 
wants  it  in  the  form  of  the  Paper  on 
Financial  Relations. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  The  Return  asked 
fw  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridge 
showed  the  latest  percentage,  taking  all 
the  various  calculations  of  Excise  and 
Costoms  ;  and  I  would  suggest,  if  it  could 
be  done  without  much  trouble  and  ex- 
pense, that  the  latest  Returns  should  all 
be  corrected  so  as  to  show  the  true 
figures. 


Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  let  me  have  a 
memorandum  in  writing  showiug  exactly 
what  he  wants  I  will  give  him  an  answer 
to-morrow. 

Mr.  BRODRICK:  (Surrey,  Goild- 
ford)  :  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
give  directions  that  all  the  Papers  deal- 
ing with  these  figures  shall  be  circulated 
with  the  Votes.  By  some  misapprehen- 
sion the  important  Papers  presented  last 
Friday  night  have  never  been  circulated, 
and  there  has  been  only  a  limited  number 
of  copies  at  the  Vote  Office. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  will  inquire 
into  thai. 

THE  AMENDED  CLAUSES. 
Mr.  HARTLEY  (Islington,  N.):  WiU 
the  Prime  Mini&ter  be  kind  enough  to 
have  reprinted  the  clauses  of  the  Home 
Rule  Bill  which  we  have  passed  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  think 
it  vtould  be  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House  that  that  should  be  done. 

BALLOTING  AND  NOTIOE-GIVINO. 
MajorRASCH:  Idesire,Mr. Speaker, 
to  ask  your  ruling  on  the  following  point. 
On  Friday  uight  last  I  obtained  first 
place  in  the  ballot,  and  had  intended  to 
make  use  of  it  to  call  attention  to  the 
question  of  agricultural  depression  ;  but 
after  giving  public  Notice  I  accidentally 
omitted  to  hand  in  a  written  Notice  until 
two  days  afterwards.  I  wish  to  know 
whether,  on  that  account,  I  lose  precedence 
on  July  7  ? 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Notts.,  Rushcliffe)  : 
Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  explain 
that  on  Monday  night  I  noticed  that 
there  -was  no  Motion  down  for  Friday, 
July  7,  and  I  therefore  placed  my  own 
name  on  the  Notice  Pa])er  on  the  Table. 
I  had'  no  intention  of  taking  advantage 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman. 

*Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  only  gave  public  Notice  of  his 
Motion,  and  it  is  obviously  necessary  to 
hand  in  a  Notice  in  writing  to  the  Clerk 
at  the  Table.  Not  having  done  so,  I  am 
afraid  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
loses  his  precedence.  Of  course,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Nottingham- 
shire was  entitled,  under  the  circum- 
stances, to  put  his  Notice  down.  ■ 
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COMMITTEE.     [PrO^TCM,  14tk  Jutie.'] 
[T\VEXTr-FIB8T  NIGHT,] 

GoQsidered  iu  Committee. 

(lu  the  Committee.) 

.  Legisiative  Authority, 

'Clause  4  (Reatrictious  on  powers  of 
Irish  Legislature). 

Sib  T.  lea  (Londondeny,  S.)  said, 
he  desired  to  more  an  Amendment  with 
the  object  of  preyenting  the  Irish  L^is- 
lature  from  passing  any  law, 

Whereby  there  shall  be  any  increased  use  of 
the  Irish  languid  in  lieu  of  Eaglish  in  national 
schools,  conrts  of  law,  or  other  places  where 
public  money  is  expended." 

He  said,  h6  had  found  it  quite  impossible 
and  contrary  to  the  Rules  to  try  and  get  a 
clear  understanding  on  some  of  the  points 
contained  in  the  Biil  by  putting  questions 
in  the  House,  and  he  was,  therefore, 
compelled  to  raise  them  on  Amendments. 
Ho  might  be  told  that  it  was  not  likely 
that  tlus  question  of  the  Irish  language 
would  ever  be  raised  in  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  he  could  conceive  that  such  a 
proposal  as  that  against  wh  ich  his  Amend- 
ment was  aimed  might  meet  with  the 
approval  of  a  Nationalist  Party,  for  they 
had  had  an  indication  of  that  in  a  ques- 
tion put  the  other  day  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Louth,  as  to  whether  it 
would  be  au  offence  under  the  Highways 
Act  if  the  name  of  the  owner  of  a 
cart  were  printed  on  tfae  vehicle  in  Xrish 
instead  of  in  English.  It  might  possibly 
be  argued — We  have  our  own  National 
Parliament,  why  ^ould  we  not  have  our 
own  National  language  ?  ^  All  he  asked 
was  that  if  the  Parliament  had  power  to 
adopt  the  Irish  language  the  English- 
speaking  population  should  not  be  com- 
pelled to  pay  for  it.  What  he  objected 
to  was  giving  an  Irish  Parliament  power 
to  compel  the  use  of  the  Irish  language 
iu  parts  of  Ireland  where  English  was 
always  spoken.  He  had  been  in  Land 
Courts  in  the  West  of  Ireland  with 
no  one  but  the  ofKcials  and  the  priest — 
in  one  case  it  was  the  celebrated  Fatiier 
M*Faddea  (who,  whatever  might  be  said 
of  him,  did  look  after  the  material  welfare 
of  bis  flDck)-^who  w^e  able  to  sp^k  Eng- 


lish. At  the  present  moment  inlriah  schools 
the  Irish  language  was  optional,  and  the 
Education  Commissioners  reported,  as  an 
evidence  of  the  desire  for  the  revival  of 
that  language,  that  of  the  teachers,  who 
bad  gone  up  for  examination  in  spedal 
subjects  13  were  candidates  in  Irish  and 
only  two  in  Greek.  Some  people  would 
say — '*  The  Irish  language  is  dying  out ; 
why,  therefore,  consider  the  matter?" 
But  Statistical  Returns  would  couvey  & 
different  idea.  No  doubt  the  number  of 
those  who  spoke  only  Irish  was  diminish- 
ing ;  but  the  Census  Returns  showed 
that  a  large  increase  was  taking  place 
in  those  who  spoke  both  Irish  and 
English.  From  1^1  \  to  1881  there 
had  been  an  increase  of  171,000  in  the 
number  of  those  who  could  speak  both 
languages.  In  County  Gralway  d8  per 
cent,  of  the  people  were  acquainted  with 
Irish,  and  in  County  Mayo  50  per  cent 
He  submitted,  therefore,  that  this  point 
was  an  important  one,  and  that  if  the 
Government  did  not  wish  to  see  Irish 
recognised  as  the  language  of  the  future 
in  Ireland  they  should  say  so  in  the  BilL 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  after  line  29,  to  insert,  "  (5)  WTiere- 
by  there  shall  be  any  increased  use  of  the  Irish 
language  iu  lieu  of  English  in  national  schools, 
courts  of  law,  or  other  plac^  where  pablic 
money  is  expended ;  or."— (-Kr  T.  Lea.") 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlet,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne) :  I  certainly  think 
that  with  Amendments  like  this  we  are 
getting  down  to  the  dregs  of  triviality. 
The  hon.  Member  says  he  has  raised 
what  is  really  an  important  point,  and 
he  gives  a  number  of  figures,  interesting 
enough  in  their  own  place,  to  show  how 
many  people  speak  Irish  only,  and  how 
many  are  bi-lingual  and  speak  both 
English  and  Irish.  These  are  interest- 
ing matters,  but  they  are  considerations 
not  for  this  Parliament,  but  for  the  Irish 
Legislature.  If  there  is  a  matter  which 
is  exclusively  Irish  I  should  think  it  is 
the  use  of  the  Irish  language.  One  <d 
the  most  ingenious  arguments  of  the  hoo. 
Member  was  that  if  the  Irish  Parliament 
were  allowed  an  increasing  use  of  the 
Irish  language  it  would  encourage  the 
Welsh  in  their  desires  iu  du>t  direetion. 
I  cannot  imagine  an  Amendment  wjhiih 
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requires  less  of  an  answer.  I  would 
point  out  to  the  boo.  Gentlemau  that  in 
oor  Education  Act  we  sanction  the  use 
of  French  in  the  schools  of  the  Channel 
iBlands,  and  we  sanction  the  use  of 
Welsh  in  Welsh  schools.  Nobody  who 
koows  anything  about  the  subject  will 
deny  that  Irish  literature  is  a  thing 
worth  preserving ;  but  to  bring  ns  down 
torn  that  high  region  to  a  common, 
practical  level — take  the  case  of  a  gaol 
with  Irish-speaking  prisoners — which  is 
possible  enough,  say  in  County  Donegal 
—is  it  not  to  be  permitted  to  appoint  an 
Irish-speaking  chaplain  ?  But  I  really 
will  not  go  more  fully  into  the  matter. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.) :  I  think  that  with  the  general 
object  the  hon.  .Member  for  London- 
derry has  in  view  all  sides  of  the 
House  will  sympathise.  I,  at  all 
events,  have  always  held  the  view  that, 
however  much  may  be  sud  for  the  con- 
tinued scholarly  study  of  the  various 
branches  of  the  Celtic  language,  it  is  not 
expedient,  in  the  interests  of  the  people 
concerned,  that  a  check  should  be  thrown 
in  the  way  of  any  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects 
speaking  English  as  their  own  mother 
tongue.  There  are,  perhaps,  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom  where  that  truth — if  it 
beatruth — has  not  been  adequately  learnt; 
but  I  confess,  so  far  as  I  was  able  to 
observe  in  Ireland,  when  I  was  respon- 
sible for  the  administration  of  the  country, 
tiiat  though  there  may  have  been  gen- 
tlemen representing  Ireland  below  the 
Grangway  who  desired  to  see  Irish 
revived,  there  is  no  general  wish, 
on  the  part  either  of  gentlemen  from 
Ireland  or  of  those  ihey  represent,  to 
substitute  Irish  for  English  in  the 
ordinary  concerns  of  life,  either  as  an 
instmmeut  of  education  or  as  an  instru- 
ment for  carrying  on  business.  1  hope 
Irish  may  always  be  studied,  as  it 
has  an  antiquarian  interest.  I  hope 
it  may  be  studied  for  the  pur- 
pose of  keeping  alive  the  memory  of 
interesting  antiquities,  which  can  only  be 
studied  throngb  the  medium  of  the  Irish 
language  ;  but  I  do  not  think  the  danger 
the  hon.  Baronet  contemplates  is  a  real 
one,  and,  if  it  were,  I  am  for  once  forced 
to  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Geutleman 
opposite,  and  to  say  it  is  a  matter  which 
is  not  likely  to  be  injurious  to  the  loyal 
minority  in  Ireland,  or  to  Imperial 
interests.   I  am,  on  the  whole,  not  dis- 


posed to  think  that  this  is  a  question  on 
which  it  would  be  worth  while  for  this 
House  to  attempt  to  make  any  serious 
curtailment  of  tbe  privileges  and  powers 
of  an  Irish  Parliament.  I  hope,  under  the 
circumstances,  that  the  hon.  Baronet, 
while  he  will  not  understand  me  as 
taking  exception  to  the  general  policy  of 
his  proposal,  will,  at  any  rate,  not  put  the 
Committee  to  the  trouble  of  dividmg. 

Mh.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.) :  I  think 
the  hon.  Baronet  mnst  have  felt  that  the 
delicate  sarcasm  of  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  is  even  more  painful  than  the 
direct  invective  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland.  Out  of  every  130  persons 
in  Ireland  one  person  speaks  Irish,  and 
the  hon.  Baronet's  theory  is  that  the 
other  129  people  will  take  to  the  stndy 
of  Irish  for  tbe  purpose  of  holding  com- 
munication with  that  one  individual,  and 
will,  at  the  same  time,  give  up  the  study 
of  English,  or  endeavour  to  rid  themselvea 
of  the  knowledge  of  English,  so  that 
they  cannot  hold  communication  with  the 
main  body  of  the  community  and  the 
world  at  large.  Frivolous,  extremely 
frivolous,  as  this  Amendment  is,  I  am  not 
sorry  that  it  has  been  moved.  It  is  an 
excellent  object  lesson  for  the  people  of 
England,  as  a  type  of  the  kind  of  danger 
which  the  Unionist  imagination  engenders 
in  the  Unionist  mind. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.E., 
Holdemess)  said,  that  the  policy  the  hon. 
Baronet  wislrad  to  provide  against  had 
been  adopted  by  Russia  in  Finland,  and, 
he  thought,  Poland.  This  was  by  no 
means  a  trivial  matter ;  and  if  the  hon. 
Baronet  divided  be  should  vote  with 
him. 

Sib  T.  lea  said,  his  object  had  been 
to  extract  from  the  Government  an  ex- 
pression of  opinion  on  this  subject,  and, 
having  attained  that  object,  he  would 
ask  leave  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 
["Nojno!"] 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

•Mb.  hartley  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
he  wished  to  move  to  leave  out  Sub- 
section 5.  This  sub-section  was  notiu  the 
Bill  of  1886 ;  therefore  it  was  evident 
that  it  had  been  put  in  for  some  s})ectal 
purpose.  It  was  an  imitation  of  the 
American  Constitution,  and  it  evidently 
originated  from  tbe  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of.  Lancaster,  who,  sincd  1886, 
had  been  very  assiduous  in  the  studj|i>of 
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the  American  Constitution.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duehj  wished,  he  supposed,  to  see  the 
American  system  of  jurisprudence  and 
o  IMagistrates  introduced  into  England, 
and  he  wished  to  see  the  words  of  Sub- 
section 5  introduced  into  the  Bill, 
namely — 

"The  power  of  the  Irish  Legislature  shall 
not  extend  to  the  making  of  any  law  whereby 
any  peisoD  may  be  deprived  of  life,  liberty,  or 

Eroperty,  without  due  process  of  law,  or  nmj 
e  deemed  the  equal  protection  of  the  laws,  or 
whereby  private  property  may  be  taken  with- 
out just  compensation." 

In  considering  this  they  might  leave  out 
of  mind  altogether  the  words  "  due  pro- 
cess of  law."  ^Nobody  seemed  to  under- 
Atand  what  tber  really  meant.  No 
American  lawyer  had  yet  been  able 
absolutely  to  tell  how  much  they  em- 
braced ;  therefore,  he  thought  they  might 
consider  that  they  were  really  going  to 
enact  in  the  Bill  that  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture should  not  deprive  any  person  of, 
life,  liberty,  or  property.  In  these  De- 
bates the  idea  had  been  contiuually 
brought  before  the  Committee  of  confi- 
dence and  want  of  confidence  in  the 
Irish  people.  The  Prime  Minister  and 
the  Chief  Secretary  had  continually  re- 
ferred to  thiSf  and  the  Attorney  General 
had  done  the  same  yesterday.  But 
he  (Mr.  Bartiey)  would  ask  whether 
anything  could  show  greater  dis- 
trust of  the  Irish  Legislature  they 
were  about  to  create  than  the  words 
of  this  sub-section  ?  Was  there 
a  stDgle  Amendment  moved  by  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill  which  could  come 
within  a  measurable  distance  of  the 
indictment  of  want  of  confidence  in 
the  Irish  people  of  a  clanse  declaring  that 
the  Irish  Legislature  should  not  be  able 
to  deprive,  auj  person  of  life,  liberty, 
or  property  ?  He  could  not  think  that 
this  meant  anything  else  than  enacting 
that  this  new  Legislature  should  not 
kill  Dor  steal.  It  indicated,  to  his  mind, 
a  total  distrust  of  the  Irish  Legislature. 
Did  the  Government  think  that  L^isla- 
ture  would  be  likely  to  deprive  anybody 
of  life,  liberty,  or  property,  without  due 
process  of  law  ?  If  they  thought  so,  it 
-was  criminal  on  their  part  to  give  them 
Home  Kule  at  all.  He  was  surprised  to 
see  the  Irish  Members  accept  the  sub- 
section— he  was  astonished  that  they  did 
not  resent  it  as  an  insult.  It  would  be 
an  insult  to  a  boy  going  to  school  if  they 

Mr.  Bartiey 


were  to  tell  him  that  he  was  not  to  stesL 
If  the  Government  thought  the  Irish 
Legislature  was  going  to  be  fairly  reason- 
able and  honest  they  had  no  busmesa 
at  all  to  put  these  wordtr  in  the  Bill 
There  were  many  persons  in  the  Home 
who  did  not  believe  in  this  Irish  L^;iB-  ' 
latui;e,  and  who  had  a  strong  snspidm 
that  it  would  not  be  fair  to  the  loyal 
minority — that,  judging  from  past  events, 
it  would  be  tyrannical.  But  what  wbs 
the  use  of  this  sub-section  as  a  safe- 
guard ?  Let  him  read  a  passage  from 
Lecky  in  an  article  written  by  him  od 
this  very  subject.    He  wrote— 

"  Place  at  the  head  of  affaire  men  who  baie 

for  years  been  the  preachers  of  anarchy,  and, 
whether  they  wish  it  or  not,  all  the  elements  of 
anarchy  will  be  inevitably  let  loose.  Give  the 
power  of  the  police  to  disloyal  and  dishonest 
men,  who  wish  to  confiscate  and  not  to  pro- 
tect property,  and  no  paper  guarantees  will  be 
of  the  smallest  value.  What  importance  out 
be  attached  to  the  provision  that  no  one  may 
be  deprived  of  property  without  due  procaaa 
law  and  just  compensation,  when  the  veiy 
danger  to  be  feared  is  unjust  l^slation,  tisd 
when  it  is  left  to  the  teachers  of  spoliation  to 
define  compensation.'' 

It  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Bartiey)  that  to 
tell  the  members  of  the  National  Leagae 
and  the  Land  League  and  the  Flan  (rf 
Campaign  and  boycotters  that  they  were 
not  to  deprive  persons  of  life,  libertj, 
or  property,  without  due  process  of  law, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  give  them  the 
power  to  make  the  laws,  was  merely  at 
best  throwiug  dust  in  the  eyes  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  in  order  to  make 
them  think  that  they  were  safeguarding 
the  interests  that  might  suffer.  He  had 
referred  to  the  words  "  without  due 
process  of  law."  Everybody  admitted 
that  those  words  were  practically  in- 
comprehensible— ^that  they  had  never 
yet  been  understood  ;  that  they  were  not 
underatood  ;  and'  that  they  had  never  yet 
been  defined  by  any  competent  legal 
tribunal.  But,  whether  they  were  under- 
stood or  not,  the  fact  remained  that  the 
Irish  Legislature  was  to  make  the  law. 
Practically  speaking,  therefore,  it  came 
to  this  :  that  the  makers  of  the  law  would 
be  the  interpreters  of  the  law  in  these 
matters.  They  would  be  like  die  captain 
on  board  ship,  who,  if  it  was  not  eight 
bells,  made  it  eight  bells.  The  Govau- 
ment  would  leave  the  decision  as  to 
what  would  be  due  process  of 
law  to  the  people  who  might 
want  to  evade  the  due  process  of  lav. 
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If  the  Irish  Legislature  &t  any  time 
wanted  to  deprive  aoyooe  of  life,  liberty, 
or  property  in  spite  of  this  clause,  they 
eould  make  any  process  they  liked  "  due 
process  of  law,"  and  in  that  way  comply 
absolutely  with  the  Statute.  Therefore, 
be  held  that  puttiug  iti  these  words  was 
really  a  sham  aud  a  farce,  and,  for  all 
practical  purposes,  a  cruel  joke  on  the 
loyal  minority  in  Ireland.  Again,  there 
was  a  very  significant  change  in  the 
words  of  the  Bill  as  compared  with  those 
of  the  American  Constitution.  In  the 
American  Constitution  there  were  several 
words  which  were  not  in  this  sub-section, 
and  the  fact  was  very  suggestive.  The 
sub-section  said — 

"  Or  whereby  private  property  may  be  talcen 
witiboot  just  compensation." 

But  the  American  Constitution  had  three 
additional  words.    It  said — 

**  Whereby  private  property  may  be  taken  for 
public  use  without  just  compensation." 

That  seemed  to  him  to  throw  a  good  deal 
of  side  light  on  the  whole  position.  It 
was  clear  that  in  America  the  idea  of 
taking  private  property  for  any  purpose 
except  public  use  was  practically  con- 
sidered an  impossibility.  But  America,  on 
the  other  hand,  had  an  important  clause  tu 
its  Constitution  forbidding  the  passing  of 
any  law  to  impair  the  obligation  of 
contracts,  which  was  closely  allied  to 
this  subject.  For  some  reason  or  other 
those  words  had  been  left  out  of  the  Bill. 
Looking  at  the  care  which  had  been  dis- 
played in  the  framing  of  this  measure, 
and  looking  at  the  number  of  years  that 
had  been  devoted  to  it,  he  could  not  think 
that  those  words  had  been  omitted 
altogether  by  accident,  and  it  seemed  to 
him  clear  that  the  Gorernment  were 
afraid  that  there  was  a  possible  danger  of 
the  Irish  Legislature  even  being  guilty 
of  taking  private  property  for  pri- 
vate purposes  without  giWng  just  com- 
pensation. The  snb-aectioa,  however 
H  was  looked  at,  seemed  to  him  objection- 
able. For  those  who  believed  in  the 
honesty  of  the  proposed  Irish  Legislature, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  it  was  an  insult  to 
pat  these  words  in  the  Bill ;  and  he  did 
not  think  they  ought  to  be  supported  by 
anyoae  except  those  who  really  and 
truly  (as  the  Unionist  Party  had  been 
accused  of  doing)  believed  that  the  Irish 
Legislature  would  be  impassioned  by 
evu.  But  if  they  believed  in  the  honesty 
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and  fairness  of  the  Irish  Legislature,  they 
were  simply  enacting  a  farce  altogether 
in  laying  down  that  that  legislature  was 
not  to  do  things  which,  according  to 
the  ordinary  common  laws  of  morality,  it 
would  be  taken  far  granted  they  would 
not  do.  If  the  loyal  minority  in  Ireland 
had  to  depend  on  the  safeguards  in  the 
clause,  that  minority  would  he  in  a  very 
poor  and  miserable  position.  Therefore, 
although  he  did  not  profess  to  think  that 
the  measure  would  ever  do  much  good, 
he  believed  it  would  do  more  harm  than 
good  if  it  was  full  of  these  restrictions. 
Feeling  sure,  as  he  did,  that  as  soon  as 
the  Irish  people  had  a  Government  they 
would  set  to  work  to  get  rid  of  these 
restrictions  and  insulting  insinuations, 
he  urged  that  these  words  should  be 
omitted. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
Sub-section  5. — (Mr.  Bartley.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
<  Whereby  *  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian)  :  If  I  desired 
to  answer  the  first  part  of  the  hon. 
Member^  speech  I  should  do  it  by 
referring  to  the  second  part,  and  if  I 
were  to  answer  the  second  part  I  should 
do  it  by  referring  to  the  first  part.  One 
part  was  for  unbounded  oonfidence  in 
Irish  Legislature,  and  the  second 

fart  was  an  argument  showing  that  the 
rish  Legislature — although  I  do  not 
know  how  he  knew  it — would  be  com- 
posed of  men  who  are  the  apostles  of 
anarchy,  and  will  be  totally  unfit  to 
make  laws  for  others.  That  is  a  fair 
equilibrium  between  the  two  parts  of 
the  speech,  but  I  do  not  see  how  that 
termines  the  balance  between  them  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  warrant  his  moving 
the  Amendment.  I  could  understand 
either  portion  of  the  speech  alone,  but 
how  to  reconcile  the  two  is  certainly 
beyond  any  skill  of  mine.  The  hon. 
Member  has  not  measured  accurately 
the  powers  of  the  Irish  Legislature^ 
neither  has  he  estimated  the  value  of  the 
words  "due  process  of  law."  As 
regards  the  powers  of  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature, I  distinctly  understood  the  hon. 
Member  to  say  that  these  words  "  due 
process  of  law  "  would  be  so  interpreted 
by  the  Irish  Legislature  as  to  enable 
them  to  make  their  laws  In^cfa  a  wot* 
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aa  to  place  tbem  ia  whatever  relation 

they  pleased  to  the  phrase.  But  that  is 
not  BO.  These  words  being  incorpo- 
rated in  the  Act  of  Parliament  become 
thereby  a  portioti  of  the  Magna  Charta 
of  the  Irish  Legislature,  and  cannot  be 
abrogated  by  aiiythiug  that  the  Irish 
Legislature  may  do.  If  their  Acts  are 
challenged  in  the  Courts,  the  Courts,  iu 
view  of  this  phrase,  will  have  to  deter- 
mine the  question  whether  they  are  law 
or  whether  they  are  not.  The  hon. 
Member  very  much  underrates  the  value 
of  the  phrase.  I  do  not  say  it  has 
received — I  do  not  say  it  can  receive — 
an  exhaustive  legal  interpretation  ;  but  it 
is  a  phrase  that  rests  on  authority 
of  the  utmost  weight.  The  phrase  was 
first  promulgated  by  Lord  Coke  himself, 
and  is  an  authentic  rendering  of  a  phrase 
iu  Magna  Charta  itself.  It  has  been  sub- 
jected, from  time  to  time,  to  judicial 
interpretation,  and  it  has  been  made  the 
foundatioD  :of  very  impwtant  judicial 
decisions.  I  have  no  doubt  that  in  the 
natural  course  of  things  it  will  continue 
so  to  be  made  the  subject  of  decisions, 
and  probably  it  will  operate,  as  it  has 
already  operated,  with  great  lucidity  in 
securing  a  strict  adherence  to  the  rules  of 
justice.  The  hou.  Member  stated  that 
the  sub-section  is  one  insulting  to  the 
Irish  nation.  That  contention,  it  seems 
to  me,  can  be  disposed  of  in  two  ways. 
In  the  first  place,  that  view  is  not  shared 
by  those  who  represeut  Ireland  and  who 
are  entitled  to  speak  for  Ireland  •  and  in 
the  next  place— and  this,  if  possible,  is 
even  weightier  to  my  mind — the  words 
of  the  sub-section,  if  not  in  absolute 
correspondence,  are  very  nearly  in  corre- 
spondence with  words  in  the  American 
Constitution  bearing  upon  the  several 
States  of  America.  The  States,  it  must 
be  remembered,  are  Sovereign  States,  and 
have  themselves  delegated  and  given  the 
authority  by  which  this  language  is  applied 
to  them.  If  this  had  been  the  language 
sumply  of  the  Fedwal  Grovemment  it 
would  have  been  enough  to  say — "  We 
know  full  well  that  no  language  of  sus- 
picion or  disparagement  would  be  used 
by  the  Federal  Government  with  regard 
to  the  Sovereign  States  ;  "  but  it  is  not 
the  language  of  the  Federal  Government. 
It  is  the  language  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  Constitution  which  rests  on  the 
authority  of  the  several  States.  It  is 
idle,  und&r  these  circumstances,  to  say  that 
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any  disparagement  can  attach  to  the 
words  in  the  sub-section,  and  we  have 
satisfied  ourselves,  in  the  first  instance, 
that  they  import  no  insult.  I  do  not  say 
I  believe  these  words  to  be  absolutely 
necessary.  I  am  sick  of  repeatiug  that 
our  object  in  framing  the  Bill  has  been 
not  altogether  to  use  words  which  we 
conceive  to  be  necessary,  but  to  adopt' 
language  which  is  demanded  from  us  by 
the  apprehensions  aud  jealousies  of  others 
when  we  believe  that  such  language 
cannot  be  injurious.  Having  so  inserted 
these  words,  uu'iess  some  more  valid  reason 
is  shown  for  their  withdrawal  than  we 
have  yet  heard  we  must  decline  to  accept 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  RENTOUL  (Down,  E.)  said, 
that  assuming  with  the  Prime  Minister 
that  the  Nationalists  in  Ireland  were  in- 
capable of  doing  anything  to  injure  the 
loyal  minority  let  them  regard  Sab-sectioa 
5  as  it  stood  before  them.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  said  these  words  were  not 
insulting,  because  the  Irish  Nationalists 
did  not  consider  them  to  be  so.  But  the 
Irish  Nationalists  did  not  consider  tbem 
insulting,  because  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  himself  responsible  for  them. 
Nothing  could  be  an  insult  unless  it  was 
intended  to  be  an  insult,  and  clearly  these 
words  were  not  intended  by  the  Prime 
Minister  as  an  insult  to  bis  friends  below 
the  Gangway  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House.  But  suppose  this  section 
had  been  proposed  by  someone  not  on 
terms  of  friendship  with  the  Nationalist 
Party,  wonld  they  not  have  regarded  it 
as  about  the  most  insulting  thing 
which  could  be  put  upon  Uie  Paperr 
That  was  not  really  the  point. 
The  matter  that  chiefly  weighed  with 
him  was  this.  He  had  talked  over  the 
section  with  a  large  number  of  gentlemen 
who  belonged  to  the  legal  profession,  and 
without  a  single  e3,ception  they  declared 
they  did  not  understand  it,  and  had  no 
idea  of  what  was  meant  by  it.  Th» 
statnnent  of  the  Prime  Minister  had  not 
made  the  matter  any  more  dear  to  him. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  wonld  ask 
the  Attorney  General  whether  it  wonld 
not  be  possible  for  the  Irish  L^islature 
under  the  sub-section  to  pass  a  law  pro- 
hibiting Party  processions  and  providing 
that  any  person  convicted  of  engaging  in 
a  Party  procession  should  be  imprisoned, 
say,  for  12  months  ?  This  would  not  be 
depriving  a  person  of  hi%  Ubwtjc  withont 
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due  process  of  law,  because  the  persoD 
would  be  tried  before  the  Court  iu  the 
usaal  way.  Then,  with  regard  to  de- 
priving peraous  of  property,  he  would 
ask  the  Attorney  General  whether  it 
wonld  not  be  possible  for  the  Irish 
Legislature  to  pass  an  enoctipent  that 
the  occupier  of  land  should  be  the  sole 
owner,  and  that  if  a  person  occupied  land 
for  a  giveu  term,  say  seven  years,  he 
should  become  ipso  facto  owner  ?  These 
were  cases  which  he  thought  were  very 
likely  to  happen  under  the  Irish  Legisla- 
tare.  With  regard  to  depriving  perBous 
of  life,  it  was,  of  course,  possible  that 
the  Irish  liCgislature  might  make  sheep- 
stealiog  a  capital  offence.  He  did  not 
think  it  was  likely  they  would  do 
so  ;  butf  at  the  same  time,  it  would 
be  possible  nnder  the  sub-section 
as  it  stood.  The  Prime  Minister  said 
that  very  clear  decisions  had  been  gireu 
with  regard  to  the  words  "  without  dne 
process  of  law.*'  The  Attorney  General 
well  knew  there  was  a  statement  made 
with  regard  to  the  Statute  of  Frauds  that 
"every  sentence  of  it  was  worth  a 
raneom,"  and  that  someone  had'  very 
properly  replied  to  that  statement,  "  and 
every  sentence  of  it  has  cost  a  ransom." 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  every  line  of  the 
Statute  of  Frauds  had  cost  at  least  a 
million  of  money  in  litigation.  Did  the 
€rovernment  want  this  Bill  to  be  placed 
in  the  same  prattion  ?  Possibly  the 
Attorney  Gencnral  might  be  able  to  make 
the  matter  a  little  more  clear  than  the 
Tiime  Minister  had  done. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddington, 
S.) :  I  cannot  see  that  in  Sub-section  o 
there  can  be  anything  insulting  to  any 
Party,  of  course  including  Members 
of  the  Irish  Legislature  ;  because  the 
principles  it  embodies  are  the  principles 
of  elementary,  constitutional,  and  execu- 
tive morality— the  principles  on  which 
every  civilised  Govemment  carries  on  its 
aflairs.  Whether  the  i^ausegoes  quite 
&r  enough  it  is  difficult  to  say.  All  I 
can  say  is  that  it  might  be  added  to  so  as 
to  bring  it  within  the  limits  of  what  I 
may  call  ordinary  political  executive 
common  sense,  without  in  the  least  giving 
Ireland  cause  to  complaint  or  any  reason 
to  think  that  her  interests  are  in  any  way 
injured.  Of  course,  the  source  of  the 
objection  to  the  sub-section  is  naturally 
that  it  is  borrowed  almost  entirely  from 
theCoostitution  on  which  the  Chancellor 


Ireland  Bill.  1090 

of  the  Duchy  (Mr.  Bryce)  has  written 
some  instructive  and  learned  history. 
But  there  are  other  regulations  of  the 
United  States  bearing  on  those  subjects 
which  I  think  cannot  have  been  omitted 
deliberately,  and  I  am  at  a  loss  to  imagine 
why  any  English  statesman  or  any  English 
historian  who  has  studied  the  Constitu- 
tion of  a  popular  chuacter  should  have 
omitted  them.  I  take  Section  1  of  the 
added  Articles  of  the  United  States  Con- 
stitution, and  I  find  it  is  practically  con- 
tained in  this  section.  It  runs  as  follows : — 

"  Nor  shall  any  State  deprive  any  person  of 
life,  liberty,  or  property  without  due  procesf  of 
law,  nor  deny  to  any  person  within  its  jarisdio- 
tlon  equal  protection  of  the  laws." 

But  the  Government  will  find  that  in 
another  part  of  the  Constitution  it  is  pro- 
vided that  no  ex  pott  feteto  laws  shall  be 
passed.  That  is  a  very  important  provi- 
sion. There  is  no  instance  in  modem 
times  in  our  Parliament  of  «x  post  facto 
law,  and  I  do  not  see  why  the  prohibition 
of  such  legislation  should  apparently  be 
excluded  from  Sub-section  5  of  this 
clause.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
(Mr.  Bryce),  in  a  very  interesting  review 
of  the  United  States  Constitution,  remarks 
that  >  many  State  Constitutions  provide 
that  no  ex  post  facto  law  and  no  law 
impairing  the  obligation  of  contracts 
would  be  passed  by  the  States  Legisl^ 
ture.  I  cannot  believe  that  the  omission 
of  a  provision  of  this  kind  is  intentional 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  and  I 
cannot  believe  there  can  be  any  possible 
objection  to  the  strengthening  of  the 
clause  in  this  direction.  A  provision 
respecting  ex  post  facto  legislation  is 
one  which  no  Legislative  Assembly  can 
possibly  object  to.  I  want  to  ask 
whether  some  interpretation  might  be 
given  to  the  words  "due process  of  law" 
under  the  powers  of  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture? I  hope  I  have  not  detained  the 
Committee  too  long;  but  I  think  the 
points  I  hare  brought  before  them 
deserve  a  very  clear  explanation. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  T 
think  that  the  question  of  omitting 
the  sub-section  hardly  constitutes  a 
proper  opportunity  for  going  into 
these  questions.  I  have  given  the 
most  distinct  opinion  upon  the  meaning 
of  "  due  process  of  law."  At  the  same 
time,  the  noble  Lord  is  quite  justified  in 
wishing  that  my  opinion  shonld  be  re- 
stated or  corrected  by  someone  y^**^ 
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anthority  is  so  much  higher  than  mine. 
I  think  he  will  agree,  howerer,  that  the 
point  he  has  referred  to  ought  to  be 
raised  on  the  wording  of  the  sub-section. 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said, 
he  hoped  time  would  not  be  unnecessarily 
occupied  in  the  discussion  of  this  Amend- 
ment. The  sub-section  had  been  described 
by  the  Mover  as  going  too  far  ;  but  the 
argument  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Faddiugton  (Lord  B.  Churchill) 
showed  that  it  did  not  go  iar  enough. 
That  argament  was,  he  (Sir  A.  Bollit) 
thought^  entitled  to  consideration.  The 
propriety  of  refraining  from  legislating 
ex  post  facto  was  recognised  in  all  forms 
of  jurisprudence.  As  to  the  argumeut 
which  was  founded  upon  the  suggestion 
of  insult,  if  it  were  a  good  one,  much  of 
the  Bill  and  many  of  the  Amendments 
came  within  the  same  description.  It 
seemed,  however,  to  be  perfectly  clear 
that  the  Irish  Legislature  was  to  be  a 
subordinate  body  ;  and,  therefore,  it  was 
necessary  to  limit  the  powers  to  be  con- 
ferred upon  it,  and  unless  such  limitation 
were  clearly  effected,  there  would  be  a 
very  grave  danger  of  ther  abuse — ^he  did 
not  use  the  term  in  the  slightest  degree 
offensively  to  Irish  Members— of  the 
powers  conferred  upon  the  subordinate 
Legislature.  Au  hou.  Member  had  con- 
tended that  if  the  sub-section  had  passed 
in  its  present  form  the  immediate  occu- 
pier could,  by  an  Act  of  the  Irish  Par- 
liament, have  conferred  upon  him  the 
property  of  which  he  was  the  occupier. 
He  (Sir  A.  RoUit)  thought  this  was  a 
wholly  wrong  aud  narrow  interpretation 
of  the  term  "  property."  In  one  sense 
— and  the  term  was  somewhat  ambiguous 
— the  occupier  had  a  property,  but  the 
re\''ersioner  was  really  the  owner ;  and, 
therefore,  to  coufiscate  the  reversionary 
interest  would  clearly  be  an  invasion  of  the 
terms  of  the  sub-section,  which  provided 
that  private  property  might  not  be  taken 
without  compensation.  If  that  were  a 
true  case,  it  illustrated  the  necessity  for 
the  existence  of  this  proTisioD  in  the 
Bill.  He  did  not  think  it  an  insulting 
provision,  but  a  proper  constitutional 
principle,  and  one  which,  by  the  chief 
instance  given,  in  relation  to  property, 
seemed  to  be  called  for. 

Mtt.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.)  :  I  am  disposed  to  agree  with  my  hon. 
Friend  who  has  just  sat  down  that  this 
is  not  an  iusulting  provision.    But  what 
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we  want  to  know,  or  what  t  nndo^nd 
my  hon.  Friend  wants  to  know,  is  how 
the   GoTernment,  with  their  peculiar 

principles  and  method  of  argument,  and 
their  contention  that  any  limitation  on 
the  Irish  Parliament  is  an  insult 
—  [Mr,  W.  E.  Gladstone  :  No, 
no !] — can  reconcile  that  view  with 
putting  such  a  provision  in  the 
Bill  ?  The  right  hou.  Gentleman  says 
he  never  said  that.  It  is  tine  he 
never  laid  down  such  a  proposition. 
But  we  have  over  and  over  again  sug- 
gested limitatioiw  to  the  power  of  the 
Irish  Parliament  far  less  extreme  in  th^ 
character,  such  as  errors  of  the  IriA 
Parliament — far  less  than  those  intended 
to  be  prevented  by  this  section ;  and 
when  we  have  suggested  these  limita- 
tions the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  his 
most  virtuous  manner,  has  said  we  were 
showing  ourselves  unduly  suspicious  of 
the  intentions  and  policy  to  be  carried 
out  by  the  Irish  Legislature.  How  does 
the  Prime  Minister  meet  the  argument 
that  Is  advanced  by  my  hon.  Friend  in 
moving  this  Amendment  ?  He  sajfr— 
"  Oh,  it  cannot  be  an  insult,  because  it  is 
similar  in  wording  to  a  clause  contained 
In  the  American  Constitution,  and  that 
what  the  American  Sovereign  States 
agreed  to  submit  to  as  a  limitation  of 
their  authority  cannot  be  an  insult  to 
apply  to  the  Irish  Parliament."  I  think 
there  is  a  good  deal  of  force  in  that  con- 
tention, but  I  also  think  it  should  be 
applied  impartially.  I  recollect  that  the 
Government  yesterday  closured  an 
Amendment,  after  half-an-hour^s  dis- 
cussion, upon  the  subject  of  attainder, 
and  the  Irish  Members  exhausted  all  their 
powers  of  interruption  in  order  to  express 
the  absurdity  of  our  suggesting  any  such 
Amendment  and  the  insult  they  con- 
sidered it  to  be  to  their  people  and  their 
proposed  Legislature.  But  acts  of  at- 
tainder are  also  among  those  powers 
ivhlch  the  Sovereign  States  of  America 
gave  up  ;  and  I  cannot  understand,  there- 
fore, why  the  right  hon,  Gentlemui 
should  not  be  a  little  more  equitable  and 
impartial  in  the  application  of  his  own 
principles,  and  why  what  is  a  good  argu- 
ment to-day  at  half-past  4  was  not  a 
good  argument  yesterday  at  5  o'clock. 
Although  the  defence  the  Government 
made  to  this  paiticutar  Amendment  was  ■ 
not  a  very  good  defence,  or  very  mnch 
in  accord  with  their  own  principles,  I  am 
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disposed  to  adviBe  mj  faon.  Friend  not  to 
divide  upon  it  for  two  reasons.    In  the 
first  place,  he  probably  thinks — in  fact, 
he  told  us  he  does  think — that  the  Irish 
Farliameat  18  not  one  to  which  we  can 
give  unfettered  power  over  the  lives, 
liberty,  and  property  of  the  minority, 
and  he  is  anxious  to  see  limitaticus  im- 
posed.   He  thioks  the  limitation  is  im- 
perfect ;  so  do  I,  and  I  think  the  impor- 
tant discQBsion  Trhich  will  be  initiated 
when  we  b^in  to  discnss  the  snb-sectioD 
will  show  that  it  is ;  that  the  power 
here  given  to  the  Irish  Legislature  is 
much  wider  than  that  enjoyed  by  the 
American  States,  and  that  this  so-called 
safeguard  is  no  safeguard  at  all.  In  order 
to  come  to  a  detailed  discussion  on  that 
point,  and  in  order  to  get  to. the  wording 
of  that  section  and  to  what  will  be  in  all 
probability  the  most  important  Debate  on 
the  clause,  I  would  venture  to  suggest 
to  my  hon.   Friend  that   he  ^ould 
withdraw   the  Amendments  and  then 
we  can  proceed  to  a  discussion  on  the 
wording  of  the  sub-section.    On  the 
sub-section  itself  we   can   raise  the 
various  points  we  have  to  raise ;  and 
perhaps   the  gentleman  responsible  for 
the  wording  of  it,  the  Chaocelior  of 
Duchy,  before  we  depart  from  the  sub- 
ject, will  give  us  some  general  view  of 
the  principle  which  has  animated  him  in 
making  the  somewhat  arbitrary  selection 
from  the  American  Constitution  which 
appears  in  these  words ;  why  he  has 
omitted  80  much  and  put  in  so  little,  and 
in  obedience  to  what  broad  and  states- 
manlike  policy  he  has  made  the  par- 
ticular selection  which  he  has  made. 
When     the     right    hon.  Gentlemao 
has  given  us  that  explanation  I  hope 
the  Amendment  will  be  withdrawn,  and 
that  then  we  shall  proceed  to  discuss  in 
a  businesslike  fashion  the  wording  of  the 
sub-section. 

•Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  aa  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  appealed  to  the 
Caesar  of  the  American  Constitution  to 
Csesar  he  would  

Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone  rose  in  his 
place  and  claimed  to  move,  **That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

Qnestion  put,  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  268  ; 
Noes  235.— (Div.  List,  Ko.  134.) 
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Question  put  accordingly,  and  agreed 

to 

Mb.  MOWBRAY  (Lancashire,  Frest- 
wich)  moved  the  following  Amend- 
ment : — 

Page  2  line,  30,  after  "  wbereby,"  insert 
"  the  privileges  or  immunities  of  any  of  Her 
Majesty's  sabjects  in  the  United  Eingdom  may 
be  abridged,  or  whereby. " 

He  said  it  would  be  a  satisfaction  to 
know  that  this  could  not  be  regarded  as  an 
insult  on  the  Irish  Benches,  because  It 
was  taken  almost  verbatim  from  the  same 
Amendment  to  the  American  Constitu- 
tion to  which  this  clause  had  already 
been  referred,  and  in  the  American  Con- 
stitution it  came  in  in  exactly  the  same 
place  as  he  proposed  to  insert  it  here. 
The  moving  of  this  Amendment  would 
give  the  draftsman  an  opportunity  of 
explaining  why  be  took  parts  of  these 
amendments  to  the  American  Consti- 
tution and  not  other  parts.  The  words 
in  the  American  Constitution  were — 

"  That  no  State  shall  make  or  enforce  any 
law  which  shall  abridge  thepririleges  or  imnin- 
nitlea  of  the  citizens  of  th«  United  State*." 

The  closest  analogy  he  had  found  to 
"  citizens  of  the  United  States "  was 
contained  iu  the  words  "  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  in  the  United  Kingdom,"  which, 
they  were  told,  was  still  to  exist  after 
this  Bill  passed — if  ever  it  did  pass — ^into 
law.  He  was  not  clear  himself  exactly 
what  were  the  immunities  or  privileges 
of  British  subjects,  and  he  should  be  very 
glad,  indeed,  to  hear  wliat  they  were  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy,  and  he 
should  also  be  equally  glad  to  hear  what 
was  meant  by  **  due  process  of  law." 
This  amendment  to  the  American  Con- 
stitution was  added  to  the  Constitution 
for  the  purpose  of  affording  protection  to 
the  colour^  races  in  the  Southern  States 
after  the  close  of  the  War  of  Secession, 
and  it  did  seem  to  him  thaA  it  was  not 
too  much  to  ask  that  House  to  provide 
at  least  as  much  security  for  the  loyal 
minority  in  Ireland  &b  the  Americans 
provided  for  the  coloured  population 
in  the  American  States  after  the  war. 
He  begged  to  move  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

la  pagef2,  Une  30,  after  the  word  "whereby," 
to  insert  the  words  "the  privileges  or  Immnni- 
ties  of  any  of  Her  H^estj's  sabjects  in  the 
United  Kingtlom  may  be  ablit^ed,  or  whereby.** 
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Question  proposed,  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.*' 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  thought  the 

Russian  proceeding  they  were  just  re- 
covering from  of  the  Closure  beio^  moved 
before  a  Member  bad  begau  his  speech 
was  DOt  likely  \_Cries  of"-  Order  I  "] 

The  chairman  said,  the  bon. 
Gentleman's  reference  was  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  wiU 
address  myself  to  the  Amendment  

Mr.  MAC  NEILL  :  Briefly. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  With  that 
brevity  to  which  I  am  accustomed. 
[«  Oh,  oh  I  "] 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  It  is  absolutely  im- 
possible for  any  bon.  Member  to  proceed 
for  the  iuterruptioos  of  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Mac  Neill). 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  the 
Amendment  proposed  to  save  the  privi- 
leges or  immunities  of  any  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  in  the  United 
Kingdom  by  introducing  them  into 
this  clause.  He  believed  he  was  in 
Order  in  pointing  out  that  this  clause, 
which  professed  to  be  borrowed  from  the 
American  Constitution,  was  borrowed 
so  far  as  he  could  see  from  the  wrong 
clause,  which  probably  arose  from  a 
study  of  the  wrong  text  books.  The 
framers  of  the  Bill  had  probably  studied 
Bryce  instead  of  Cooley.  In  Cooley  he 
found  that  by  the  5th  Article  of  the 
American  Constitution  it  was  provided 
that  no  man  should  be  deprived  of  life, 
liberty,  or  property,  except  by  due  process 
of  law,  or  have  his  private  property  taken 
for  public  use  without  just  compensation. 
That  was  passed  in  1789.  After  dose 
on  a  century's  experience,  namely  in 
1868,  another  Amendment — Article  14th 
— was  passed,  and  be  submitted  that  it 
was  not  to  the  5tb,  but  to  the  14th, 
Article  that  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment should  iiave  been  addressed  if  they 
had  intended  to  import  any  part  of  the 
American  Constitution  into  the  Bill. 
The  14th  Article  prohibited  not  merely 
the  State  X/egislatnre,  bat  the  whole  of 
the  State  from  the  top  to  the  bottom — in- 
cluding all  its  officers,  from  interfering 
with  the  privileges  and  immunities  of 
any  citizen  or  from  depriving  any  citizen 
of  life,  liberty,  or  property  without 
due  process  of  law,  or  from  depriving 
any  citizen  of  the  due  protection  of 
the  law.  The  sub-section  of  the  Bill 
which  the  Committee  were  considering 


solely  and  exclnsively  aj^lied  to  the 
Legislature,  and  under  it  no  State  officer 
could  be  punished  for,  say,  excluding  a 
man  from  a  jury  because  he  was  an 
Orangeman.  He  contended  that  the 
clause  would  be  defective  unless  it  yitsn 
supplemented  in  another  part  of  the 
Bill,  which  related  to  the  Executive,  by 
a  provision  prohibitiog  the  Executive,  as 
in  the  United  States,  from  ill-doing  con- 
trary to  law.  The  necessity  for  keeping 
the  Executive  iu  order  was  far  greater 
than  the  necessity  for  keeping  the  Legis- 
lature iu  order.  The  Legislature  was 
not  at  all  likely  to  pass  laws  depriving 
any  subject  of  the  Queen  of  life,  liberty, 
or  property  without  due  process  of  law 
— whatever  that  might  mean ;  but  he 
thought  it  was  extrmnely  likely  that  in 
Ireland,  as  in  America,  it  would  be  found 
that  race  animosities,  religious  animosi- 
ties, and  other  animosities  might  prenil 
to  such  an  extent  as  to  induce  State 
officers  to  exceed  their  duty. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  Member  is  iu  Order.  The  only 
question  here  is  a  question  of  legislation, 
and  this  Amendment  deals  only  with  the 
Legislature. 

•Mh.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
was  pointing  out  that  the  privileges  and 
immunities  of  the  subject  would  not  be 
sufficiently  guarded  unless  the  Amend- 
ment were  introduced  into  the  clause,  and 
supplemented  by  another  sub-section 
dealing  with  the  Executive.  But  he  would 
leave  the  Executive.  The  Opposition 
were  constantly  told  that  their  Amend- 
ments—most of  which  wereaccepted  

[Laughter."]  If  those  who  laughed  would 
look  at  Clause  3  they  would  see  that 
the  greater  part  of  it  now  consisted  of 
Amendments.  The  Opposition  were 
constantly  told  that  their  Amendments 
were  animated  by  distrust  of  the  Irish 
people.  ["  Hear,  hear  I  "]  He  had 
thought  that  would  have  evoked  a  cheer. 
But  let  them  look  at  the  amount  of  dis- 
trust of  the  Irish  people  shown  by  the 
Bill.  It  showed  a  distrust  that  the  Irish 
Legislature  would  fulfil  even  the  veiy 
elementary  principles  of  law,  for 
here  they  were  enacting  that 
the  Irish  Legislature  could  not 
deprive  a  citizen  of  life,  liberty, 
aud  property  without  due  process  of  law. 
It  distrusted  the  Irish  liCgislature  in  the 
appointment  of  the  Judges,  and  it  even 
distrusted  them  in  their^  honesty  by  the 
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appoiDtment  of  the  Auditor  General  with 
power  to  stop  their  money.  He  would  now  i 
ask  the  Committee  what  were  the  rights  : 
and  privileges  referred  to  ?    He  was  hut 
a  poor  humble  layman,  hut  he  had  a  few 
law  books  with  him  which  might,  per^ 
haps,  expedite  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee in  the  matter  of  rights,  privileges, 
and  immnnitieB.    Hia  opiniou  was  that 
these  rights,  privileges,  and  immunities 
arose  out  of  Common  Law,  which,  accord- 
ing to  Lord  Stowell  and  Lord  Coke,  was 
uncontrolled  even  by  Acts  of  Parliament. 
Cooley,  in  his  work  on  the  American 
Constitution,    said   these   rights  aod 
privileges  included  the  right  to  pass 
throngfa  or  to  reside  in  any  part  of  the 
Unit^  States ;  the  right  to  go  to  a 
foreign  country  ;  the  right  to  claun  ani 
have  the  benefit  of  a  writ  of  habeas 
corpus  ;   the  right  to  initiate  and  main- 
tain any  action  at  law  of  any  kind  ;  the 
right  to  hold  and  dispose  of  property  ;  the 
right  to  use  the  navigable  waters  of  the 
country  without  let  or  hindrance,  subject 
to  the  regulations  imposed  for  the  com- 
mon  benefit   of   all   navigators ;  and, 
finally,  the  right  to  claim  protection  in 
traversing  the  h^^h  seas.    These  were 
rights  which  were  foanded  not  upon 
Statute,  but  upon  Common  Law,  and 
were  the  rights  of  all  citizens  of  the 
United  States.    If  there  was  any  saving 
clause  in  the  Bill  saving  to  everyone  the 
rights  of  Common  Law,  and  all  rights  uot 
interfered    with   by  the  Constitution, 
it  would   be  unnecessary,  perhaps,  to 
move  snch  an  Amendment  as  this.  But 
there  was   no  such   saving   clause  lu 
the  Bill.    The  peculiarity  of  the  Bill 
was  that  it  gave  to  the  Irish  Legislature 
power  over  everything  that  was  not  specifi- 
cally withdrawn  from  it.    It  was,  there- 
fore, necessary  to  jealously  scan  the  sub- 
jects enumerated  in  order  to  see  that 
nothing  of  importance  was  left  out.  There 
was  another  point  to  which  he  wished  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Committee. 
Although  the  rights  of  a  British  subject 
in  Ireland  could  be  interfered  with,  the 
rights  of  a  foreign  resident  in  Ireland 
could  not  be  interfered  with,  because 
their  rights  were  protected  by  the  Law 
of  Nations  ;  and  the  Law  of  Nations  was 
incorporated  with,  and  really  formed  a 
part  of,  the  Common  Law  of  the  country, 
aDd,according  to  Lord  Stowell,  could  not 
be  touched  bj  the  British  Parliament  or 
any  other  Parliament.     They  would, 


Ireland  BUI,  1098 

therefore,  have  this  strange  condition  of 
things  in  Ireland  under  the  Bill  :  that 
foreign  residents  would  be  in  a  far  better 
position  than  British  subjects.  That, 
however,  could  hardly  have  been  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government,  and  he  hoped, 
now  that  the  omission  had  been  pointed 
out  to  them,  that  they  would  insert  in  the 
Bill  a  provision  to  protect  the  Common 
Law  rights,  privileges  and  immunities  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanark, 
Fartick)  said  the  Prime  Minister  had 
stated  dut  in  this  clause — 

'■  They  were  not  dealing  with  matters  which 
it  was  intended  to  take  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Irish  Parliament,  and  put  into  the  hands  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  but  with  matters  which 
they  conceived  were  to  be  excluded  alt<^ther 
ttcm  the  field  and  purview  of  l^slation 
whether  by  one  Parliament  orthe  other." 

That  seemed  to  him  to  state  in  a  satis- 
factory w^y  what  was  intended  by  this 
clause.      The    clause    w  as  intended, 
practically,  to  bo  a  statement  of  rights 
— a  Bill  of  Rights,  so  to  speak — by  which 
the  position  of  the  subject  under  the 
Irish  Parliament  was  to  be  determined. 
That  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  perfectly 
right  and  a'perfectly  necessary  part  of  any 
Home  Rule  Bill,  and  the  only  fault  he 
had  to  find  with  it  was  that  it  was  totally 
inadequate  as  it  stood,  and  required  ex- 
tension.   He  should  like  to  know  why  it 
was  that  the  Guvemment,  having  gone  to 
the  American  Constitution  and  finding 
there  their  precedent,  Iiad  left  out  of  the 
clause  too  much  that  was  essential.  The 
words  of  the  clause  standiug  by  them- 
selves had   extremely   little   meaning ; 
whereas  if  the  Government  had  followed 
them  np  in  the  way  in  which  they  were 
followed  up  inthe  .Ajuwiean  Constitution, 
by  supplementary  provisions,  they  would 
be  of  great  value.    He  was  glad  one 
argument   of    the    Government  was 
gone — ^the  argument  that  the  Opposition 
in  suggesting  safeguards  were  insulting 
the  Irish  people.     The  Opposition  were 
only  laying  down  those  large  and  general 
propositions  which  they  thought  should 
govern  not  only  the  Irish  Parliament,  but 
all  Parliaments.  That  was  a  line  that  was 
more    frequently   adopted   by  foreign 
Parliaments  than  by  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment, for  the  good  reason  that  the 
Imperial  Parliament  hitherto  never  had 
.  to  write  a  Constitution,  while  foreign 
'  Parliaiaents  had.    When  they  brought 
,  th*poiaite  (rf  ft  Ceastitntien  within  an 
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Act  of  ParliameDt  it  was  necessary  that 
they  should  specify  principles  that  were 
hitherto  left  unwritten  but  generally 
accepted.  The  provision  contained  in 
the  Amendment  was  one  of  the  proTisions 
that  stood  at  the  b^inning  of  the  Article 
of  the  American  Constitution,  from  the 
latter  part  of  which  the  sub-section  of 
theBill  was  taken.  He  would  like  to  ask  the 
Government  why  that  provision  also  had 
not  been  iocluded  in  the  Bill.  They  should 
remember  that  this  was  a  CoustitutioQ 
which,  if  fairly  launched,  was  not  a 
matter  for  a  year  or  two,  or  for  five 
years,  to  be  renewed  or  amended  when 
expedient ;  and  that  it  was,  therefore, 
their  duty  to  frame  a  Constitution  which 
would  stand,  as  the  American  Constitu- 
tion had  stood,  with  but  small  changes, 
from  generation  to  generation.  This 
provision  carried  with  it  a  vast  number 
of  rights  and  privileges  which  it  was 
quite  conceivable  might  be  interfered 
with  by  the  Irish  Parliament.  As  they 
were  enumerated  by  Story  in  his  work 
on  the  American  Constitution,  they  in- 
cluded protection  by  the  Government ; 
the  enjoyment  of  life  and  liberty  ;  the 
right  to  secure  and  possess  property  ; 
the  pursuit  of  happiness,  subject  to  the 
restraints  imposed  for  the  general  good  ; 
the  right  to  pass  through  and  reside  in 
any  State ;  the  right  of  habeas  corpus 
to  maintain  any  action  at  law  ;  to  take 
and  dispose  of  property ;  exemption 
from  higher  taxes  than  were  paid  by 
other  citizens  ;  and  the  exercise  of  the 
franchise  as  it  was  regulated  by  the  laws 
and  the  Constitution  of  the  State  in  which 
it  was  exercised.  These  were  the  rights, 
privileges,  and  Immunities  which  he 
wished  to  see  embodied  as  a  fundamental 
part  of  the  Irish  Constitution.  He 
would  like  to  point  out  that  it  was  not 
80  very  long  ago  in  the  history  of  this 
country  when  a  provision  of  the  kind 
was  almost  necessary.  He  referred  to 
the  time  when  there  was  a  most  bitter 
feeling  in  this  country  against  Scotch- 
men ;  when  ridicule  was  the  part  of  a 
Scotchman,  and  when  there  was  every 
chance  and  possibility  of  legal  disabilities 
being  imposed  npon  Scotchmen.  It 
might,  for  instance,  be  proposed  in 
Ireland  that  a  law  should  be  passed  that 
no  man  should  vote  unless  he  were  born 
in  Ireland,  or  of  Irish  parentage ;  or 
that  no  man  should  hold  land  who  had 
not  resided  for  so  many  years  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  Parker  Smith 


There  were  hundreds  of  ways  in  which 
the  fair  and  equal  treatment  of  British 
and  Irish  subjects  might  be  evaded  in 
Ireland  under  the  Bill;  and  if  it  were 
evaded  in  Irelimd,  it  would  inevitably 
lead  to  reprisals  in  this  country.  The 
provisions  suggested  by  the  Amendment 
were  not  only  contained  in  the  Federal 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  bat 
also  in  nearly  all,  if  not  all,  the  State 
Constitutions.  For  instance,  in  the 
Constitution  of  the  State  of  California, 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
described  as  a  typical  State,  the  first 
Article  enacted  that  no  privilege  <a 
immunity  should  be  granted  to  any 
citizen  which  was  not  in  the  same  terms 
granted  to  all  citizens.  The  lessons  to 
be  learned  from  the  tustory  of  the 
American  Constitution  was  tl»t  it  was 
foolish  to  leave  any  matter  vague  and 
uncertain.  There  was  only  one  point 
left  vague  and  uncertain  in  the  American 
Constitution — that  was  the  question  of 
slavery  ;  and,  as  they  all  knew,  the  settle- 
ment of  that  question  cost  a  terrible  war. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  be 
willing  to  'extend  their  view  to  the  Bill 
of  Bights,  and  would  be  willing  to  agree 
to  a  great  many  of  those  large  American 
provisions. 

Me.  CARSON  (Dublm  Univeraity) : 
I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  as  to 
this  Amendment.  In  the  first  place, 
we  are  .entitled  to  some  answer  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  as  to  why  they 
thought  it  right,  in  framing  this  Consti- 
tution for  Ireland,  to  commence  this 
oth  sub-section  with  the  middle  of  a  sen- 
tence in  the  American  Constitution,  and 
purposely  to  leave  out  the  words  which 
the  hon.  Member  proposes  to  insert  by 
this  Amendment.  When  tixeae  words 
are  purposely  left  out  we  are  entitled  to 
some  explanation,  and  to  look  upon  the 
conduct  of  the  Grovemment  witit  some 
suspicion  in  relation  to  these  particular 
matters.  The  Government  may  say 
these  are  very  general  words,  but  I 
cannot  conceive  for  a  moment  that  that 
is  the  reason  they  have  not  put  them  in. 
They  are  not  more  general  than  the 
words  which  follow— 

"  Wherel^  koj  person  may  lie  deprirod  of 
life,  liberty,  or  property  without  due  prooeai  of 
law,"  — 

whatever  that  means — 

"  or  may  be  denied  the  eqoal  protoctioa  of  the 
laws." 
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Therefore,  I  cannot  for  a  moment  con- 
ceive that  it  is  because  the  words  are 
considered  too  gener-il  that  the  Govern- 
meot  have  refused  to  insert  them  in  the 
Bill.  What,  thSD,  is  the  reason  the 
GoTernmcDt  have  omitted  these  words  ? 
Is  it  because  they  mean  to  give  to  the 
Irish  Parliament  a  power  to  abrogate 
from  and  take  from  the  privileges  and 
immunities  of  Her  Majesty^s  subjects  in 
the  United  Kingdom  ?  Is  that  their 
object  ?  Is  it  because  they  deem  it  an 
insult  to  the  Irish  Goveromeut  ?  It 
may  be  very  difficult  to  define  what 
fhese  privileges  and  immunities  are  ;  I 
admit  they  are  very  general  words,  but 
yon  cannot  leave  out  of  your  considera- 
tion that  while  these  were  not  originally 
in  the  American  Constitution  at  the  time 
the  American  Constitution  was  first 
framed,  they  were  inserted  in  1866 ; 
that  the  Americans  themselves  thought 
it  necessary  to  amend  their  Constitution, 
and  put  in  these  very  words  you  propose 
to  leave  out  of  the  Irish  Constltutiou. 
The  hou.  Member  who  last  spoke  lias 
given  us  a  number  of  iustiiiices  to  show 
thatthesewords  deal  with  the  fundamental 
rights  of  citizens  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
He  has  quoted  a  vast  number  of  them, 
and  we  want  to  know  are  these  different 
matters  that  he  has  gone  into  in  detail 
io  the  hands  of  an  Irish  Parliament  to 
be  abrogated  if  the  Irish  Parliament  so 
will  ?  I  do  not  for  a  moment  say  wilfully 
abrogated  or  with  a  view  to  do  any 
wrong;  but  if  there  are  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment passed  to  interfere  with  these  fun- 
damental rights,  whether  intentional  or 
nniuteutional,  are  the  Irish  Parliament 
to  be  at  liberty  to  pass  them,  and  are  we 
not  to  have  the  safeguard  given  to  us 
which  was  thought  essential  in  America 
after  a  number  of  years  ?  We  are 
entitled  to  some  answer  from  the  Go- 
vernment why  the  words  were  omitted, 
and  we  are  entitled  to  look  trith  suspicion 
upon  the  Government's  intention  when 
we  find  one  portion  of  a  sentence  taken 
and  another  portion  not  included. 

Viscount  WOLMER  (Edinburgh, 
W.)  :  I  should  like  to  ask  one  question 
on  Sub-section  5  of  this  clause — as  it  at 
prraeut  stands.  Will  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture be  precluded  from  either  suspending 
the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  or  abolishing 
trial  by  jury  ? 
•The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
C.  RtissELL,  Hookuey,  S.)  :  A  little 
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time  ago  two  appeals  were  made 
to  me  personally,  one  by  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Down  (Mr.  Rentonl)  and  another 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Paddington  (Lord  R.  Churchill),  who 
is  not  now  in  his  place.  Both  those 
questions  were  addressed  to  eliciting  the 
view  the  Government  entertained  as  to 
the  meaning  and  effect  of  the  words  in 
one  of  these  clauses,  "due  process  of 
law."  I  do  not  wish  to  appear  to  have 
forgotten  those  appeals,  but  I  think  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  will  see  the 
answer  can  be  more  appropriately  given 
when  the  Amendment  is  reached  that  is 
addressed  to  that  particular  point — ^I  have 
not  forgotten  the  appeal,  and  will  recur 
to  it  at  a  later  moment.  We  are  asked 
by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  by 
this  Amendmeut,  to  insert  a  further 
exception  in  Clause  4,  so  that  the 
powers  of  the  Irish  Legislature  shall  not 
extend  to  the  making  of  any  law  whereby 
"  the  privileges  or  immunities  of  any  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  in  the  United 
Kingdom  may  be  abridged."  Let  me 
remind  the  Committee  that  there  is  one 
overruling  provision  in  this  Bill  which 
governs  the  whole  of  its  provisions  ;  it 
is  Section  2,  which  limits  the  powers  of 
the  Irish  Legislative  Body  to — 

**  Make  laws  for  the  peace,  order,  and  good 
^verament  of  Ireland  in  respect  to  matters 
excIasiTjIy  relating  to  Ireland  or  to  some  part 

thereof." 

That  is  the  first  point  to  which  I 
wish  to  call  the  attentlou  of  the  Com- 
mittee, hut  the  more  material  question 
is  this — what  are  the  immunities  and 
what  are  the  privileges  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  suggest  arc  not  already 
protected  by  Claufte  4,  Sub-clause  5,  as  it 
now  stands  ?  We  have  had  several 
speeches  more  or  less  interesting  upon 
this  subject.  There  is  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  who  has  taken 
a  very  hasty  dip  into  the  American  Con- 
stitution, and  has  culled  a  few  passages 
that  have  not  a  very  close  connection 
with  the  subject  we  are  discussing.  He 
has  given  us  some  instances,  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  has 
given  the  same  instances  which  he  has 
read  from  Story's  work  upon  the 
American  Constitution.  What  are  those 
instances  ? — and  I  will  ask  him  while  I 
am  reading  them  to  ask  himself  this 
question,  whether  there  is  one  that  dora 
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not  tonch  life,  or  liberty,  or  property  ;  and 
if  there  is  any  of  them  that  does  not 
touch  any  of  those  three  subjects*  will  he 
intimate  which  they  are  ?  [Here  the 
right  hen.  Gentleman  read  the  passages 
he  referred  to.]  Is  there  any  one  of 
those  that  is  not  dealt  with  by  one  or 
other  of  these  clauses  ?  Let  me  remind 
the  Committee,  first,  that  this  Sab- 
clause  5  prohibits  any  Act  of  the  Irish 
Legislatnre  extending  to  the  deprivation 
of  "  life,  liberty,  or  property  without  due 
process  of  law."  It  extends  also  to  "  the 
equal  protection  of  the  laws,"  and  it 
would  extend  to  the  taking  of  private 
property  without  just  compensation. 
The  hon,  and  learned  Geotleraan  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dub- 
lin suggests  there  was  some  very 
grave  reason  which  induced  the  Govern- 
ment not  to  put  in  these  words. 
The  reason  was  the  Governmeut  believed 
the  words  in  the  clause  are  sufficient. 
As  the  hon.  Member  for  Partick  (Mr. 
Parker  Smith)  has  said,  the  words  are 
very  general  and  very  wide  in  their  ap- 
plication. We  do  not  think  these  words 
proposed  to  be  introduced  would  add  any- 
thing whatever  to  the  strength  of  the 
clause,  and  I  have  heard  nothing  to  induce 
me  to  change  my  mind  on  that  subject. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Dublin  Uni- 
Tersity  gave  the  illustration  of  the  right 
to  apply  for  habeas  corpus.  That  would 
be  a  matter  generally  affecting  the 
liberty  of  the  subject. 

Viscount  WOLMER  :  And  the  sus- 
pension of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act, 

*SiR  C.  RUSSELL  :  That  is  another 
point  referred  to  in  another  Amend- 
ment. And,  lastly,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  gave  the  illustration  of  the 
right  of  navigating  on  the  high  seas. 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  said  he  gave  two  illustrations  in 
regard  to  that — one  was  the  right  to 
navigate  Irish  waters,  and  the  other  was 
the  daim  of  protection  from  the  Govern- 
ment when  on  the  high  seas. 

Sir  C.  RUSS£LL  :  The  whole  sub- 
ject of  navigation  is  excluded. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he  re- 
ferred to  inland  navigation. 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  As  regards  the 
question  of  suspending  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Act,  there  are  cases  in  which  it 
would  be  in  their  power,  and  cases  where 
it  would  not  be.  I  shall  have  something 
to  say  on  that  sabjeot  when  the  Corn- 
Sir  C.  Rtueell 
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mittee  come  to  discuss  the  words  "due 
process  of  law. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  I  must  say  I  consider 
the  answer  given  entirely  unsatisfactory^. 
His  whole  answer  comes  to  this,  that  the 
subsequent  words  of  the  section  provide 
for  every  conceivable  case.  At  all  events, 
the  American  jurists  who  framed  that 
Amendment  did  not  think  so,  because 
they  have  all  the  subsequent  words  and 
these  words  in  addition  which  we  propose 
to  pat  in,  and  which  were  left  out  for 
some  purpose  tiiat  has  not  been  explained. 
The  hon.  and  lewrned  Gentleman  has  been 
asked  as  to  whether  he  finds  in  the  snV 
sequeot  portion  that  is  atlopted  or  in  tbb 
sub-clause  the  right  to  acquire  and 
possess  property  ?  I  should  like  to  know 
what  words  in  that  sub-clause  confer 
that  right  or  take  away  the  right  of 
legislating  so  as  to  prevent  it  ?  It 
occurs  to  me  that  depriving  a  man  of 
property  without  due  process  of  law  is 
entirely  different  to  allowing  a  man  to 
acquire  and  possess  property.  Where  are 
the  words  that  provide  for  this  particular 
matter  that  will  be  covered  by  the 
Amendment  ?  None  of  the  writers  on 
the  American  Constitution  have  looked  on 
this  as  a  trivial  matter.  I  find  that  Story 
gives  a  number  of  instances  of  privileges 
and  immunities,  and  amongst  them — 

"  The  right  to  acquire  ami  possess  property, 
the  right  to  pursue  a  lawful  employment  in  a 
lawful  manner." 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  I  read  that. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  Yes  ;  but  where  in 
the  clause  is  that  provided  for  ?  I  must 
say  I  think  the  Committee  would  do  well 
to  press  for  some  answer  why  these  words 
are  omitted.  If  everythingin  it  iscovered 
by  the  subsequent  portion,  and  as  it  will 
do  no  harm,  surely  it  is  not  too  much  to 
ask  that  you  should  introduce  the  other 
portion  which  writers  on  the  American 
Constitution  consider  of  great  importance. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  a 
good  deal  of  light  would  be  thrown  on 
this  discussion  if  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  (Mr.  Bryce)  ^would  condescend  to 
answer  the  question  addressed  to  him. 
Perhaps  we  are  wrong  in-  assuming  he 
has  had  anything  to  do  with  t^is  pro- 
vision, but  he  is  known  to  be  a  grest 
authority  upon  American  law  ;  and  if  be 
deliberately  inserted  this  portion  of  » 
section  from  the  American  Constitution, 
and  ait  the  same  time  he  d^berataly 
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omitted  other  portions,  he  muat  have  had 
some  good  reason,  and  if  he  would  tell 
that  to  the  Committee  he  might  bring 
conviction  to  our  minds.  At  present  the 
«olj  answer  that  has  been  vouchsafed  is 
that  the  Goveniineut  knew  better  than 
the  jurists  who  framed  the  American 
Constitution.  I  recollect  a  short  time 
ago  a  most  eloquent  passage  in  a  speech 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  in  which  he 
expressed  his  high  admiration  both  for 
the  American  Constitution,  as  a  great 
and  enduring  instrnment,  and  for  the 
framers  of  that  Constitution,  and  he  said 
that  it  had  secured  the  increasing  admi- 
ration of  successive  generations.  It  now 
appears  there  are  some  Members  of  the 
Government  who  think  they  can  improve 
on  that  astounding  monument  of  skill  in 
Constitutional  legislation.  The  argn- 
meut  of  tbe  Attorney  General  is  that  the 
proposal  is  eutirely  unnecessary,  because 
it  is  impossible  for  us  to  conceive  any- 
thing that  is  not  covered  by  their  sub- 
section. Already  one  or  two  questions 
have  been  put,  and  I  should  like  to  ask 
one  or  two  more.  If  it  be  the  fact  that 
Sub-section  5  covers  every  conceivable 
kind  of  rights,  immunities,  and  privileges, 
why  do  the  Goverumeut  put  iu  Sub- 
section 7,  which  provides  for  equal 
rights  in  fisheries  ?  I  think  the  Govern- 
ment themselves  may  be  quoted  as 
acquiescing  that  at  all  events  this 
iSub-section  5  is  not  so  omuipreseut  as 
they  assume.  There  are  many  other 
questions;  there  is  •  this  questiou  of 
habeas  corpus.  The  Attorney  General 
says  that  is  covered  by  tbe  fact  you 
cannot  deal  with  "  life,  liberty,  and  pro- 
perty without  due  process  of  law."  I 
suppose  legislation  suspending  the  habeas 
corpus  would  be  due  process  of  law. 
Does  be  mean  to  say  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature would  not  have  that  power  under 
this  Bill  of  suspending  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Act  ?  If  so,  we  should  like  to 
hear  it.  Hitherto  we  have  understood 
thej  would  have  that  power,  and  the 
Amendment  would  increase  the  restric- 
tion upon  that  Legislature.  Then  the 
Amendment  in  the  American  Constitu- 
tioa  was  introduced  chiefly  to  protect 
the  n^ro  population  In  the  Southern 
States ;  it  was  to  secure  them  equal 
rights  with  the  white  population.  I 
will  not  make  invidious  comparisons  ; 
bat  it  is  perfectly  evident  that,  where 
then  is  a  minority  or  a  section  that  is 
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weaker  than  any  other  section,  some 
provisions  securing  equal  treatment  ara 
peremptorily  required.  Among  the  rights, 
immunities,  or  privileges  this  Amend- 
ment intends  to  secure  are  the  rights  of 
equal  franchise.  I  would  like  to  kuoW 
wbether,uuderSub-section5  of  this  Bill,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture so  to  alter  the  electoral  arrangements 
as  to  shut  out  one  class  or  section  of  the 
population.  By  a  subsequent  clause  they 
are  given  power  to  make  alterations  in 
the  electoral  arrangements ;  and  I  am 
certain,  if  they  are  possessed  with  that 
desire  to  do  an  injustice,  there  is  nothing 
in  the  Bill,  as  it  stands,  to  prevent  them. 
Again,  is  the  Attorney  General  confident 
that  the  right  of  equal  treatment  in 
candidature  for  Office  will  be  secured 
under  this  Bill  to  all  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  ?  Is  it  clear  that,  just  as  in 
some  foreign  countries  special  provisions 
have  been  made  against  the  Jews,  that 
special  provisions  may  not  be  made- 
taking  the  illustrations  of  my  hon.  Friend 
behind  me — against  Scotchmen,  or  some 
other  nationality,  to  prevent  them  from 
being  candidates  for  Office  under  the 
Irish  Legislature,  or  iu  connection  with 
any  Irish  public  work  ?  And,  lastly,  I 
would  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Geutle- 
mau  this  question :  Does  he  consider 
that  Sub-section  5  reserves  the  right  to 
a  jury  trial  ?    Would  he  kindly  say  ? 

Silt  C.  RUSSELL  :  Not  in  all  cases. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  Then  I 
would  like  to  know  whether  the  addition 
of  this  Amendment  would  not  preserve 
it,  and  whether,  as  a  matter  of  &ct,  this 
and  many  other  things,  to  which  refer- 
ence has  been  made,  are  not  excluded 
from  the  perviow  of  Sub-section  5,  and 
which  would  be  included  if  this  Amend- 
ment were  adopted  ?  I  do  not  think  the 
Committee  is  in  a  right  position  to  go  to 
a  Division  until  it  has  heard  from  some 
Member  of  the  Government  what  has 
been  the  true  reason  why  this  amend- 
ment of  the  American  Constitution  has 
been  excluded. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the 
DUCHY  OF  LANCASTER  (Mr. 
Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.)  :  I  think  the 
matter  is  rather  more  simple  than  what 
the  Committee  might  suppose.  I  will 
endeavour  to  answer  the  questions  of  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain),  and 
I  tell  him  shortly  the  real^reasoo  this 
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lias  not  been  introduced  is  because  we 
thiok  it  was  wholly  unnecessary.  I 
would  also  like  to  tell  him  that  he  must 
not  suppose  that  any  Member  of  the 
GoTemmeat  is  more  responsible  than 
another  for  auythiug  iu  the  Bill  which 
is  submitted  by  tbe  Govemmeut  as  a 
whole.  I  would  like  to  mention  that 
this  Amendment  was  not  necessary  for 
the  piu*po&es  of  the  American  Constitu- 
tion ;  but,  in  years  after  the  Constitution 
was  framed,  it  was  introducod  for  the 
protection  of  the  negroes  in  the  Southern 
States.  These  words  were  not  thought 
neecessary  iu  the  earlier  period  of  the 
Constitution,  nor  were  they  at  all  thought 
necessary  but  for  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances that  arose,  by  which  the  negro 
was  excluded  from  equal  rights  with  the 
whites.  We  considered  the  points  where 
protection  was  thought  to  be  necesuHry, 
and  we  found  two  subjects  with  regard 
to  which  it  was  said  unjust  legislutiou 
was  possible,  and  proper  protection  wu« 
needed ;  and,  without  supposing  those 
conclusions  were  well-founded,  we 
desired  to  meet  them  as  far  as 
possible.  Those  two  were  religion 
and  property.  Wo  dealt  with  the 
supposed  dangers  to  religious  equality 
in  the  earlier  sub-sections  of  the  clause, 
and  with  regard  to  property  we  doult 
with  it  in  this  ^ub-sectlun,  and  we  did 
not  consider  it  necessary  to  go  beyond  ' 
those  points.  My  right  hou.  Friend 
asks,  "In  that  case,  why  did  you  intro- 
duce the  provision  with  regard  to  sea 
fisheries  ?  "  I  tell  him  I  consider  that 
provision  is  quite  superfluous  m  it  is 
covered  by  the  wordi>  of  the  clause,  but 
this  is  a  question  wliieli  has  become,  to 
some  extent,  a  burning  question — and, 
disputes  having  arisen,  we  thought,  as  it 
was  a  question  exciting  puLilic  notice,  it 
was  as  well  to  take  it  out  of  tlie  realm  of 
Debate  and  curiosity  ;  and  that  is  the 
reason  it  was  introduced.  As  regards 
the  question  put  by  another  lion.  Mem~ 
ber  as  to  the  acquisition  of  property,  we 
consider  the  question  is  amply  covered 
by  the  clause ;  and  with  regard  to  the 
phrase,  "  equal  protection  of  the  laws," 
we  consider  that  expression  completely 
covers  and  prevents  anything  iu  the 
nature  of  discriminatory  legislation.  Any 
attempt  to  impose  disabilities  on  some  of 
■Her  Majesty's  subjects  for  the  snppoaeii 
beuehts  of  others  would,  iu  our  niiLd,  he 
■contrary  to  this  particular  provision  mid, 
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therefore,  ultra  vires.  I  put  it  to  the 
Committee  that  the  right  way  to  interpret 
large  and  general  words  like  these  is  to 
give  them  their  widest  application,  and 
that  is  why  the  American  Constitution 
has  gone  on  well ;  the  Judges  give  the 
full  interpretation  to  expressions  of  this 
nature.  I  consider  the  sub-section  is 
amply  sufficient,  taken  along  with  the 
others,  to  cover  every  difBculty  that  has 
been  raised.  One  word  more,  and  I  think 
I  have  answered  all  the  qurationa  put  to 
me.  I  do  not  couceive  this  clause  wodd 
necessarily  protect  trial  by  juiy.  It  has 
not  been  so  read  in  the  United  States, 
and  they  do  not  conceive  it  is  necessarj 
it  should  have  that  effect.  We  believe 
the  Irish  Legislature  might  find,  as  this 
Legislature  has  found,  there  are  cases 
where  it  is  not  necessary  to  have  trial  by 
jury,  and  we  do  not  think  it  necessary  to 
put  that  under  permanent  protection. 
One  point  more  on  the  parallel  of  the 
American  Constitution,  which  has  been 
brought  up.  A  great  deal  of  the  poiut 
and  force  of  that  1 4th  Amendment  resides 
in  the  last  sentence.  The  point  of  tliat  i 
is  this,  that  under  an  Amendment  of  this  | 
kind  tlio  Federal  Legislature  would  have 
had  no  power  to  carry  out  the  Articles  by 
legislating  over  the  heads  of  the  States ; 
mid  if  there  had  not  been  such  a  provi- 
sion the  Federal  Congress  would  bave 
found  itself  unable  to  check  such  abut^es 
as  State  legislation  or  action  might  pro- 
duce. Now  we  are  in  no  snch  difficidty. 
It  is  not  necessary  to  confer  any  such 
l>ower  upon  the  Imperial  Parliament; 
that  power  is  retained,  and  the  preser^-a- 
tidiis  which  are  suitable  to  the  American 
Constitution  are  not  required  here. 

•Mr.M  ATTHEWS  (Birmingham,  E.) : 
We  have  obtained  from  the  right  hoc. 

Gejitlemau  some  interesting  information 
upon  what  I  might  call  the  genesis 
of  this  clause.  It  seems  tliat  three 
subjects,  and  three  only,  were  in  the 
minds  of  the  framers  of  the  clause, 
two  of  them  important — religion  and 
property  —  and  a  third  which  hardly 
stands  on  the  same  level — fisheries.  The 
right  hou.  Geutlemau  said  that  Article 
1  i  applied  only  to  the  blacks.  Ko  doubt 
there  are  no  blacks  m  Ireland,  and  no 
doubt  Article  14  was  primarily  iutended 
for  (he  protection  of  Macks;  bi:t  the 
riglit  hou.  Gentleman  forget  to  tell  the 
Conmiittee  that  there  is  a  similar  provision 
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contained  in  Article  4  of  the  original 
Constitution,  which  says— 

"The  citizens  of  each  State  shall  be  entitled 
to  all  privileges  and  inuaanitles  of  dtizeoB  in 
the  Kveral  States." 

There  is  no  question  about  blacks  ;  Ire- 
land will  be  one  of  the  States  of  the 
ITnioa  and  England  will  be  another,  and 
we  are  anxious  that  the  Legislature  which 
is  to  be  set  up  with  uuirersal  coutrol 
over  Irish  affairs  shall  not  be  able  to 
deprive  English  citizens  when  they  go 
into  Ireland  of  the  privileges  and  im- 
mnnities  which  Irish  citizens  may  have. 
The  right  hon.   Gentleman  contended 
that  all  that  this  Amendment  says  or  does 
has  been  already  said  or  done  by  some 
other  words  in  Clause  4.    I  take  that  as 
an  admission  that  in  substance  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  no  objection  to  the 
Amendment.     Does    the    right  hon. 
Gentleman  seriously  contend  that  words 
which    secure    to    everybody  equal 
protection  of  the  law  are  wide  enough  to 
carry  equal  rights  to  the  acquisition  of 
property  ?  Surely  the  liberty  of  acquiring 
property  is  a  privilege,  and  in  no  sense  a 
right.    There  are  also  the  privileges  of 
residence,  of  carrying  on  trade.    It  can- 
not surely  be  said  that  all  such  privileges 
are  covered  by  the  words  "  entitled  to 
equal  protection  of  the  law."  Those 
words  go  this  far,  that  they  will  prevent 
the  opportunity  of  dealing  differently  with 
one  set  of  traders  to  another.    But  they 
wonid  not  in  the  least  confer  the  privilege 
'  of  carryiug  on  any  other  business  that  a 
man  might  desire  to  carry  on  if  the 
L^islature  thought  fit  to  prohibit  him. 
These  are  the  cases  which  in  America 
have  been  held  to  come  under  the  words 
"privileges  "  and  "  immunities" — 

"  The  right  to  acquire  and  possess  proi)erty, 
the  right  to  pursue  a  lawful  employment  in  a 
lawful  manner,  and  to  be  exempt  from  any 
higher  taxes  than  thoee  impoaed  on  its  own 
citizens,  such  privileges  and  immunities  as 
belong  to  general  citizenship,  incIwUng  the  right 
to  pass  freely  into  and  through  any  State  for 
the  parposes  of  commerce,  trade,  residence, 
tt" 

Equal  protection  of  the  law  means  simply 
that  all  persons  shall  be  alike  shielded 
from  injustice  or  from  anything  like 
cme!  treatment  in  the  conduct  of  the 
affairs  of  life.  I  do  not  desire  to  put  the 
ailment  higher  than  this.  If  reasonable 
doubt  can  be  raised  as  to  the  effect 
of  the  words  of  the  clause,  why  should 
*he  Government  object  to  the  Amend- 


ment ?  Surely  you  have  conceded  enough 
to  the  Irish  Legislature.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  now  told  the  Committee 
that  trial  by  jury  is  to  be  at  the  mercy  of 
the  Irish  Legislature.  The  American 
Constitution  has  taken  that  discretion 
away,  not  only  from  the  States,  but 
from  Congress  itself.  We  are  now 
told  that  it  will  be  in  the  power  of  the 
Irish  Legislature  to  do  away  with  trial 
by  jury,  and  that  they  might  suspend  or 
even  repeal  the  Habms  Corpus  Act,  and 
they  would  have  in  their  hands  the  whole 
subject  of  criminal  pVocedure.  Surely 
these  concessions  are  large  enough,  and 
the  Government  need  not  grudge  the 
minority  the  small  protection  asked  for 
in  this  Amendment. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  rose  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Attorney  General  to  certain  points  he 
Aad  put  to  him  earlier  in  the  Debate,  and 
to  certain  privileges  which  he  had  con- 
tended would  not  be  covered  by  the  sub- 
section, having  reference  to  the  rights  of 
navigation  in  inland  waters.  The  pursu- 
ance of  one's  lawful  calling  on  the  high 
seas  was  also  not  covered  by  the  sub- 
section as  it  stood,  for  the  deprivation  of 
that  right,  whether  for  a  short  time  or 
for  all  time,  could  not  be  said  to  be  a  de~ 
privation  of  life,  liberty,  or  property. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  said,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham had  pointed  out  that  in  the 
original  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  when  the  question  of  negro  con- 
dition had  not  arisen,  there  was  an 
Article  providing  that  the  citizens  of  each 
State  should  be  entitled  to  all  the 
privileges  and  immunities  of  the  citizens 
of  the  several  States.  That  provision 
was  entirely  left  out  of  this  Bill,  and  the 
argument  of  the  Government  was  that 
they  had  left  out  thcso  words  because 
they  were  unnecessary,  and  because  they 
were  covered  by  the  words  "  or  may  ba 
denied  the  equal  protection  of  the  law." 
But  privileges  and  immunities  common 
to  all  inhabitants  represented  one  things 
and  the  protection  of  the  law  another. 
If  an  Act  were  to  be  passed  by  the  Irish 
Legislature  that  only  Irish-born  subjettts 
should  vote,  that  would  deprive  English- 
born  subjects  of  equal  privileges  and 
immunities.  That  came  within  the 
original  words  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  but  it  did  not  come  within 
the  Bill  of  the  Government.  Take, 
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again,  the  case  of  aliens.  Before  they 
were  allowed  to  hold  land  they  would  re- 
.  ceive  equal  protection  from  die  law,  but 
they  would  not  hare  equal  privileges  and 
immunities.  He  could  give  instance 
after  instance  of  this  kiud  as  to  the 
distinction  between  the  protection 
of  the  law  and  equal  privileges  and 
immunities  under  the  law. 

•The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  RiGBT,  Forfar)  :  I  will  answer  very 
shortly  the  questions  which  have  been 
put  to  the  Government.  The  right  boo. 
Gentleman  pointed  out  that  in  the 
original  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
there  was  a  proTision  that  the  citizens  of 
each  State  shonld  be  entitled  to  all  the 
privileges  and  immnnitiea  in  the  several 
States.  Why  was  that  necessary  ?  The 
several  States  were  independent  Sovereign 
Powers.  They  did  not  form  the  whole  of 
one  Kingdom  or  of  one  State,  and  again 
1  must  protest  against  the  assumption 
which  underlies  all  these  Amendments, 
that  Ireland  is  going  to  cease  to  be  a 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom.  You  may 
say  that  in  some  senses  it  is  a  portion  of 
the  United  Kingdom  which  is  dealt  with 
differently  from  the  other  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom  ;  but  it  is  not  a  State, 
and  will  not  be  a  State  apart  &om 
England.  There  will  be  no  subjects  of 
Her  Majesty  in  Ireland  in  any  other 
sense  than  that  in  which  there  are 
subjects  of  Her  Majesty  in  England. 
For  that  purpose  the  words  "  who  shall 
have  the  privileges  and  immunities " 
are  not  wanted ;  the  words  would 
be  out  of  place,  and  they  would  give 
:tt  wrong  complexion  to  the  Bill. 
It  is  not  the  fact  that  in  the  States 
tiie  words  privileges  and  immunities** 
have  any  effect  in  preventing  the  States 
from  making  their  own  Franchise  Laws. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  asked,  how  are  you  going 
to  secure  trial  by  jury,  but  does  anyone 
intend  that  trial  by  jury  shall  be  a  right 
in  all  cases  ?  "  Due  process  of  law  " 
means  process  of  law  which  is  according 
to  sound  precedent;  and  therefore  you  do 
secure  trial  by  jury  in  all  those  cases 
in  which,  according  to  the  sound  and 
general  principles  of  our  English  Con- 
stitution, trial  by  jury  has  always  been 
given.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also 
asked  whether  there  can  be  a  suspension 
of  the  HabcaB  Corpus  Act  under  the  Bill 
as  it  stands.  The  answer  is  siipilar — • 
Sir  H.  James 


there  can  be  such  a  suspension  of  the 
Act  as,  when  you  look  to  the  sound  'pc^ 
cedent  in  Eoglish  history,  has  been  the 
custom  here  ;  there  canuot  be  a  suspoi- 
sionof  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  under  aa^ 
other  conditions.  I  will  answer  the  hoa. 
Member  for  King's  Lynn  by  quoting 
from  Mr.  Cooley's  Constitutional Limiia' 
tionsj  wherein  it  is  stated  that  the  words 
"  life,  liberty,  and  property  "  are  of  the 
very  widest  character,  the  word  "life** 
including  limb,  and  the  word  "  liberty" 
the  right  to  the  pursuit  of  happiness 
and  the  right  to  move  about  from 
place  to  place,  including  freedom 
of  speech  and  of  religious  worship. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) said,  his  hon.  Friend  had  otdy 
dealt  with  the  indiscriminate  legislation 
of  one  State  against  another.  The 
Government  admitted  the  laws  relative 
to  fisheries,  especially  as  to  the  power 
of  indiscriminate  legislation.  The  ques- 
tion his  friend  wished  to  press  upon  them 
was  why  they  should  refuse  general  words 
preveuting  this  sort  of  legislation  in 
respect  of  all  matters. 

*Mr.  HARRY  FOSTER  (Suffolk, 
Lowestoft)  said,  they  bad  been  told 
that  this  sub-section  related  to  every- 
thing except  fisheries  ;  but  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  had  pointed  out  that 
some  reasonable  doubt  might  be 
supposed  to  exist  upon  the  question. 
Not  one  siugle  criticism  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  dealt  with  the  Amend- 
ment. The  ouly  criticism  that  could  be 
said  to  touch  upou  it  w^  that  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
and  he  (Mr.  Foster)  did  not  think  it 
could  be  taken  as  an  answer.  They  on  the 
Opposition  side  thought  there  was  some 
reasonable  doubt,  and  they  had  poiuted 
to  various  dangers  which  might  be  in- 
curred without  the  insertion  of  these 
words,  particularly  in  regard  to  iudis- 
crimiuate  legislation.  They  said  that, 
as  the  section  was  drawn  by  the  Govern- 
ment without  these  amending  words, 
there  was  nothing  to  prevent  the  Irish 
Parliament  from  making  English  sub- 
jects aliens,  or  incapacitating  them  from 
holding  land.  They  had  a  doubt  apon 
that  point.  They  said  that  these  words 
were  inoluded  in  the  American  Consti* 
tution.  It  might  not  be  necessary  that 
such  words  should  be  inserted,  acoording 
to  the  Gov^ujneQ.t  vigw  ;  but.  th«  tisntt 
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of  the  words  in  the  American  Coostita- 
tioD  ought  to  be  reasonably  expressed. 
Wliat  he  wished  to  put  to  the  Govern- 
ment  was  that  thej  had  accepted  Amend- 
ments in  other  cases  from  the  Opposition 
Beaches — not  because  they  thought 
them  necessary,  but  because  there  was  a 
reasonable  doubt  in  the  minds  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  Opposition  Party,  and  they 
wished  to  remove  it.  The  Government 
had  raised  no  objection  to  the  wording 
of  the  Amendment,  and  no  danger  would 
be  ioeurred  hj  the  acceptance  of  the 
words  of  the  Amendment.  He  held 
diere  would  be  no  inconveuieuce ;  and 
be,  therefore,  asked  thn  Government  to 
not  trifle  with  time,  or  waste  it  in  pro- 
longing useless  discussion,  by  saying  at 
once  that  they  would  agree  to  the  words 
which,  not  being  inconvenient,  and  not 
in  any  sense  disturbing  the  plan  of  the 
Bill,  would  be  harmless,  but  would,  at 
the  same  time,  r^ove  the  doubt  that 
existed  on  the  part  of  the  Members  on 
the  Opposition  Benches. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  208  ; 
Noes  249.— (Division  List,  No.  114.) 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Tlie  next 
Ameudment  in  Order  stands  in  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  St.  Helen's  (Mr. 
Seton-Karr). 

Mr.  SETON-KARR  rose  to  move 
in  page  2,  line  31,  leave  out  "without 
dne  process  of  law.**  He  said  the  object 
of  the  Amendment  was  to  prevent  the 
Irish  Legislature  from  making  any  laws 
whereby  any  persons  might  be  deprived 
of  life,  liberty,  or  property.  Hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  and 
the  Irish  Members  always  said  that 
they  were  not  anxious  to  have  the 
power  to  make  such  laws.  [^Lauffktcr 
from  the  Irish  Benches."]  Did  hon. 
Members  deny  that  ?  [^Renewed  laugh- 
ter on  the  Irish  Benches.']  Well,  if  they 
did  not  deny  it,  he  did  not  see  why  they 
should  object  to  this  safeguard.  Another 
reason,  however,  why  he  moved  the 
Amendment  was  in  order  that  he  might 
elicit  from  the  Government  the  meaning 
of  those  mysterious  words,  "  by  due  pro- 
cess of  law."  The  Government  seemed 
ver}'  coy  iu  stating  their  meaning,  and 
he  saw  with  great  satisfaction  that  the 
Attorney  General  (Sir  C.  Russell)  was 
present  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  and 


hoped  they  would  have  the  benefit  of 
his  high  authority  as  to  the  interpreta- 
tion of  the  words.     They  had  heard  an 

explanation  of  the  words  from  the 
Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) ;  but,  so  far  as  he  (Mr.  Seton- 
Karr)  was  concerned,  he  was  as  wise 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sat 
down  as  he  was  when  he  got  up.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  them  that  the 
Bill  was  a  sort  of  Irish  Magna  Charta  ; 
but  there  were  certain  limits  beyond 
which  the  Irish  Parliament  could  not  go, 
and  that  they  were  safe  iu  relying  on  the 
construal  of  the  Bill  iu  that  respect.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  W.  Hareourt)  also  told  them 
that  he  was  perfectly  satisfied  as  to  the 
meaning  of  the  words.  In  the  mean- 
time, however,  there  were  otiier  opinions ; 
and  he  (Mr.  Seton-Karr)  held  one  of 
them  in  his  hand — that  of  Mr.  Serjeant 
Campion,  a  distinguished  Irish  Queen's 
Counsel,  who,  being  asked  his  opinion  of 
the  words  by  the  Boyal  Dublin  Society, 
said  the  meaning  was  the  process  of  the 
law  for  the  tune  being.  This  woold 
mean  that  the  Irish  Legislature  would 
be  at  liberty  to  alter  the  law  in  any  way 
they  liked.  What  was  the  due  process  now 
might  not  be  the  due  process  a  few  months 
hence.  Surely,  in  these  cl^c^lmstauce3, 
they  should  have  a  clearer  idea  of  the 
meaning  of  the  words  ?  They  had  heard 
a  good  deal  about  the  American  Constitu- 
tion; but  they  had  had  it  on  good 
authority  that  this  particular  safeguard 
operated  very  badly  in  that  Constitution. 
He  might  cite  an  instance  in  which,  the 
Executive  and  the  Federal  J udges  being  in 
conflict,  President  Jackson  had  declared 
that  one  authority  might  execute  its 
decrees  if  it  could.  They  saw,  there- 
fore, that  the  Executive  Authority  could 
set  aside  decrees  and  so  conflict  with  the 
Judicial  Authority.  He  submitted  the 
various  points  to  the  Government,  and 
asked  that  they  should  define  "  due  pro- 
cess of  law."  Could  they  not  substitute 
some  other  words  which  would  be  of 
more  value  for  the  protection  of  the 
minority  ?  As  far  as  he  was  personally 
concerned  he  would  not  be  disposed  to 
press  the  Amendment,  as  he  knew  per- 
lectly  well  that,  if  the  Bill  passed,  the 
*'  process  of  law  "  would  be  interpreted 
by  the  sympathisers  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers in  accordance  with  the  ideas  enter- 
tained by  that  (the  Nation^liBt)  Party ; 
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and  tbe  lives,  libertj,  and  property  of 
the  Loyalist  minority  would  be  placed 
under  those  gentlemen  "by  due  process 
of  law."  At  the  same  time,  they  were 
entitled  to  what  he  now  asked — a  full, 
accurate,  aud  unmistakable  declaration 
as  to  the  meaning  of  the  words  in  the 
Bill.  If  the  Government  would  do  that 
they  would — he  had  hopes,  at  any 
rate,  that  they  would — agree  that  his 
Amendmeut  was  a  useful  one. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
31,  to  leave  out  the  wonis  "  without  due 
process  of  law." — {Mr.  Seton-Karr.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

•Sm  C.  RUSSELL  :  I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  Member  ean  realise  the  effect  of 

the  Amendment  ho  has  moved.  We  are 
entitled  to  read  it  in  connection  with  Sub- 
clause 0,  aud,  if  we  do  so,  we  shall  see 
how  it  would  work.  If  the  Amendment 
were  adopted  we  should  prevent  the 
Irish  Legislature  from  making  any  law 
dealing  with  capital  punishment ;  any 
law  dealing  with  the  sending  of  offenders 
to  prison — for  the  hon.  Member  will 
agree,  I  think,  that  that  would  be  a  re- 
striction of  liberty — or  any  law  touching 
property.  Well,  if  the  Irish  Legislature 
is  not  to  make  laws  dealing  with  life, 
liberty,  and  property,  there  is  nothing  at 
all  about  which  it  should  or  could  make 
laws.  The  Ameudment,  therefore,  may 
be  taken  as  a  peg  

Mr.  SETON-KARR:  I  laid  great 
stress  on  the  fact  that  I  wish  to  elicit 
an  opinion. 

Sm  C.  RUSSELL  :  Yes  ;  the  Amend- 
ment is  merely  a  peg  upon  which  to 
bang  a  discussion,  and  to  secure  an  ex- 
plauatiou  from  the  Government  as  to  the 
meaning  which  they  attach  to  these  words. 
This  is  a  matter  which  I  do  not  hesitate 
to  say  is  one  of  some  difficulty  to  define. 
I  should  be  very  sorry  indeed  to  dogma- 
tise in  any  way  on  the  matter;  but  the 
phrase  "due  process  of  law"  is  one  which 
has  a  very  ancient  history,  and  one  which 
has  had  very  important  effect  in  judicial 
interpretatiou.  lion.  Grentlemen  opposite 
probably  are  quite  aware  that  the  words 
are,  in  fact,  a  tniuslation  by  Lord  Coke  of 
the  phrase  in  Magna  Charta  per  legem 
terreB,  which  has  been  adopted  and  em- 
bodied in  judicial  decision.    Kow,  if  I 

Mr,  Seton-Karr 


am  asked  whether  I  can  define  "due  pro- 
cess of  law,"  I  would  ask  the  Committee 

first  of  all  to  recollect  what  is  involved  in 
a  dangerous  attempt  at  definition.  By  a 
definition  you  are  supposed  to  state  ex- 
haustively what  the  words  mean,  aud  to 
exclude  all  that  you  do  not  express.  No 
Court  has  ever  attempted  a  definttiou  of 
the  phrase.  They  have  been  able  to 
draw  a  Hue,  aud  say  positively  as  to 
where  a  certain  proceeding  was  in  due 
process  of  law  and  where  it  was  not; 
but  there  has  never  been,  and  I  venture 
to  say  there  never  will  be,  any  attempt, 
judicial  or  otherwise,  to  define  accurately 
what  "due  process  of  law"  means.  Thi^ 
is  not  an  exceptional  instance  in  the 
history  and  application  of  phrases 
which  have  played  an  important  part  in 
judicial  decisions.  Let  us  take,  tbe  word 
"  fraud."  There  is  no  word  which  enters 
more  largely  or  gives  rise  to  greater  diffi- 
culties in  civil  and  sometimes  also  in 
crimimd  proceedings,  and  yet  the  Judges 
have  never  attempted,  and  very  wisely 
never  attempted,  to  define  in  any  exhaus- 
tive fashion  what  is  or  what  is  not  fraud. 
They  have  contented  tltemselves  with 
laying  down  certain  broad  general  tines, 
and  applying  general  principles  to  the 
circumstances  of  particular  cases,  and 
declaring  whether  the  particular  thing 
dealt  with  was  fraud  or  not.  Now,  bearing 
that  in  mind,  I  would  venture  to  suggest 
to  the  Committee  that  the  words  "due 
process  of  law "  are  to  be  regarded  in 
tills  way  :  that  due  process  of  law  is 
whero  the  process  of  law  follows  settled 
priuciples  of  judicial  procedure,  or 
where  such  process  follows,  sound  pre- 
cedent applicable  to  the  subject-matter 
and  the  circumstances  affecting  it.  It 
may  be  said  that  that  does  not  bring  us 
very  much  closer  to  an  accurate  inter- 
pretation, und  1  admit  it.  But  I  will 
uow  illustrate,  if  I  may,  by  reference  to 
the  cases  put  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Down,  where  there  would  or 
would  not  be,  according  to  the  rule  I  have 
mentioned,  due  process  of  law.  First  of 
all,  he  said,  would  this  be  due  process  of 
law— could  the  Irish  Legislative  Body 
pass  an  Act  making  it  a  crime  to  take 
part-  in  a  Party  procession,  and  impose 
a  sentence  of  fine  or  imprisonment  for  the 
offence  ?  My  answer  is,  that  certainly  the 
Irish  Legislature  could,  and  that  such 
imprisonment  would  be  perfectly  accord- 
ing to  due  process  of  law.    The  Becond 
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case    iSf  Could   the  Irish  Legislature 
pass  an  Act  by  which  in  oue  sectloo  they 
might  say  that  from  the  day  of  the  Act 
coming  into  force  every  occupier  in 
Ireland  should  be  the  owner  of  the  fee- 
simple  of  the  land  he  occupied  ?  My 
answer  is  that  it  could  not.   The  one 
case  is  on  one  side  of  the  line  and  the 
other  is  on  the  other.    It  could  not  for 
two  reasons  :  In  the  first  place,  it  would 
not  be,  and  could  not  be,  "due  process  of 
law"  when  the  Act  itself  by  its  own  force 
aadinitiation  professes  tooperate,and  there 
is  DO  judicial  machinery  or  proceeding  at 
all.  I  need  not  trouble  the  Committee  by 
referring  agtiin  to  the  passage  in  the  case 
to  which  I  referred  last  night,  which 
shows  that  this  is  so.   Of  course,  in  thU 
Bill  for  the  better  goTemment  of  Ireland 
there  are  ample  provisions  to  render  it 
impossible  for  such  legislation  as  this  to 
be  passed  by  the  Irish  Legislature.  The 
third  case  put  by  the  hoa.  and  learned 
Member  also  serves   to   illustrate  the 
meaDtug  he  was  endeavouring  to  explain. 
He  said,     Would  it  be  possible  or  not 
for  the  Irish  Legislature  to  make  sheep- 
stealing  a  capital  offence  punishable  by 
death  ?      My  answer  is  that  it  could 
make  such  a  law  ;  but  if  it  went  on  to  aaj 
that  a  Stipendiiu*y  Magistrate,  or  auy 
inferior  functionary  of  that  kind,  should 
on  heariug  the  evidence  order  that  capital 
offender  to  be  hanged,  that  would  not  be 
in  due  process  of  law,  becauHe  it  would 
not  be  followiug  settled,  sound  precedent 
applicable  to  the  subject-matter  there 
dealt  with.    Another  case  has  been  put 
with  reference  to  the  suspension  of  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act.  The  Irish  Legislative 
Body,  I  submit  —  though   I  am  not 
attempting  to  dogmatise  m  the  matter — 
would  hare  the  power  to  suspend  that 
Act ;  but  they  could  only  suspend  it  in 
cases  in  which,  according  to  established 
precedent,  there  was  an  emergency  or  a 
state  of  circumstances   justifying  the 
action.    Then  you  may  ask,  '*  How  are 
these  points  to  be  determined  ?  "  The 
Bill  provides  for  it.  This  Bill  is  a  written 
Constitution  for  the  Irish  people.     It  is 
the  creation  of  the  supreme  Parliameut. 
The  powers  delegated  to  the  Irish  Legis- 
lative Body  will  be  found  withiu  the  four 
corners  of  the  Bill,  when  it  becomes  an 
Act,  and,  like  the  American  Constitution 
vhich  the  Legislature  have  no  power 
to  exceed,  or  to  enlarge,  or  even  to 
interpret,  ibe  Irish  Legislature  will  not  be 
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able  to  interpret  in  Its  own  sense  what 
their  powers  are.  It  will  be  subject  to 
judicial  control,  and  if  it  exceeds  its 
powers  its  Acts  must  be  declared 
null  and  void.  I  have  said  all  that 
at  the  moment  occurs  to  me  as  neces- 
sary to  say.  The  immediate  point  of 
the  Amendment  is  the  omission  of  these 
words  altogether.  I  presume  the  hoo. 
and  learned  Member  does  not  intend  to 
press  his  Amendment,  but  moves  it  with 
the  view  of  eliciting  some  explanation 
from  the  Government.  I  admit  that  the 
words  "due  process  of  law  "  ha%'e  not  a 
very  defiuite  meaning,  but  they  have  an 
ancient  meaning,  and  they  are  words  of 
grave  import,  aiul  the  Govemmeot  have 
deemed  it  proper  to  introduce  them  as  a 
restriction. 

Mr.  SETON-EARR  asked  whether 
the  Government  would  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  inserting  some  other  phrase 
more  intelligible  to  the  lay  mind  ? 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  mind  is  not  a  lay 
mind.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
must  see  that  it  is  desirable  to  use  words 
which  could  receive  judicial  interpreta- 
tion, though  I  admit  in  this  case  not  with 
perfect  defiuiteness.  These  words  have 
been  interpreted  with  an  approximation 
to  defiuiteness. 

Mh.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
he  gathered  that  it  was  intended  that 
the  Irish  Legislature  should  act  in  these 
matters  under  circumstances  simitar  to 
those  in  which  the  Imperial  Parliament 
would  act.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
they  were  going  to  commit  these  powers 
to  a  Body  on  which  the  lay  mind  would 
predominate.  Action  might,  therefore, 
be  taken  in  a  hurry,  and  the  limits  the 
Attorney  General  had  pointed  out  might 
be  transgressed.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  only  satisfactory  method  of  dealing 
with  the  case  would  be  to  add  further 
words,  and  he  would  suggest  the  follow- 
ing :— 

"  Under  circumstances  similar  to  those,  which 
would  accord  with  precedents  laid  down  in  the 
Imperial  Parliament." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  We  are  ex- 
tremely grateful  for  the  interpretation 
of  the  words  which  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral has  given,  though  it  is  to  be  regretted 
that  that  interpretation  is  tenderol  at  a 
time  when  the  Committee  is  less  full 
than  it  has  been  during  the  evening. 
The  next  Amendment  on  the  Paper  is 
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that  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Sochester,  which  is  intended  to  give 
precision  Had  clear  definition  to  the  views 
it  is  desired  to  express  hj  the  words 
**  due  process  of  law."  I  would  ask,  as 
a  point  of  Order,  whether  the  interpre- 
tation of  the  Attorney  Gen^^l  can  be 
fully  discussed  on  that  Amendment?  If 
8o,  I  would  suggest  the  withdrawal  of 
the  present  Amendment.  If  not,  as  the 
question  is  one  of  such  vital  importance, 
tills  Amendment  will  require  a  good  deal 
of  discussion. 

The  chairman  :  I  think,  on  the 
whole,  it  will  be  competent  for  the 
Committee  to  consider  the  question  on 
the  other  Amendment. 

Mr.  SETON-KARR  said,  he  had 
followed  as  closely  as  he  could  the  state- 
ments of  the  Attorney  General,  but  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  bad  not  told 
them  what  would  happen  in  the  event  of 
the  Irish  Legislature  passing  a  law  to 
interfere  with  the  life,  liberty,  or  pro- 
perty of  individuals.  How  under  the 
Bill  could  the  Irish  Legislature  be  pre- 
vented from  passing  such  a  law  ?  By  the 
appellate  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of  Ex- 
chequer or  by  the  Judicial  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council  ?  If  so,  how  would 
the  decrees  be  enforced  ?  Would  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  accept  these 
words  to  follow  "  due  process  of  law  — 
namely,  "  as  now  existing  "  ? 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

•Major  DARWIN  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield)  moved,  in  page  2,  line  31, 
after  "law,"  to  insert  "or  by  martial 
law."  He  said,  it  had  been  his  duty  as 
a  soldier  to  look  into  the  question  of 
Martial  Law.  He  need  hardly  remind  the 
Committee  that  Martial  Law  and  Military 
Law  were  two  totally  different  things. 
By  Military  Law  was  meant  the  law 
which  applied  to  all  persons  who  were 
subject  to  military  discipline,  whilst  by 
Martial  Law  was  meant  an  arbitrary  system 
of  tribunals,  established  generally  in 
times  of  trouble  for  the  suppression  of 
riots.  After  carefully  considering  the 
subject,  he  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  nothing  in  the  Bill  would  prevent 
the  Irish  Legislature  from  passing  an 
Act  to  enforce  MartialLaw.  Butevenif 
tliere  was  a  doubt  on  the  question,  audit 
was  hardly  regarded  as  possible  that  the 
Iri^sh  Legislature  might  bcableto  establish 
Martial  Law,  ho  thought  the  Committee 
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ought  to  put  an  end  to  the  doubt,  and  to 
shut  out  the  possibility.  He  was  not 
dealing  with  Martial  Law,  which  might 
be  proclaimed  by  the  Viceroy  of  Irelutd, 
but  merely  with  the  powers  of  the  Irish 
Legislature.  In  order  to  settle  the  point 
it  was  necessary  to  get  seme  sort  of  idea 
of  what  was  the  meaning  of  the  term 
"  due  process  of  law."  In  the  American 
Courts  "  due  process  of  law  "  and  "  the 
law  of  the  laud  "  were  used  almost  in 
identical  terms. 

The  CHAIRMAN  pointed  out  that 
the  hon.  Member  was  not  dealing  with 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
notice. 

Major  DARWIN  :  The  clause  about 
"due  process  of  law  "  could  onlymeanthat 
the  Irish  Legislature  was  to  Iw  prevented 
from  passing  certain  laws.  Did  it  exclude 
Martial  Law  —  legalised  Martial  Law? 
Let  them  took  to  America.  Mr.  Story, 
the  American  Constitution,  bad  a  Note 
saying — 

"  But  legislation  as  snch  has  never  been 
admitted  into  the  standing  of  due  process." 

"  Without  due  process  "  and  "  law  of 
the  land  "  were,  he  was  told,  used  indis- 
criminately. Mr.  Daniel  Webster,  in  the 
Dartmouth  College  case,  before  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States, 
declared  that — 

"  Erer^thiDg  that  might  pass  nnder  affirma- 
tion of  enactment  ia  not,  therefore,  to  be  con- 
sidered the  law  of  the  land." 

Could  there  he  anything  so  confusing  to 
the  lay  mind  as  that  the  ActotFarliamcDt 
need  not  be  the  law  of  the  land  ?  Was 
there  any  reason  to  feel  certain  that 
British  Judges  would  not  call  all  Acts  of 
this  Legislature  the  law  of  the  land,  and, 
therefore,  not  excluded  from  due  process  ? 
If  so,  the  Irish  Legislature  could  deal 
with  Martial  Law.  But  what  did  "  due 
process  "  mean  if  they  were  to  accept  the 
American  view  ?  They  were  told  on 
high  authority  that  no  definition  was 
more  often  quoted  than  that  of  Mr. 
Webster,  who,  in  the  case  just  mentioDed» 
said — 

"  By  the  law  of  the  land  is  more  clearly  in- 
tended a  law  which  bears  before  it  condemni, 
which  proceeds  upon  inquiry,  and  renderft 
judgment  only  after  trial.  The  meaning  is  that 
every  citizen  shall  huld  his  life,  liberty,  and 
property  under  the  protection  of  the  getieial 
roles  which  govern  society." 

That  was  a  very  vague  definition,  but 
one  which  need  not  exclude  Martial 
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Law.  It  might  be  said,  however,  that 
Martial  Law  was  not  twaod  by  Rules 
of  Evideoco.  Coolej,  speakiDg  of  Rules 
o(  Evidence  in  connection  with  this 
eabject,  said — 

"These  and  the  like  cases  will  Bufficiently 
Ulastratc  the  general  rule  that  the  whole  sub- 
ject is  under  the  ccmtrol  of  the  Legislatare, 
which  prvcrlbes  such  rales  for  the  trial  .  .  .  os 
ia  its  judinnent  will  moat  completely  Bubserve 
theends  of  justice ;" 

80  thttt  the  Irish  Legislature  would  have 
control,  aud  could  frame  rules  iu  relation 
to  this  subject.  A  friend  of  his  in  a 
Government  office  in  Washington,  to 
whom  he  bad  written,  informed  him  that  in 
a  case  {ex  parte  Milligan),  the  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  had  defined  Martial  Law 
as — 

"An  authority  called  into  action  when  the 
public  danger  requires  it,  on  a  locality  or  dis- 
trict not  of  an  enemy's  coontry,  bat  of  the 
United  States,  and  maintaining  adhesion  to  the 
general  Govemmtnt," 

Thus  they  were  shown  that  the  United 
States  reeoguised  Martial  Law.  Again, 
he  was  told,  on  the  authority  of  his 
friend,  that — 

"  Uartial  Law  oeiDg  acknowledged  and  recog- 
nised as  a  form  of  law,  it  folloire  that  whatever 
may  be  properly  done  under  its  sanction  is  not 
to  be  done  in  disregard  of  the  '  law  of  the  land' 
or  '  due  process  of  law.' " 

So  that  Martial  Law  was  not  precluded 

from  the  operation  of  the  law  of  the 
laud.  Cooley*s  Constitutional  Limita- 
tiong  stated  that — 

"Those  acts  that  are  justified  by  Military  or 
Uartial  Law  are  equally  legal  with  those  justi- 
fied by  the  Common  Law." 

It  might  be  supposed  that  Martial  Law 
and  Military  Law  were  here  the  same 
thing ;  but  the  same  authority  told 
them — 

"  In  exceptional  cases,  however.  Martial  Law 
may  be  declared  and  enforceil  whenever  the 
ordinary  l^;al  authorities  are  unable  to  maintain 
the  public  peace  uul  suppress  violence  and 
outrage." 

And  80  it  was  that  he  argued  th^  was 
nothing  to  prevent  the  Irish  Legislature 
from  dealing  with  Martial  Law.  It 
might  be  supposed  that  Martial  Law 
nrnst  be  administered  by  soldiers,  and 
hence  that  it  was  excladed.  This  was 
BD  error.   Judge  Adrocate  General  Sir 
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D.  Dundas,  before  the  Army  Consolida- 
tion Commission  iu  1860,  said — 

"  Martial  Law  comprises  all  persons,  whether 
civil  or  military." 

They  were  told  on  the  same  high  autho- 
rity, replying  as  to  whether  tribunals 
under  Martial  Law  must  be  presided 
over  by  soldiers,  that — 

"All  good  citizens  were  called  in  to  take 
part  with  the  power,  which  we  will  suppose  a 

righteous  power,  in  case  of  necessity." 

So  that  Martial  Law  was  not  excluded 
on  this  account.  And,  again,  in  De 
Hart's  Military  Law  they  read — 

"  Martial  Law,  when  in  force,  is  indiscrimf- 
nately  applied  to  all  persons  whatsoever  within 
its  jurisdiction ; " 

whereas  Military  Law  was  defined  as 

"A  rule  of  government  for  persons  in  the 
Military  Service  only." 

The  Irish  Parliament  could  not  deal  with 
soldiers  ;  but  that  need  not  prevent  them 
from  dealing  with  Martial  Law — a  phrase 
which  was  less  vague  than  "due  process 
of  law."  But  hon.  Members  might 
say  that  a  system  so  repugnant  should 
not  be  even  negatively  recognised 
in  this  Bill — that  it  could  not  be  legalised 
by  any  Act,  and  need  not  be  considered. 
On  that  point  he  would  refer  them  to  the 
Army  Annual  Act,  which  said  that  no 
man  could  be  subjected,  in  time  of  peace, 
to  any  kind  of  pnuisbment  within  this 
Realm  by  Martial  Law.  "  Time  of  peace  " 
was  a  vague  expression.  The  Act 
declared  expressly — 

"  And  whereas  no  man  can  be  forejudged  of 
life  or  limb  or  subjected  in  time  of  peace  to  any 
kind  of  punishment  within  this  Realm  of  Martial 
Law,  or  in  any  other  manner  than  by  the 
judgment  of  his  peers  and  according  to  the 
known  and  established  laws  of  this  Realm." 

Well,  the  soldier  was,  according  to  law,  on 
active  service  duriog  the  time  of  riot  or 
disturbance ;  so  that  they  would  see  that 
the  expression  "time  of  peace"  was,  as  he 
had  said,  vague.  It  could  not  be  held 
that  Martial  Law  was  excluded  as  a 
matter  arising  out  of  a  state  of  war,  if 
war  meant  war  with  a  foreign  State ;  but 
he  did  not  tliink  that  war  could  fairly  cover 
this  case.  He  hoped  hon.  Members  would 
agree  that  Martial  Law  ought  to  be  con- 
solidated. If  they  looked  to  colonial 
history,  they  had  good  evidence  that  it 
was  perfectly  competent  for  Colonial 
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Le^latarcs  to  legalise  Martial  Law.  Lord 
Carnarvon,  in  1867,  whilst  statiog  that  it 
was  entirely  at  variance  with  the  spirit 
of  English  law,  directed  the  GoTemoni  of 
Colonies  to  submit  repealing  Acts  to  Local 
Legislatures,  which  clearly  showed  that 
he  thought  Local  Legislatures  could 
legislate  in  reference  to  this  question  iu 
the  Colonies.  Lord  Chief  Justice  Cock- 
bum,  iu  the  Jamaica  case,  said — 

Kow,  noboily  can  deny  for  a  moment  the 
power  of  Parliameat  to  enact  that  Martial  Law 
aball  be  put  in  force." 

And  the  same  great  Judge  expressed  a 
strong  opinion  as  to  the  necessity  for 
legislation  if  Martial  Law  were  ever  used ; 
but  no  civilian,  in  his  opinion,  ought 
ever  to  be  appointed  a  member  of  such 
a  Court.  Heiiue  the  only  question  as  to 
who  should  legislate  in  tbis  case.  If  the 
word  "  subordinate,"  as  applied  to  the 
Irish  Parliament,  meant  anything,  this 
was  assuredly  a  case  for  keeping  the 
power  in  the  hands  of  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament. He  acknowledged  that  the 
expression  Martial  Law  was  vague; 
but  the  question  was  whether  they 
meant  to  exclude  any  system,  whether 
called  by  that  name  or  not,  which  de- 
parted HO  much  from  the  ordinary  law 
that  Judges  might  consider  it  would 
be  thus  fairly  described.  There  was 
au  Irish  Act  passed  —  the  39th  of 
George  III. — which  provided  that  after 
the  passiug  of  tlie  Act  it  should  be  law- 
ful for  the  Lord  Lieutenant  during  the 
coutinnance  of  the  Rebellion,  whether 
the  ordinary  Courts  of  Justice  were  opeu 
or  not,  to  issue  orders  to  officers  and 
others  to  try  l>y  Martial  Law  and 
punish  those  who  might  have  done 
injury  to  tlie  persons  or  property  of 
Hid  Majest)''s  loyal  subjects  by  deiith  or 
otherwise,  and  anything  done  iu  pur- 
Buauce  of  such  orders  should  not  be 
questioned  iu  auy  Court  of  Law.  At  that 
time  the  National  Party  iu  Ireland  pro- 
tested in  the  strongest  manner  against 
the  passing  of  that  Act.  It  was  passed, 
however,  by  the  Ascendency  Party,  aud 
all  he  wanted  was  to  prevent  the  new 
Asceudeuuy  Party  from  doing  what  the 
old  Ascendency  Party  had  done.  If 
hon.  Members  opposite  said  that  they 
did  not  desire  to  legislate  on  Martial  Law 
there  was  no  reason  why  the  power 
should  be  given  them.  He  begged  to 
move  the  Amendment. 
Major  Darwin 
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Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  31,  after  the  word  "  law,"  to 
insert  the  words  "  or  by  Martial  Law."— (JKif^ 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  wwds 
be  there  inserted." 

*SiR  J.  BIGBY  :  The  Committee  has 
listened  to  a  most  interesting  CoDstitn- 
tional  argument  founded  on  an  extra- 
ordinary fallacy.  There  is  no  branch  of 
law  called  Martial  Law.  There  is  Militaiy 
Law  by  which  the  Forces  of  the  Crown 
are  governed — the  annual  Army  Act — 
bat  there  is  no  such  thing  as  a  system  of 
law  called  "  Martial  I«aw.**  Assuming 
that  there  might  be  in  time  of  emergency 
a  right  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Bubjects  to  take  up  arms  and  use  force  in 
the  repression  of  violence,  that  is  not  done 
by  virtue  of  Martial  Law  at  all.  The  only 
connection  between  that  and  the  law  ia 
that  auy  body  of  men  who  take  upon 
themselves  that  grave  responsibility  must 
answer  for  their  conduct  aud  show  tbit 
there  has  been  a  sufficient  necessity  com- 
pelling them  to  act  in  that  way.  How- 
ever difficult  it  may  be  to  get  correct 
notions  upon  this  subject  into  the  minds 
of  gentlemen  who  pick  up  their  ideas  at 
random,  I  would  say  that  no  man  can 
tell  the  Committee  that  in  "  due  process 
of  law  "  can  be  included  what  is  vulgarly, 
inaccurately,  aud  incorrectly  called 
"  Martial  Law,"  which  mcaus  a  reign  of 
force  brought  about  by  au  overpowering 
necessity,  in  which  a  good  citizen  might 
commit  what,  without  that  overpowering 
necessity,  would  be  an  illegal  act.  The 
Government  object  altogether  to  the 
introduction  into  the  Bill  of  such  an 
improper  expression  as  "  Martial  Law," 
because,  though  it  represents  force,  it  ia 
force  which  might,  according  to  the  cir- 
cumstances, be  justifiable  from  uecessi^, 
but  never  could  be  a  matter  of  law. 

Sir  E.  CLARKE  (Plymouth)  said, 
this  Amendment  had  evidently  provoked 
the  Solicitor  General  to  a  militant  mood; 
but  iu  substauce  he  was  bound  to  agree 
with  his  hou.  and  learned  Friend.  He 
hoped  the  hou.  and  gallant  Member  would 
uot  insist  upon  putting  an  Amendment 
like  this  on  the  face  of  a  great  Statute. 
Martial  Law  had  relatiou  to  Execntire 
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power  when  the  ordinary  law  proved 
iDeffective,  and  it  would  be  dangeroua  to 
pat  it  on  the  face  of  a  Statute  of  this 
kind. 

Major  DARWIN  asked  leave  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

•Mr.  G.  WYNDHAM  (Dover)  rose 
to  move  an  Amendment  which  stood  on 
the  Paper  in  the  name  of  Viscount  Crau- 
bome.    The  Amendment  was — 

Page  2,  line  31,a(ter  "law," to iuBtrt" giving 
not  lesH  secaritj  than  is  given  by  the  Common 
iAw  of  Ireland,  or  hj  any  Act  of  ^rliament 
Tarying  the  Common  Law." 

He  said  that  instead  of  "  Ireland  "  in  the 

Amendment,  he  would  prefer  the  word 

''England,"  so  that  the  words  would  run 

"the  Common  Law  of  England."  [Crtef 

of  "  Leave  out  England  I  "]     He  was 

qoite  willing.     The  Amendment  then 

stood  thus — 

*■  Whereby  any  person  may  be  deprived  of 
life,  liberty,  or  property  without  due  procesa  of 
law  giving  not  less  secnrity  than  is  given  by  the 
Cmtmon  Law,  or  by  any  Act  of  Parliament 
varying  the  Common  Law." 

He  approached  the  subject  with  diffi- 
dence, seeing  that  its  difficulty  had  been 
admitted  only  that  night  by  the  greatest 
advocate  of  the  day.  This  Amendment 
had  not  been  introduced  to  allay  the 
fears  of  lawyers,  or  of  those  who  had 
spent  a  lifetime  in  the  study  of  the 
American  Comtitution.  This  sub-section 
had,  by  their  own  showing,  been  ad- 
mitted by  the  Governioent  into  the  Bill 
in  order  to  allay  the  fears  of  tlie  men  of 
Ulster  and  other  Loyalists  in  Ireland. 
On  behalf  of  those  who  saw  some  diffi- 
culty in  grasping  the  meaning  of  the 
words  "  due  process  of  law,"  which  the 
Attorney  General  said  no  Court  had  ever 
attempted  to  define,  this  Amendment 
was  put  upon  the  Paper.  Anyone  who 
had  read  for  the  first  time  the  sub-section 
of  the  Bill  would  think  it  was  aimed 
only  at  barbarous  proceedings  in  Courts 
of  Law,  that  it  merely  enforced  the 
decent  observance  of  procedure  pre- 
viously laid  down.  But  they  now  knew 
it  represented  a  great  deal  more  thau 
that.  Dturing  the  early  Debates  on  the 
BiU  the  Solicitor  Geneml  said — 
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•*  For  many  years  that  clause  had  stood  the 
test  of  discussions  by  jurista  and  decisions  by 
Courts,  some  of  them  of  the  highest  authority. 
The  reasons  given  in  support  of  the  interpreta- 
tion invariably  placed  upon  that  clause  were 
such  that  he  did  not  doubt  wonld  be  perfectly 
acceptable  in  any  duly  constituted  Courts  of 
JnsUce  in  any  part  of  the  world.  The  sub- 
stance of  the  reaaonings  and  the  decisions 
that  had  been  arrived  st  was  this  :  that  it  would 
be  idle  if  a  clause,  which  was  put  in  professedly 
aa  a  restriction  on  the  legislative  powers  of  the 
Irish  Legislature,  were  so  construed  to  be  got 
rid  of  without  restricting  those  powers  at  all." 

It  had,  therefore,  required  these  argu- 
ments and  decisions  to  dispel  the  obvioug 
or  most  salient  meaning  of  the  sub^^ectioD. 
Accepting  that  contention  of  the  Solicitor 
General,  it  was  clear  that  they  were 
not  having  a  joke  at  the  expense  of 
the  loyal  minority;  they  were  not 
saying  that  the  Irish  Legislature  would 
be  allowed  to  pass  laws  altering  the 
existing  procedure,  and  then  to  deprive 
men  of  their  lives,  liberties,  and  property 
under  the  new  procedure.  The  Solicitor 
General  went  on  to  say — 

"  The  unquestioned  and  unquestionable  mean- 
ing of  the  words  was  that  no  law  should  be 
passed  by  the  subordinate  Legislature  which 
would  enable  any  attack  to  be  made  effectually 
on  life  or  liberty  or  property,  unless  it  were 
done  by  a  process  of  law  [xroperly  ilcsoribed  as 
a  '  due '  process,  and  for  what  was  '  due '  pro- 
cess resort  must  be  had  to  the  Common  Law  of 
Ei^laud,  or  to  any  statutory  law  varying  the 
Common  Law." 

They  had  been  told  that  those  words  had 
often  been  interpreted,aodhe  gathered  that 
the  meaning  to  be  put  upon  them  was  the 
interpretation  of  the  Supreme  Courts  of 
America,  which  was  that,  in  construing 
restrictions  of  this  character,  reference 
must  be  made  to  some  external  standard 
of  justice  and  legality,  and  that  the  ap- 
plication of  that  standard  rested  with 
the  Courts  of  Law  of  America,  and,  as  a 
last  resort,  with  the  Supreme  Court.  In 
this  country,  unless  they  were  to  fall 
back  on  the  obvious  but  grotesque  luter- 
pretation  repudiated  by  the  Solicitor 
General,  there  must  be  also  a  reference 
to  some  external  standard,  and  also  some 
arbiter  to  apply  that  standard,  such  as 
the  Courts  of  Justice  in  Ireland,  and 
also,  as  a  last  resort,  the  Privy  Council. 
But  he  would  invite  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  a  point  which  he  con- 
sidered of  the  greatest  importance  in  this 
matter.  He  asked  them  to  reflect  that 
the  conditions  under  which  the  Law 
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Courts  of  America  and  the  Supreme 
Court  of  America  had  decided  this  very 
difficult  questioD  were  wholly  diatinct 
from  the  conditions  under  which  the 
Courts  of  Ireland  and  the  Privy  Council 
would  have  to  decide  it  if  the  Bill 
became  law.  It  was  not  difficult  to 
show  how  broad  and  deeply  marked  the 
contrast  was.  In  America  this  safeguard 
was  introduced  into  the  Constitntion 
after  the  people  had  enjoyed  that  Con- 
stitution for  many  years — it  was  in- 
troduced with  all  the  help  given  by  pre- 
vious experience  of  tbe  connotation  of 
similar  decisions  ou  similar  points  during 
the  scores  of  years  in  which  the 
Americans  had  enjoyed  theirConstitution. 
In  the  second  place,  he  would  point  out 
that  in  the  American  Constitution  there 
wasarigid  cm-pus  of  inalienable  and  stable 
rights  enjoyed  by  American  citizens.  In 
America  ex po$t  facto  legislation  was  im- 
possible. Again,  all  laws  varying  con- 
tracts were  void,  and  could  not  depriveany 
citizen  of  his  property.  In  this  country 
they  had  no  traditions  or  experience  of  a 
similar  kind.  They  were  introducing  a 
safeguard  entirely  novel  into  a  Constitu- 
tion they  had  heard  of  for  the  first  time, 
and  thoy  had  no  such  thing  as  stable 
and  inalienable  rights  belonging  to  any 
subjects  of  the  Queen,  for  It  was  admitted 
that  tbe  Imperial  Parliament  could  pass 
any  law  it  pleased  upon  any  subject. 
There  was  not,  therefore,  in  the  Consti- 
tution which  they  enjoyed,  any  solid  body 
of  opinion  upon  which  they  could  get 
purchase,  iu  order  to  work  this  pro- 
vision that  "  due  process  of  law " 
should  be  observed.  Take  aa  au  illustra- 
tion the  provision  that  no  man  was  to 
be  deprived  of  his  property  without  jnet 
compensation.  The  Solicitor  General 
said  on  that  point  in  the  course  of  his 
speech  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill— 

"  If  '  conii>eiiBation '  meant  simply  what  com- 
pensation tlie  Irish  Li^Blativc  Body  chose  to 
provitlc,  he  could  understand  that  the  safegnard 
would  be  absolutfly  illusory.  Bat  *  just  com- 
pensation' must  be  measured  by  what  the  Irish 
and  tlie  English  laws  at  the  present  time 
thought  to  be  just ;  and  it  would  oe  within  the 
comiictence  and  duty  of  every  tribunal,  from 
the  bighest  to  the  lowest,  to  give  such  effect  to 
the  clause  as  would  render  absolutely  illegal 
and  void  any  provision  in  any  Act  of  the  Irish 
Legislature  infringing  the  fundamental  laws  of 
justice  in  grouting  compensation. ** 
Mr.  G,  fVyndham 
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What  was  the  meaning  of  "laws  of 
justice "  ?  The  Solicitor  General,  in 
using  that  phrase,  had  invited  the  Hoose 
to  enter  on  a  Socratic  dialogue.  There 
was  no  such  thing  as  absolute  justice 
known  to  the  country.  And,  similarly, 
there  was  in  this  country  nothing  known 
sa  "due  process  of  law*'?  It  was  a 
difficult  subject,  one  which  the  Attorney 
General  treated  with  hesitation,  for  he 
said  a  precise  definition  of  the  phrase 
could  never  be  arrived  at.  In  America 
it  would  be  impossible  to  meet  with  tbe 
difficulty  that  would  arise  in  this  countiy 
should  this  safegiwrd  be  introduced  ioto 
the  Bill  without  any  definition  of  "doe 
process  of  law  "  being  arrived  at.  The 
Attorney  General  dealt  with  a  numberof 
test  cases  put  forward  by  opponents  of 
tbe  Bill.  Tbe  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man said  the  provision  was  not  only  a  bar 
against  barbarous  procedure,  but  might 
also  he  used  against  extravagant  legisla- 
tion. One  of  the  cases  put  before  the 
Attorney  General  was  whether  this  safe- 
guard would  prevent  a  law  being  passed 
by  the  Irish  Parliament  compulsorily 
transforming  the  occtipier  of  land  into  an 
owner  in  fee  simple  ;  and  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  did  not  dismiss 
this  supposititious  case  as  alien  to  the 
purview  of  tbe  sub-section.  On  the  con- 
trary, he  relied  on  the  sub-sectiou  as  a 
protection  against  it.  The  safeguard, 
therefore,  in  the  eyes  of  its  authors, 
contemplated  not  only  barbarous  pro- 
cedure but  also  extravagant  legislation. 
Suppose  a  law  was  introduced  fw 
compulsory  purchase  upon  unjust  tensB. 
The  Attorney  General  would  say  that  pro- 
tection was  given  under  tbe  sub-section. 
But  who  was  to  decide  at  what  point 
legislation  of  the  kind  became  so  wild 
and  extravagant  as  to  break  through 
"due  process  of  law"?  That  point 
would  have  to  be  decided  by  Courts  of 
Law,  which  would  have  no  experience  of 
such  points,  and  which  would  be  without 
any  standard  at  all  according  to  which 
they  could  regulate  and  guide  thdr 
decision.  For  in  the  United  Kingdom 
Parliament  had  hitherto  been  paramount 
in  all  matters.  If  the  Irish  Legislature 
inherited  this  paramount  power  in  all 
matters,  except  those  specifically  ex- 
cepted, would  it  be  possible  outsids 
those  excepted  subjects  to  restrict 
legislation  by  virtue  of  such  a  safe- 
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guard  ?  The  Attoruey  General,  when 
dealing  with  this  potDt  the  previous 
night,  quoted  a  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Law  in  America,  which  it 
iras  laid  down — 

"  To  give  the  claase  any  value  it  mnrt  be 
anderstood  to  mean  that  no  iierson  shall 
be  deprived  by  any  form  of  legislation  or 
Goremmental  actioa  of  either  life,  liberty,  or 
property,  except  as  a  consequence  of  Bome 
Judicial  proceeding  properly  and  legally  eon- 
ducted.  It  follows  that  the  law  which,  by  its 
own  Inherent  force,  eztingniaheB  ri^ts  of  pro- 
yatr,  or  compels  their  extinction  without  any 
Imi  process  whatever,  comes  directly  in  con- 
flicb  with  Constitational  Law." 

That  was  abundantly  true  of  the  United 
States,  but  it  was  not  true  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  In  the  United  States  such  a 
taw  would  come  into  conflict  with  the 
Constitution,  under  which  contracts  were 
iualieuable  ;  but  it  would  not  come  into 
conflict  with  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  The  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment was  every  day  engaged  in  passing 
laws,  extiuguishiug  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty in  a  manner  some  believed  to  be 
due  Mid  others  believed  to  be  undue.  By 
the  Land  Acts  of  1881  and  1887  the 
Imperial  Parliament  had  passed  laws 
seriously  impairing  existing  legal  con- 
tracts ;  and  if  the  Irish  Parliament 
passed  an  Act,  the  oifect  of  which  would 
be  to  deprive  subjects  of  their  property, 
it  might  be  contended  that  such  an  Act 
would  be  no  greater  extension  of  the  law, 
as  it  existed,  than  the  extension  which  the 
Imperial  Farliameut  made  of  the  law  as  it 
existed  when  it  passed  the  laud  Icgislatiou 
of  1881  and  1887.  In  bisopiuiou,it  would 
be  extremely  dilHcult  for  a^  Court  of  Law 
to  decide  whether  the  sub-section  would 
be  contravened  by  the  passage  of  such  a 
law  as  he  suggested.  If  such  diificulties 
existed,  theu  let  him  say  that  whereas 
this  sub-section  fitted  in  well  with  the 
American  Constitution  it  fitted  in  badly 
with  the  Constitution  of  the  Unitwl 
Kingdom,  and  gave  little  protection  to 
those  it  was  intended  to  protect.  If  the 
Government  wished  to  make  the  safe- 
guard effective — and  he  did  them  the 
justice  of  supposing  that  that  was  their 
intention — there  were  only  two  courses 
open  to  them.  One — which  be  named 
only  to  dismiss — was  to  add  contracts  to 
the  subjects  outside  the  legislative  field 
sf  the  Irish  Parliament,  and  much  could 


be  said  in  favour  of  such  a  proposal  if  it 
were  less  alien  to  the  spirit  of  the  Bill 
and  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution.  The 
second  course  open  to  the  Government 
was  to  accept  the  Amendment  or  its 
equivalent ;  and  if  they  agreed  with  the 
dictum  of  the  Solicitor  General  that  in 
any  construing  of  the  Bill  resort  must 
be  bad  to  the  Common  Law  or  to  any 
statutory  law  varying  the  Common  Law, 
they  would  then  have  their  external 
standard.  Such  an  Amendment  would 
be  prospective  in  its  action.  He  did  not 
ask  the  Government  to  restrict  the  Irish 
Legislature  to  the  field  of  law  as  it  at 
present  existed.  What  he  desired  to 
secure  was  that  the  two  Legislatures — 
the  Imperial  and  the  Irish— should  in 
these  matters  proceed  nan /MiMtf.  Th'ere 
were  many  people  who  were  anxious  to 
impair  contract  —  many  who  wished 
to  whittle  away  compensation.  All 
be  asked  was,  that  as  there  was  no 
danger  of  progress  being  wholly 
arrcbted  in  these  matters,  that  the 
progress  of  the  Irish  Legislature  should 
be  governed  by  and  co-ordinate  with  the 
progress  in  other  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  He  said,  in  conclusion,  that 
the  safeguard  was  illusory  unless  they 
erected  and  d^ned  an  external  standara 
of  justice.  The  standard  which  he  sug- 
gested was  the  law  of  England — not  the 
existing  law  of  England  ;  but  the  law  of 
England — existing  at  any  time  when  the 
Irish  Legislature  passed  a  law  afiecting 
the  lives,  the  liberties,  or  the  property  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  in  that  country. 

Ameodroent  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  31,  after  the  wonl  "law," 
to  insert  the  wonts  "giving  not  less  security 
than  is  given  by  the  common  law,  or  by  any  Act 
of  Parliament  varying  the  common  law."--(jrn 
If i/Hdkam.'y 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras, 
N.)  said,  that  before  the  Solicitor  General 
replied  on  behalf  of  the  Government,  he 
would  like  to  put  a  point  before  the 
Committee  for  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
to  refer  to.  He  would  not  now  discuss 
the  meaning  of  the  words  "  due  process 
of  law,"  but  he  apprehended  that  a  Court 
of  Law  in  Ireland  would  have  regard  to 
the  laws  made  by  the  Irish  Parliament. 
If  the  Irish  FsdrliuneDt  were  to  make  a 
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law  dealing  with  iadividual  rights  or 
the  taking  of  property,  the  Courts 
would  interpret  auj  case  before  them  in 
accordance  with  that  law.  "  Due  process 
of  law  "  would,  therefore,  mean  due  process 
according  to  the  laws  passed  hj  the  Irish 
Legislature.  This  was  not  due  process 
of  law,  according  to  English  law,  or  ac- 
cording to  the  Common  Law,  or  according 
to  decided  cases,  but  it  would  be  due 
process  of  law  baring  regard  to  the  Acts 
of  the  Irish  Legislature  dealing  with  the 
subject-matter  before  the  Courts.  That 
being  so,  it  seemed  essential  that,  if  pro- 
tection were  really  to  be  given,  some 
words  such  as  those  in  the  Amendment 
should  be  embodied  in  the  Bill. 


*SiR  J.  RIGBY  :  It  is  one  of  the 
plain  ^ts  of  common  sense,  as  well  as 

an  accepted  rule  of  the  Courts  of  this 
country,  and,  I  believe,  of  all  other 
countries  in  the  civilised  world,  that  we 
must  construe  the  words  of  any  docu- 
ment so  as  to  give  some  effect  to  them, 
and  not  so  as  to  render  them  of  no  effect 
whatever.    Ad  Act,  or  a  section  of  an 
Act,  must  be  supposed  to  mean  some- 
thing.   Bear  tbat  in  mind,  please.  It 
is  said  that  the  provision  in   the  Bill 
that  life,  liberty,  and  property  were  to  be 
dealt  with  by  "  due  process  of   law  *' 
meant  that  the  Irish  Parliament  could 
make  the  "  process  of  law "  what  they 
pleased,  and  could  then  legislate  as  if 
the  Bub-section  were  not  in  the  Bill. 
That  was  reducing  the  words  of  the 
Bill  to  nothing.    The  position  is  this  : 
The  legislation  tbat  we  are  providing 
against  by  these  words  "  due  process  of 
4aw  "  must  be  guided  by  some  external 
standard.      What    is     that  external 
standard  ?     It    is    not  the  existing 
process   of   law,   but   a   process  that 
can    be    described     as     due  process 
of  law,    [^Opposition  laughter,']  Cannot 
hon.  Gentlemen  sco  as  far  as  that  into 
an  argument  ?    If  it  is  due  process  of 
law  there  must  be  a  standard  for  that. 
The  hon.   Gentleman   quoted  from  a 
speech  of  mine.    As  far  as  I  followed 
the  words  what  I  then  said  corresponded 
exactly  with  what  I  intended  to  say. 
It  may  possibly  be  that  I  made  a  slip  ; 
hut,  as  I  followed  the  words,  I  believe 
that  what  I  am  reported  to  have  said 
Mr.  T,  H.  Bolton 


entirely  expressed  my  meaning,  and  by 
that  meaniug  I  stand.  The  hon.  Gcatle- 
mau  says  that  in  the  United  States  yon 
have  an  unbending  Constitution.  Here 
you  have  no  such  unbending  ConsHtn- 
tioD.    Remember  that  we  are  creating  a 
Constitution  which  the  Irish  Legislature 
cannot  go  beyond,  though  this  Parlia- 
ment can  pass  any  law  that  it  plessee, 
just   or    unjust ;    and,   as    I  believe, 
in     the    course     of     its  existence 
it      has      passed      a      great  man; 
unjust  laws.    But,  over  and  above  tbe 
Constitution,  we  have  what  are  fixed, 
settled,    acknowledged    principles  of 
law,  not  absolute  enactments,  fitted  to 
every    case,    but    well-known,  wdl- 
understood,'    well-established  genend 
rinciples.   The  rule  in  the  United 
Itates  is  that  you  look  first  to  find 
whether  the  Constitution  prohibits  the 
law;  and  then,  if  there  is  nothing  in  the 
Constitution  prohibiting  the  legislation 
which  has  been  effected,  you  proceed  to 
inquire  what  are  the  settled  principles  of 
the  Common   Law.    It  is  the  only 
standard  conceivable  ;  and  although  it  is 
truly  said  tbat  the  words  "  due  process 
of  law "  have  not  received  their  final 
interpretation,  that  only  means  that  the 
Courts  will,  as  they  have  wisely  done 
in  interpreting  what  amounts  to  fraud,** 
keep  a  hold  over  tbe  matter,  and  will  not 
be  fettered  by  unwise  or  imperfect  de- 
cisions or  definitions  in  dealing  with  any 
new  cases  and  altered  circumstances  that 
may  arise  in  the  course  of  time  and  under 
altering  conditions.     A  definition  may, 
perhaps,  he  framed  to  meet  999  cases; 
but  they  keep  the  matter  open  to  meet 
the  thousandth  case,  in  order,  if  new  cir- 
cumstances should  arise,  that  they  may 
not  be  fettered.    We  have  already  de- 
cided that  criminal  procedure  in  Ireland 
shall  be  left  to  the  Irish  Parliament  as 
part  of  their  duty  for  regulating  matters 
for  the  peace,  order,  and  good  govern- 
ment of  Ireland.    What  we  want  is  a 
rule  sufficiently  plain   and  suflSciently 
wide   to    secure    justice  —  sufficiently 
elastic  to  prevent  the  making  of  mistakes 
in  dealing  with  cases  tbat  had  never 
been    thought    of    beforehand.  Tbe 
measure  of  elasticity  is  not  to  be  tbe 
measure  of  the  concnrreut  legislation  of 
the  United  Kingdom.    The  whole  idea 
of  the  Bill,  BO  far  as  it  is  now  established, 
is  that  criminal  procedure  in  Ireland  is  to 
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take  effect  according  to  the  sense  of 
justice  of  the  Irish  Legislature  dealing 
with  the  Irish  state  of  facts,  and  the 
state  of  facts  in  Ireland  may  be  totally 
different  from  Che  state  of  facts  in  Great 
Britain.  We  are  not  to  allow  any  de- 
privation of  life,  liberty,  or  property 
vfatch  cannot  be  called  due  or  proper, 
and  which  is  not  regulated  by  general 
principles  of  proc^ure,  with  such 
elasticity  as  enables  you  to  alter  pro- 
cedure with  experience.  This  will  give 
the  advantage  of  a  rule,  which  is  as  cer- 
tain as  any  can  be,  and  which  is  to  be 
derived  from  a  consideration  of  general 
principles.  The  words  proposed  to  be 
introduced  would  not  render  more  clear 
and  precise,  but  altogether  more  vague 
and  indeterminate,  the  meaning  of  the 
clause. 

•Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  (Armagh, 
Mid)  said,  the  speech  they  had  just 
listened  to  was  in  striking  contrast  to 
the  Solicitor  General's  speech  ou  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill.  On  that 
occasion,  after  expounding  this  safeguanl 
borrowed  from  the  American  Constitu- 
tion, he  asserted  that  the  clause  entirely 
did  away  w  ith  the  fears  presented  to  the 
men  of  Ulster. 

*Sin  J.  RIGBY  :  I  was  wrong  in  that 
statement.  I  ought  to  have  said  that  it 
does  away  with  every  reason  for  those 
fears. 

•Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  said,  he 
would  venture  to  think  that,  as  time 
vent  on,  the  Solicitor  Gouoral  would 
have  to  correct  many  other  expressions 
he  had  used.  The  Solicitor  General 
said,  "  What  lawyer  would  get  up  and 
say  lie  understood  this  Amendment  ? " 
He  retorted  upon  the  Solicitor  General 
— what  lawyer  would  get  up  and  say  he 
clearly  understood  the  meaning  of  this 
safeguard  ?  The  Attorney  General,  in 
his  very  candid  statement,  spoke  of  this 
safeguard  as  ancient,  but  not  definite  ;  as 
one  which  no  Court  of  Law  had  ever 
attempted  an  exhaustive  defiuition  of, 
aiid  which  be  himself  would  not  like  to 
dogmatise  upon.  Yet  that  was  the 
"safeguard"  ou  which  for  all  time  to 
come,  if  this  Bill  became  law,  the  lives, 
h'bcrties,  and  property  of  the  Irish 
minority  were  to  rest.    He  would  tell 


the  Government  that  they  had  wholly 
failed  to  safeguard  those  elementary 
rights  and  liberties  wbiyh  every  Ulster- 
man  and  Loyalist  possessed  as  a  British 
subject,  and  which  it  was  now  plain 
would  be  handed  over  wholesale  to 
another  Authority.  The  Attorney 
General  stated  that  this  sub-section 
would  prevent  the  Irish  Legislature  from 
passing  any  Bill  of  attainder  or  suspend- 
ing the  writ  of  habeas  corpus  in  certain 
cases.  Was  it  not  a  significaut  fact, 
however,  that  in  every  State  Constitution 
this  safeguard  was  inserted,  and  yet  in 
every  one  of  them  there  was  also  a 
restriction  upon  the  suspension  of  the 
writ  of  habeas  corpus  —  sometimes 
absolute,  sometimes  with  the  exception  of 
rebellion  and  invasion — and  at  the  same 
time  the  passing  of  any  Act  of  attainder 
was  also  forbidden.  How,  then,  could  it 
be  sud  that  this  sub-section  covered  the 
cases  of  habeas  corpus  and  Bills  of 
attainder  ?  Mr.  Cooley,  in  his  great 
book  pubHshcil  in  1883,  pointed  out  the 
importauee  of  restrictions  upon  these 
subjects  being  inserted  in  every  Constitu- 
tion, stating  that  this  was  highly  neces- 
sary, in  relation  to  popular  Assembliei:, 
and  that  it  would  be  very  unwise  to  dis- 
pense with  them.  TIk  words  "due 
process  of  law"  occurred  in  the  Irish 
law  ;  they  were  on  the  Irish  Statute 
Book  ;  they  had  a  clear  meaning ;  and 
that  meaning  was  wholly  different  from 
and  inconsistent  with  that  put  forward 
by  the  Solicitor  General.  The  words 
had  been  frequently  adjudicated  upon  ; 
they  might  be  adjudicated  upon  any 
day;  aud  the  meaning  given  to  them 
was  the  plain  meaning  put  upon 
them  by  tlie  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Fancras,  the  meaning  which  every 
English  and  Irish  lawyer  must  put  upon 
them — namely,  that  it  means  process, 
the  existing  law  as  it  is  for  the  time 
being.  If  the  Irish  Parliament  should 
change  the  process  of  law  then  the  new 
process  will  be  the  process  that  will 
have  to  he  carried  out.  No  one  would 
deny  that  every  "  course  of  law 
authorised  by  an  Irish  Statute  would  be 
"due"  course  of  law,  however  lax  or 
oppressive  it  might  be.  The  Judges,  in 
construing  such  words,  would  not,  and 
could  not,  construe  them  in  accordance 
wilh  any  general  principle  of  justice,  but 
must  construe  them  according  to  the 
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etrict  letter  of  the  law.  The  words  "  due 
course  of  law  "  occurred  in  every  warrant 
issued  in  Ireland  for  the  commitment  of 
a  prisoner  to  take  hie  trial ;  he  was  to  be 
committed  until  he  was  discharged  by 
due  course  of  law.  That  was  construed 
to  mean  the  law  as  it  now  existed  in  the 
Statute  Book  ;  and  he  challenged  the 
Solicitor  General  to  say  that  it  meant 
anything  else. 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY-:  I  will  deal  with 
that  aigament  afterwards.  What  I  have 
pointed  out  is  this  :  That  the  section  as 
it  stands  is  plainly  a  limitation  on  the 
legislative  power  of  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture ;  but  it  would  not  be  any  limitation 
at  all  if  the  Irish  Legislature  had  the 

Sower  of  altering  at  their  pleasure  the 
ue  process  of  law.  The  words  neces- 
sarily mean  due  course  of  Common  Law 
as  i^tered  according  to  the  will  and 
pleasure  of  this  Parliunent,  and  abuse 
of  its  power  by  the  Irish  Legislature  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  question. 

•Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  said,  he 
would  appeal  to  the  legal  profession, 
who  would  have  this  Debate  before 
them  for  weeks  and  mouths  to  come, 
whether  the-  words  "due  process  of 
law  "  must  not  be  construed  according 
to  their  meaning  in  British  law.  He 
admitted  they  had  a  special  meaning 
in  American  law,  hut  that  could  not  be 
adopted.  The  words  were  in  an  Irish 
Act  now  in  force.  It  was  an  Act  passed 
by  Grattan's  Parliament  in  1786  to 
punish  forcible  entry,  and  it  was  known 
as  the  Statute  of  George  III.  against 
forcible  possession.  The  64tb  section 
of  the  Statute  made  it  a  felony  for 
any  person  to  take  possession  of  land 
"  forcibly  and  without  process  of  law." 
This  section  hod  not  been  repealed,  was 
still  the  law  of  Ireland,  and  no  one  could 
contend  that  a  J udge  could,  in  construing 
these  words,  apply  to  them  any  general 
maxim  of  justice.  Since  the  Stetute  was 
passed  the  "  due  process  of  law  for  re- 
covering the  possession  of  land  had  been 
changed  over  and  over  again  ;  and  the 
words  would  be  construed  in  the  tight  of 
the  most  recent  Statute.  Fancy  a 
prisoner  indicted  under  the  Act  pleading 
the  American  Constitution  ;  he  would  be 
a  laughing-stock  I  It  would  only  be 
Mr,  Dvnbar  Barton 
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necessary  to  prove  that  he  had  tskea 
possession  forcibly  against  the  due  pro- 
cess of  the  existing  Statute  Law.  He 
understood  the  Attorney  General  agreed 
to  that.  [Sir  C.  ku:«SELL  nodded 
assent.^  They  had  those  words  iu  an 
unrepealed  Statute,  and  they  had  been 
frequently  adjudicated  upon,  and  tbey 
could  not  use  them  in  any  sense  different 
from  that  which  they  possessed  unless 
by  passing  words  to  give  them  a  differant 
sense.  The  Solicitor  General  would  not 
dispute  Uiat  proposition. 

Sib  J.  RIGBY  :  Certamly  not. 

•Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  :  It  most 
be  plain,  therefore,  to  every  layman  and 
to  every  lawyer  that  these  words  "  with- 
out due  process  of  law,"  understood  in 
the  sense  which  they  bore  in  English  and 
Irish  law,  offer  no  protection  whatevCT 
against  oppressive  legislation.  The 
Irish  L^islature  might  exercise  their 
own  sweet  will  in  altering  the  process  of 
law.  The  process  in  its  altered  form 
would  become  due  process  ** ;  and  this 
clause  would  be  valueless  as  a  protection 
for  life,  liberty,  or  property.  And  yet 
they  were  to  be  told  that  the  words 
would  have  a  totally  different  meaning  in 
this  Bill.  The  Government  wished  it  to 
be  understood  that  these  words  were  a  real 
protection  to  the  Irish  Loyalists  ;  they 
were  more  anxious,  perhaps,  that  they 
should  appear  to  he  such  than  tihat  they 
should  be  an  actual  safeguard.  But  the 
Government  suggested,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  intended,  that  these  words  should 
be  understood  in  the  very  different  mean- 
ing which  they  bore  in  American  juris- 
prudence. His  next  proposition  was 
that  they  could  not  be  so  understood. 
He  was  aware  that  the  Government 
proposed  by  Clause  19  to  set  up  a  Conrt 
which  could  overrule  legislative  enac^ 
ments.  Biit  that  Court  would  be  and 
must  be  guided  by  the  principles  and 
rules  of  British  and  Irish  law,  and  not 
of  American  jurisprudence.  The  Go- 
vernment could  not  by  a  phrase  trans- 
plant a  whole  branch  of  American  law 
into  British  law.  It  was  said  by  Coke 
that  Statute  Law  might  be  over-ruled  by 
the  Common  Law  in  certain  cases.  In  a 
new  edition  of  his  book  on  the  American 
Conatittttion,  Mr.  Bryce — he  bogged 


Digitized  by 


{COMMONS} 


1137 


Government  of        {15  June  1893} 


Ireland  Bill. 


1138 


pardon,  but  it  was  difficult  to  distinguish 
between  the  author  and  the  statesman  ;  he 
meant,  of  course,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  (Mr.  Bryce) — said  that  this 
doctrine  was  obsolete,  and  that~ 
"  The  opposite  doctrine  has  long  been  settled." 

So  that  a  Constitutional  Statute  might  be 
repealed  hj  Act  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  BRYCE  :  By  the  Imperial  Par- 
liameot. 

•Me.  DUNBAR  BARTON  said,  yes  ; 
hot  what  was  to  prevent  the  Irish  Legis- 
latore  from  doing  the  same  ?  The  Irish 
Legislature  could  under  this  Act  alter  all 
the  Constitutional  Statutes,  such  as 
Uaj^na  Cfaarta  and  the  Bill  of  Rights,  as 
well  as  the  right  of  trial  by  jury,  bail, 
habeas  corpus,  free  and  open  trial,  liberty 
of  the  Press  and  speech.  A^  an  Ulster- 
man  and  a  Loyalist,  he  repudiated  this 
as  a  substitution  for  the  liberties  of  an 


English  subject.  It  was,  therefore,  im- 
possible for  the  Governmeut  to  transplant 
American  law,  because  there  was  nothing 
in  the  Statute  to  authorise  it.  Besides, 
the  Priry  Council  could  uot  administer 
American  law  without  authority  of  Par- 
liament, and  they  would  uot  if  they  could. 
The  Chanoellor  of  the  Duchy  in  his  book 
had  pointed  out,  at  page  385,  with  what 
strictness  and  literafity  the  Privy  Coun- 
dl  bad  construed  the  British  North 
America  Act.  The  right  hon.  Grentleman 
wrote — 

"  Had  the  Supreme  Court  been  possessed  o£ 
the  same  spirit  the  United  States  Constitu- 
tion would  never  have  grown  to  be  what  it  is 
now." 

The  proposition  appeared  to  be,  there- 
fore, that  what  the  Supreme  Court  took 
100  years  to  do  was  to  be  done  in  a  day 
— in  a  moment,  if  necessary — after  this 
Bill  was  passed.  He  thought  that  their 
Judges  were  right  in  their  attitude  of 
strictness  and  literality;  but  whether 
they  were  right  or  not  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  had  shown  how 
absurd  it  was  to  suppose  that  they  would 
on  reading  this  phrase  swallow,  digest, 
and  apply  a  large  branch  of'  American 
law  which  it  bad  taken  a  century  for  the 
United  States  to  build  up.  But  he  went 
farther.  He  said  that  even  if  the  GoTem- 
ment  could  embody  the  whole  of  this 
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American  branch  of  law  it  would  be  quite 
ineffective  and  inadequate  for  the  purpose 
for  which  it  was  intended.    What  was 
that  purpose  ?    It  was  offered  as  the  sole 
safeguanl  for  the  lives  and  liberties  of 
Ulster  and  the  loyal  minority.    It  was 
uot,  as  in  America,  in  addition  to  all  the 
elementary  rights  to  liberty.    It  was  in 
substitution  of  them.    In  America  it  was 
applied'to  the  Judiciary  and  Executive  as 
well  as  to  the  Legislature.  Therefore, 
the   Government   had   borrowed  these 
words,  and  applied  them  to  the  power 
which  they  could  not  effectively  restrain, 
and  they  had  not  applied  them  to  the 
powers  which  they  might  efEectively 
restrain.   But  the  external  standard  to- 
be  applied  in  deciding  these  matters  was 
of  vitol  importance.    What  was  it  ?  It 
was  so  vague  and  indefinite  that,  thougk 
the  Law  OflBcers  of  the  Crown  had  tried 
to  giv^  it  a  meaning,  the  Committee  had 
not  been  told  what  the  phrase  really 
meant.     In   the   case  quoted   by  the 
Attorney  General  of  "  Wynehamer  r. 
People  ^*  it   was   indicated  that  these 
words  meant  ^*  as  settled  maxims  of  law 
permit  and  sanction."    In  the  famous 
argument  of  Webster,  he  explained  the 
words  by  saying  that  life,  liberty,  and 
property  were  placed  under  the  pra> 
tection  of  the  general  rules  wbidi  governed 
society.    He  would  like  to  see  how  the 
Irish  Judges   and   the  English  Privy 
Council   would   give   effect    to  these 
explanations.    He  could  understand  the 
Solicitor    General    unfolding    to  the 
Privy  Council  the  settled  rules  which 
governed   society,   and   he   firmly  be- 
lieved that,  for  once  in  his  life,  the 
Solicitor  General   would   be  dismissed 
with  costs.    He  (Mr.  Barton)  had  not  to 
go  beyond  the  Treasury  Bench  for  autho- 
rity.   There  was  one  Member  of  the 
Grovemment  whose  name  bad  not  been 
mentioned  in  these  Debates.    The  Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  had  written  a 
book  called  American  Home  Rule^  which 
was  a  most  interesting  book,  and,  among 
other  things,  he  dealt  with  this  very 
question.    At  that  time  he  ventured  to 
say  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  was 
not  aware  that  this  safeguard  was  going 
to  be  introduced  into  the  great  Home  Rule 
Bill  of  1893.    What  did  he  say  was 
meant  by  "due  process  of  law"?  He 
said,  "  It  meaus  compliance  with  certain 
principles  of  justice  which  have  not 
3  C 
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been  very  precisely  defiaed."  A  more 
accurate  and  precise  description  of  this 
principle  was  never  put  upon  paper. 
The  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  went 
to  America  himself  as  a  professional 
man;  he  studied  and  had  a  personal 
opportunity  of  seeing  how  this  law 
worked  ;  he  was  away  for  tliree  years, 
and  that  was  the  evidence  he  gave  as 
to  the  value  of  this  safeguard.  He 
would  tell  the  House  what  he  understood 
this  safeguard  to  be  taking  it  at  the 
utmost,  and  it  was  consistent  with  what 
had  been  stated  that  and  the  previous 
nights  by  the  Attorney  General.  It  was 
some  protection,  he  admitted,  but  abso- 
lutely inadequate  by  itself.  It  meant 
this,  and  he  took  the  meaning  from  the 
case  of  "Parsons  v.  Russell,"  in  11th 
Michigan  Reports,  where  the  Attorney 
General  would  find  it  under  the  head  of 
**  due  process  of  law,'* 

"This  Baf^:oard  merely  intends  to  secure  the 
right  ot  trial  according  to  the  form  of  law." 

That  was  consistent  with  every  word  the 
Attorney  General  said  tn  his  speech  last 
night  and  also  in  his  speech  that  night. 
Story's  explanation  amounted  to  this — 
that  there  must  be  an  accusation,  a  trial, 
a  judgment,  and  a  conviction.  Yes,  but 
the  Committee  would  ask  who  was  to 
decide  what  was  to  be  the  character  or 
tiie  form  of  that  accusation,  that  trial,  of 
that  iadgment,  and  of  that  conviction, 
and  he  would  tell  them  not  on  the 
authority  of  a  Michigan  or  New  York 
Court,  but  of  that  of  the  Snpreme  Court 
of  the  United  States.  In  the  case  of 
"Walkerr,  Sauvinet'*  (92  U.S.  Reports), 
the  rule  was  clearly  explained,  and  it 
was  set  forth!  n  Mr.  Cooley's  book  in  the 
following  words : — 

•'Bat  the  States  will  prescribe  their  own 
inethod  of  proceeding  and  trial;  the  accusation 
may  be  by  Qrand  Jury  or  without  one ;  the 
trial  by  Jury  or  by  Court ;  and  whatever  is 
established  will  be  due  process  of  law,  so  that 
it  be  general  and  Impartial  in  operation,  and 
r^ard  no  provision  of  Federal  or  State  Consti- 
tution." 

What  were  these  safeguards  then  ?  It 
must  be  general  and  impartial  in  opera- 
tion ;  but  if  they  were  protecting  a 
minority  it  was  of  the  very  elements  of 
the  question  that  an  Act  general  and  im- 
partial in  oparation  was  tuit  which  might 


one  had  to  be  protected  from  a  majority, 
because  they  could  frame  an  Act  whidi 
might  be  general  and  impartial,  which 
would  do  no  harm  to  the  majority  but 
which  might  injuriously  affect  the  mbo- 
rity.    Then  the  process  must  not  **dU- 
regard  any  provisions  of  Federal  or  State 
Constitution."    But  the  Bill  did  not  give 
them  the  provisions  which  were  inserted 
in  the  Federal  and  State  Constitutioa 
for  the  protection  of  life  and  liberty,  and 
consequently  the  foundation  of  all  the 
"  due  process  of  law "  was  gone,  aod 
these  words  by  themselves  afforded  no 
protection  at  all.    He  would  admit  that 
occasionally — perhaps  once  in  three  or 
four  yean — this  safeguard,  if  understood 
in  its  American  sense,  might  be  of  use  in 
Ireland,   probably  to   stop  Socialistic 
legislation,  or  something  like  that.  But 
as  a  protection  to  life,  liberty,  and  pro- 
perty it  was  absolutely  worthless.  He 
therefore  put  these   four  propositions  : 
First,  that  these  words  were  the  sole 
safeguard  for  the  lives  and  liberties  of 
the  Irish  Loyalists — they  were  the  sub- 
stitute for  all  the  liberties  they  at  present 
possessed ;  secondly,  that  in  their  well- 
uuderstood  sense  in  our  law  they  were 
absolutely  valueless  ;  thirdly,  that  it  was 
impossible  to  pitchfork  the  words  from 
the  American  law  into  our  law  in  their 
American  sense ;  and,  finally,  that,  if 
that  were  done  and  the  words  were  taken 
in  their  full  American  sense,  they  would 
be  inadequate  and  ineffective  for  the  pui> 
pose  at  which  they  aimed.    As  an  Ubter 
Memlwr  he  repudiated  this  safeguard  as 
any  protection  for  the  Loyalists  of  Ire- 
land.   To  offer  this  in  exchange  for  the 
liberties  of  Ulstermen  was  a  direct  pro- 
vocation to  any  course  of  action  ;  and  If 
the  cbhUBC  were  passed  in  this  form,  he 
said  that  whatever  conrae  Ulster  might 
take  would  be  approved  of  by  everj 
lover  of  freedom  in  the  civilised  world. 

Mb.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.) 
said,  that  during  the  course  of  these 
Debates  he  had  been  astonished  at  the 
attitude  of  the  Gktvemment,  but  he  had 
never  been  more  astonished  than  now  by 
the  fact  that  no  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  risen  to  answer  the  poweifnl 
arguments  advanced  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  and  by  others.  Ho 
contended  that  whatever  basis  there  bad 


be  most  iiriarioas  to  the  minority,  where  I  been  in  the  arguments  of  the  Govern- 
Mr,  Dtinbar  Barton 
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meat  bad  oow  been  destroyed.  Thi<» 
was  a  question  of  gigantic  importance  to 
the  minority  whom  the  words  were  in- 
tended to  protect.    Wheoerer  Ulstennen 
had  declared  their  Uvea  and  liberties  and 
property  to  be  endangered  the  Govern- 
ment and  their  supporters  bad  always 
pointed  to  tliis  sub-section  as  affording 
adequate  protection,  and  now  it  bad  been 
shown  by  his  hou.  and  learned  Friend 
that  the  words  had  at  least  two  inter- 
pretations.   He  held  that  the  Govern- 
rncQt  had  no  right  to  pledge  tbemselTes 
before  the  country  to  introduce  into  this 
Bill  safeguards  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
tecting the  lives,  the  liberties,  and  the 
property  of  the  minority  in  Ireland,  and 
then  to  frame  that  protection  iu  ambi- 
guous language  capable  of  varying  inter- 
pretations,   ile  was  bound  to  say  that 
the  last   speech   the  Solicitor  General 
made  certainly  opened  his  mind  very 
considerably  to  the  great  danger  which 
surrounded  this  expresHiou.    The  hon, 
and  teamed  Gentleman  declined  to  define 
it  for  the  reason  that  he  said  no  lawyer 
had  yet  attempted  to  define  what  fraud 
meant  in  the  English  law,  and  the  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  hand  over  ifacT  lives, 
property,  and  liberties  of  the  minority  in 
Ireland   to   a  frame  of  words  which 
might  be  subject  for  years  to  the  varying 
interpretations  and  doubtful  judgments 
which  had  been  given  with  reference  to 
"fraud"  iu  the  English  law.    If  the 
Government  pretended  that  they  were 
redeeming  the  pledges  they  had  given 
to   protect    the    minority    in  Ireland, 
all  he  coidd  say  was  it   was  a  way 
of  redeeming    them    that    very  few 
politicians    would    care    to  imitate. 
It  had  been  pointed  out  that  these  words 
had  been  interpreted  by  the  Civil  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  as  dealing  with  "  prin- 
ciples of  justice  not  very  accurately  de- 
fined."  Was  the  Civil  Lord  prepared  to 
tell  his  constituents  that  by  this  sub- 
section the  Government  had  done  justice 
to  the  principles  upon  which  they  went 
before  the  country  with  this  Bill  ?  Was 
he  prepared  to  tell  them  that  in  his 
opinion    this    sub-section,   which  was 
merely  a  frame  of  words  d^ing  with 
principles  of  justice  not  very  accurately 
defined,  was  a  sufficient  safeguard  for  the 
minority  in  Ireland  ?  He  understood  that 
one  of  the  legal  oflScers  of  the  Govern- 
ment bad  stated  that  the  words  "due 


process  of  law "  would  preclude  any 
action  of  the  Irish  Legislature  which 
would  alter  the  state  of  the  law  as  it 
existed  at  present.  [Sir  C.  Russell: 
No,  no  !]  If  that  were  not  so,  he  could 
not  conceive  what  protection  the  words 
afforded  against  the  action  of  the  Irish 
Legislature.  They  afforded  no  legisla- 
tive or  judicial  protection.  Viewing  this 
clause,  upon  which  the  Government  re- 
lied, as  a  redemption  of  their  pledges 
with  regard  to  the  protection  of  the- 
minority  in  Ireland,  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  over  and  over  again  admitted 
was  necessary,  this  safeguard  appeared 
to  him  to  be  an  absolute  fraud,  and  it 
was  far  better  to  reject  it  than  encumber 
the  Bill  with  it. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  intervening  in  this 
leg^l  Debate,  and  giving  what  would 
most  doubtless  be  a  valueless  opinion  on 
matters  bearing  a  legal  interpretation, 
but  I  can  hardly  sit  still  and  allow  the 
Government  under  the  cloak  of  silence 
to  escape  fr(Hn  not  Uie  least  damaging 
of  the  many  damaging  attacks  made  upon 
them  in  the  course  of  this  Debate.  I  have- 
had  better  fortuue  than  many  gentlemen 
in  this  House,  in  that  I  have  heard  the 
whole  of  the  Debate  from  the  beginning 
on  the  Amendmeut  of  the  Member  for 
St.  Helens  down  to  the  present  Amend- 
ment. On  the  Amendment  of  the 
Member  for  St.  Helens  we  had  one  of 
the  few  legal  speeches  from  that  Bench 
with  which  we  are  expected  to  be  satis- 
fied. No  doubt  the  Attorney  General 
was  perfectly  dear  in  bis  statement.  In 
other  words,  he  very  clearly  explained  to 
the  House  that  he  could  not  explain  the 
meaning  of  his  own  Bill.  His  clearness 
was  a  negative  clearness.  It  was  clear* 
ness  devoted  to  showing  that  with  all 
his  immense  knowledge  of  English  law 
and  all  bis  acquired  and  doubtless  accu- 
rate knowledge  of  American  law,  still  he 
is  not  in  a  position  to  give  this  House  an 
adequate  account  of  what  it  was  the 
Government  meant  by  this  Amendment. 
Then  he  is  followed  by  his  learned  Col- 
league the  Solicitor  General,  and  his 
learned  CoUeague^s  claims  upon  this 
matter  appear  to  be  of  a  very  modest 
description.  He  was  asked  what  these 
words  meaot,  and  he  said  that  a  Court  of 
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Law  which  had  got  to  deal  with  an  Act 
of   Parliament    would   always  assume 
that  it  means  something  ;  and,  tlierefore, 
although  the-  learned  Gentleman  could 
not  tell  UB  what  they  did  mean,  such  whs 
his  oonfideuce  in  the  tribunals  of  his 
counlry  that  he  had  not  the  slightest 
doubt  when  the  Statute  came  before  than 
for  interpretation  they  wonld  be  able  to 
find  some  meaning  or  another  to  put  upou 
these  words.     And  I   recollect,  while 
I   am   ou  this  point,  that  while  the 
Solicitor  General  was  quite  confident  they 
would  know  how i  to  interpret  the  obscure 
conundrum  contained  in  the  words  "due 
process  of  law,'*  he  had  admitted  they 
would  be  utterly  puzzled  by  the  word 
"  security."     In   this  Amendment  the 
word  "security"  occurs.    The  learned 
Solicitor  General,  I  suppose,  understands 
what  "  security "  means  ;  but  from  his 
knowledge  of  the  Judges  of  the  lan4,  he 
thought   they   would  not   be   able  to 
understand  it,  and   so   strangely  con- 
structed is  the  judicial  mind  that  while 
there  could  be  no  question,  no  ambiguity 
connected  with  the  "due  process  of  law," 
the  word   "  security "  in    an   Act  of 
Parliament  would  utterly  puzzle  those 
learned  Judges.    It  may  be  true,  as  the 
Solicitor  General  says,  that  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  however  idiotic  be  the  word- 
ing, will  always  have  some  meaning  or 
another  put  upon  it  by  "  Judges  when 
interpreting  it.^*    I  do  not  deny  that 
broad  legal  proposition.    The  question 
before  us,  then,  is  what  will  be  the  legal 
interpretation  put  upon  this  subject — 
which  is  the  most  material  subject  of  all — 
upon  which  we  have  had  a  great  deal 
of  light    from    my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  behind  me  ?    We  have  had  no 
light  from  the  Government  at  all.  My 
learned  Friend  lias  shown — and  he  has  not 
yet  been  contradicted  by  any  of  the  legal 
luminaries  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
— ^that  die  words  "  due  process  of  law  " 
occur  in  a  Statute  still  operative.  He 
hu  shown  that,  as  used  in  this  Statute 
and  as   constantly   interpreted  by  the 
Judges,  *'  due   process   of  law "  means 
the  process  of  law  in  force  for  the  time 
being.    In  other  words,  he  shows  that 
the  English  Courts  are  in  the  habit  of 
interpreting  these  words  in  a  manner 
that   make    them    a  mere  farce  and 
absurdity  when  introduced  into  a  Bill  by 
way  of  a  safeguard.    He  has  gone 
Mr.  A,  J,  Baifovr 


further,  and  he  has  quoted  two  important 
works  upon  the  American  Constitatioa. 
This  Government  sufiers  under  the 
unique  difficulty  of  having  produced  two 
gentlemen  who  have  both  had  the  mis- 
fortune to  write  books  on  the  American 
Constitution,  and  who  have — I  say  it 
with  modesty  and  humility — ^through 
the  medium  of  excellent  books,  sup- 
plied us  with  at  least  half  our  facts  > 
and  arguments.  Both  these  learned 
gentlemen  have  been  quoted  by  my 
learned  Friend  behind  me.  It  appears 
that  on  the  authority  of  both  of  them  he 
has  conclusively  proved  that  in  America 
the  words  are  ambiguous,  difficult  of 
interpretation,  and  almost  as  illoaory, 
as  it  is  quite  clear  they  would 
be  upon  the  interpretation  of  the  English 
Courts.  I  do  not  know  what  answer 
the  Government  can  give,  or  wheth«r 
they  have  any  answer  to  give 
at  all ;  but  I  submit  that,  at 
all  events,  this  Debate  should  not 
conclude  until  some  serious  answer  is 
attempted.  But,  Sir,  as  we  are  upon 
the  subject  of  the  Am^ican  Constitution 
— as,  indeed,  we  cannot  be  on  any  other 
subj^t  while  we  are  dealing  with  this 
particular  Amendment,  which  is,  after 
alt,  nothing  but  a  quotation  borrowed 
from  the  American  Constitution  and 
spoiled  in  the  borrowing — let  me  give 
some  infonnatiou  to  hon.Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, which  I  do  not  profess  I  hare  derived 
from  my  own  researches  into  the 
American  Constitution,  or  into  the  two 
books  by  Members  of  the  Government  to 
which  I  have  just  referred.  But  I  sin 
given  to  understand  that  this  very  sen- 
tence — these  ambiguous  words — came  ap 
for  discussion  in  an  American  Conrt, 
and  Chief  Justice  Ruffin  thus  defined 
the  meaning  of  the  clause.   He  said — 

<*  The  cltuue  means  that  Statntea  which  would 
deprire  citUens  of  the  rights  of  person  oc 
projwrty  without  »  reffular  trial,  according 
to  the  usage  of  the  Common  La^,  would  sot 
be  tho  law  of  the  land  in  the  sense  of  the 
American  ConBtitution." 

And  that  sentence  has  been,  aa  I  und^ 
stand,  supported  by  Stoiy,  Kent,  and 
other  great  American  legal  authorities. 
Very  welt,  but  that  is  the  Amendment 
we  are  discussing,  and*  which  the  Govern- 
ment refuse  to  interpret.  This  wu 
known  apparently — as,  of  course,  every- 
thing about  the  American  Constitatioa 
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U known — to  the  Chaacellorof  the Duch j ; 
and  T  really  think  if  he  had  got  up  and 
told  U8  that  the  very  interpretation  put 
upon  it  in  the  Amendment  of  my  bon. 
IViend  the  Member  for  Dover  and  in  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Rochester  had  the  support 
of  the  great  legal  authorities  in  America, 
I  think  our  deliberations  would  have 
been  very  materially  aided.  There  is 
one  other  argument  as  to  which  I  should 
like  a  reply.  It  was  alluded  to,  but 
not  specially  developed,  by  my  learned 
Friend  behind  me  (Mr.  Dunbar  Barton). 
"Due  process  of  law,"  after  all,  in 
the  American  Coostitntion,  refers, 
among  othor  things,  to  principles 
laid  down  in  that  Constitation— prin- 
dplee  r^^arding  trial  by  jury,  bail,  the 
writ  of  habeas  corpus,  and  a  large  number 
of  other  matters  vitally  interesting  to  the 
liberty  of  the  subject.  These,  Sir,  are 
embodied  in  the  American  Constitution, 
and  it  is,  at  least,  partially  io  reference  to 
these  that  the  words  "due  process  of 
law"  are  used.  Why  do  not  the  Govern- 
ment put  down  in  this  Bill  those 
principles  of  law?  They  have  had 
an  opportunity  of  doing  so,  because 
an  Ajnendment  was  moved  this  very 
evening  by  my  bon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Glasgow  before  this  Debate  be^n. 
That  opportnnity  they  did  not  take. 
They  will  have  many  other  opportunities, 
I  olraerve  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
has  very  properly,  in  my  judgment,  put 
down  each  one  of  these  Amendments  to 
the  American  Constitution,  which  the 
Govemment  onght  to  have  introduced 
into  the  Bill,  but  have  not.  If  there  is 
to  be  a  meaning  to  the  words  "due 
process  of  law,"  we  shall,  on  these 
Amendments,  have  an  opportunity  of 
testing  whether  the  Government  really 
mean  this  to  be  a  safeguard  to  the 
nligions  liberties,  lives,  and  property  of 
the  minority  in  Ulster,  or  whether,  on 
the  other  hand,  this  is  merely  a  clause 
pat  in  for  the  purpose  of  debate  on  the 
Second  Reading — a  clause  put  in  to  be 
sired  upon  English  platforms — a  clause 
pat  in  to  induce  the  English  people  to 
believe  they  were  not  betraying  the 
interests  of  those  in  Ireland  who  had 
trusted  them,  but  a  clause  which,  what- 
ever  its  value  may  be  for  these 
electioneering  purposes,  will  be  utterly 
and  obviously  useless  for  every  real 


object  for  preserving  the  rights 
threatened  by  the  institntiou  of  this  new 
Legislatnre. 

•SiE  C.  RUSSELL :  I  certainly  should 
have  risen  after  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Armagh,  but  for 
the  fact  that  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  rose,  and 
that  I  had  delivered  a  speech  of  some 
length,  which  was  practically  a  speech 
relating  to  this  Amendment,  though  it 
occurred  upon  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  St.  Helens.  The  fallacy,  as  I 
conceive  it,  which  has  pervaded  the 
entire  argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Armagh,  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man thinks  I  am  called  upon  to  make  an 
answer,  is  this  :  that  he  entirely  dis- 
regards the  context  in  which  this 
language,  '*  due  process  of  law,"  occurs. 
He  cites,  forsooth,  as  an  illustration 
and  an  argument  upon  this  question 
a  Statute  of  the  year  1786, 
which,  forbidding  the  taking  forcible 
possession  except  by  "  due  process  of 
law,"  has  been  construed  in  the  only  way 
in  which  it  could  be — namely,  "  due 
process  of  law,"  according  as  the  law  at 
that  time  existed.  According  to  the 
context  there  could  be  no  other  possibility 
of  any  other  coustruction.  But  what  is 
this  case  P  I  must  briefly  state  it  again, 
because  I  do  not  feel  warranted  in 
following  far  afield  some  of  the  ex- 
traneous topics  introduced  to-night. 
I  will  not  follow  the  hoo.  and 
learned  Member  into  his  extravit- 
gaut  description  of  loyal  Ulstermen 
stripped  of  every  vestige  of  pro- 
tection— ^poor,  helpless  creatures,  with  no 
protection  from  the  Irish  Legislative 
Body,  no  protection  from  the  Bepresenta- 
tives  of  the  Crown,  from  the  judicial 
tribunals  of  the  country,  or  from  the 
ultimate  appeal  to  the  Appellate  Court  of 
the  Privy  Council.  I  will  not  follow  him 
into  that  extraneous  matter.  I  will, 
therefore,  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
it  is  in  relation  to  the  context  in  which 
the  language  "  due  process  of  law "  is 
used  that  a  true  apprehension  of  the 
meaning  of  the  words  must  be  found.  It 
is  said  that  in  spite  of  the  clause  the 
Irish  Legislative  Body  might  make  any 
law  or  might  lay  down  any  mode  of  pro- 
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ceeding  they  pleased,  and  that  thereupon 
it  would  become  due  process  of  law.  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  that 
argument  is  absurd  on  the  face  of  it — 
one  to  which  no  legal  tribunal  would,  or 
could,  for  a  moment  listen.  The 
Solicitor  General  has  been  twitted  be- 
cause he  declined,  as  I  did  earlier  in  the 
Debate,  to  commit  himself  to  a  positive 
and  accurate  deBuition  of  the  words. 
Well,  there  are  many  lawyers  in  the 
House;  but  where  is  the  one  who  will 
rise  and  give  such  a  definition  ?  The 
anthorlty  cited  by  the  Solicitor  General 
at  the  close  of  his  speech  is  most 
apposite,  because  it  is  the  judicial  ex- 
pression of  a  Judge  of  one  of  the 
Superior  Courts  in  America,  giving  the 
meaning  to  the  phrase  **  due  process  of 
law"which  wecouteud  it  has  received  from 
long  judicial  interpretation.  Thereupon 
the  Government  are  asked  why  they  do 
not  put  the  words  of  the  Judge  in  the 
Bill  ?  In  other  words,  we  are  asked  to 
select  the  opinion  of  an  isolated  Judge, 
which,  no  doubt,  is  sound,  but  which  may 
have  a  restrictive  effect,  in  preference 
to  the  result  to  be  obtained  from  the 
whole  of  the  judicial  decisions  upon  the 
question.  The  words  must  be  left  to 
judicial  interpretation  in  connection  with 
the  context;  and  thus,  while  they  will 
have  the  guarantee  of  judicial  interpreta- 
tion, they  will,  without  using  any  stereo- 
typed form,  give  the  elasticity  of 
language  which  may  be  necessary  in  the 
consideration  of  principles  involved  in 
varying  circumstances. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire)  : 
My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  much  to 
answer  in  the  direct  propositions  put  to 
him  ;  but  he  has  replied  to  none  of  them. 
The  hon.  Member  for  St.  Paucras  asked 
the  simple  question — Was  that  which 
was  represented  to  be  due  process  of  law 
the  process  of  law  which  existed  now, 
the  process  of  the  Common  Law,  or  was 
it  that  process  of  law  which  the  Irish 
Legislature  at  their  will  might  invent  ? 
Do  any  of  those  hon.  Members  who  think 
the  Attomoy  General  answered  that 
question  understand  what  his  answer 
was  ?  Certainly,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  not  asserted  that  the  Irish 
Legislature  could  not  enact  due  legisla- 
tion controlling  procedure.  That  pro- 
cedure, whatever  it  might  he,  would 
Sir  C.  Russell 


amount  to  process  of  law,  and  that  would 

be  the  "due  process  of  law" — [Sir  C. 
Russell  dissented] — which  would  fom 
the  only  safeguard  given  by  this  sub-aee- 
tiou.  We  have  the  admission  that  the 
Irish  Legislature  will  be  able  to  deal 
with  criminal  procedure.  The  Attoroey 
General  has  said  that  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture will  be  able  to  enact  that  there  should 
be  trial  otherwise  than  by  jury.  The 
Imperial  Parliament  did  so  in  1882. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  earlier 
in  the  evening,  told  ns  that  the  question 
as  to  what  is  or  is  not  due  process  of  law 
is  one  of  some  difficulty.  No  Court  has 
been  able  to  define  it,  and  no  Court  ever 
will  be  able  to  de§ne  it ;  but  whilst  we 
cannot  define  it  we  can  give  concrete 
instances.  Suppose  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture enacted  that  there  should  be  trial 
before  an  individual — would  that  be  doe 
process  of  law  ?  The  Attorney  General 
says  it  would  not  be  due  process  of  law 
if  the  Legislature  said  there  should  be 
trial  before  a  Magistrate  and  he  should 
be  able  to  pass  sentence  of  death.  But 
why,  if  we  give  to  a  tribunal  of  three  the 
power  to  seutence  a  man  to  death,  can 
that  power  not  be  given  to  one  ?  It  we 
can  give  it  to  a  Chief  Justice,  it  can  be 
given  to  a  Puisne  Judge  or  to  a  Magis- 
trate. It  is  a  question  of  degree,  and 
does  not  much  aJffect  the  principle.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says  we 
must  leave  the  question  to  a  Judge  to 
determine.  But  we  cau,  at  least,  assists 
Judge.  Why  should  we  not  say  that  the 
security  should  amount  to  the  securi^ 
given  by  the  Common  Law  ?  The 
Attorney  General  says  that  in  doing  so 
we  should  be  placing  a  task  on  the  Judge 
to  determine  what  the  Common  Law  is. 
Why  not  ?  He  has  to  determine  it  eveir 
day,  anil  it  is  no  argument  to  say  that  it 
would  take  volumes  to  tell  what  the 
Common  Law  is.  Every  Judge  knoirs 
the  Common  Law — more  or  less.  He  b 
bound  to  administer  it ;  and  I  must  pr(H 
test,  when  we  ask  that  this  saf^ard, 
"  due  process  of  law,"  should  be  within 
the  Common  Law,  against  the  Attoraej 
General  saying  that  we  cannot 
consent  to  the  Common  Law  being 
administered  by  a  Jndge,  becaose 
we  cannot  trust  a  Judge  to  know  what 
the  Common  Law  is.  The  Solicitor 
General  has  added  anothw  argumcDt. 
He  says  that  when  we  speak  of  process 
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of  law  we  speak  of  due  process  of  law, 
and  that  ought  to  satisfy  us.     I  ex- 
pected the  Solicitor  General  to  tell  us 
what  due  process  of  law  was  ;  but  he  did 
not  make  the  attempt.    The  Attorney 
GeDerat  did.    He  threw  the  words  at 
large  upon  the  Bill,  Baying — "  We  can- 
not tell  yoa  what  it  is  ;  no  one  has  ever 
been  able  to  tell  you  what  it  is  ;  but  that 
1    is  all  we  have  to  give  you."   I  admit  the 
j     difficulty  of  definition ;  but  I  think  it  a 
bftd  practice  to  put  on  the  Statute  Book 
I     tbat  which  no  one  can  define.  Having 
I     beard  all  the  Government  have  to  say,  I 
assert  that  those  who  have  drawn  the 
clause  stand  convicted  of  having  put  in 
words  of  no  meaoiug  and  no  force,  which 
will  create  confusion  instead  of  affording 
protection. 

Sir  E.  CLARKE  (Plymouth)  :  I 
shall  make  no  apology  for  asking  the 
Committee  to  listen  to  a  few  words  from 
me  upon  the  important  subject  before 
them.  If  I  wanted  any  justificatiou,  I 
should  find  it  in  the  words  of  the  right 
hoo.  Gentleman  opposite,  who,  iu  answer 
to  a  question,  said  there  was  no  subject 
OQ  which  the  House  ought  to  spend  so 
much  time  as  one  dealing  with  the  liberty 
of  the  subject.  [Mr.  W.E.  Gladstone  : 
No.]  It  was  ia  reply  to  a  question 
from  the  bon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Rassell),  and,  desiring  to 
turn  the  edge  of  the  question,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gave  the  answer  to 
which  I  have  referred.  [Mr.  Glad- 
stone dissented.]  I  cannot  give  the 
exact  words  just  now,  but  I  have  no 
desire  to  misrepresent  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman.  There  is  another  reason 
why  I  claim  to  speak.  The  Attorney 
General  threw  out  a  challenge  to  any 
Uwyer  in  the  House  to  speak  ou  this 
Amendment. 

Sib  C.  BUSSELL  :  I^o. 

Sib  E.  CLARKE  :  Yes  ;  my  hoo.  and 
learned  Friend  has  so  challenged  us. 
He  has  admitted  that  be  cannot  define 
the  words  "  due  process  of  law,"  and  he 
added  that  it  was  more  difficult  to  define 
the  Amendment. 

Sib  C.  BUSSELL  said,  that  was  not 
his  challenge. 

Sib  E.  CLARKE  :  I  am  aware  there 
was  another  challenge,  but  I  am  not 
dealing  with  that.     I  shall  meet  it  in 


time.  With  regard  to  the  words  in  the 
Amendment,  I  bold  tbatthey  are  perfectly 
easy  of  interpretation  and  application.  It 
would  be  the  duty  of  the  Judge  dealing 
with  them  to  see  what  was  the  security 
given  by  the  Common  Law  ;  and  that 
is  precisely  the  duty  which  falls  to  every 
Judge  in  the  discharge  of  the  day's 
work.  Therefore,  the  interpretation  of 
my  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Armagh  is  perfectly  correct.  There  are 
very  few  Statutes  in  which  the  phrase 
"  due  process  of  law  "  occurs,  except 
Statutes  relating  to  iraprisoument,  in 
which  the  phrase  occurs  "  to  be  im- 
prisoned until  discharged  by  due  process 
of  law." 

An  hon.  Member  :  Define  it. 

Sir  E.  CLARKE  :  I  will  do  so  with 
the  greatest  pleasure.  "  Due  process  of 
law,"  as  used  in  such  Statutes,  means  the 
operation  of  the  law  existing  at  the 
time  by  whomsoever  that  law  has  been 
made.  The  real  difficulty  in  this  matter 
arises  from  the  Government's  having 
applied  to  the  Legislature  a  rcstrictioD 
which  should  logically  apply  to  the 
Executive.  If  the  words  of  the  Ame- 
rican Constitution  were  introduced  it 
would  be  observed  that  the  words  ran 
'thus — 

"  No  State  shall  make  or  enforce  any  law 
whi(;h  nhall  abridge  the  privileges  or  ImmQnities 
of  citizens  of  the  tlnitea  States." 

I  pause  here  to  point  out  that  the  re- 
striction which  so  specifically  applied  to 
the  Legislative  Body  has  been  rejected 
by  the  Government.  The  words  go 
on — 

"  Nor  shall  any  State  deprive  any  person  ot 
life,  liberty,  or  property  without  due  process  of 
law,  nor  deny  to  any  person  within  its  joriBdic- 
tion  the  equal  protection  of  the  law." 

That  sentence  shows  tbat  the  law  there 
dealt  with  is  the  law  which  at  the 
time  exists  in  the  State.  The  Solicitor 
General  first  said  that  "  due "  meant 
"  proper,"  and  then  he  said  that  "  due 
process  of  law "  meant  **  according  to 
sound  precedent."  The  Attorney  Ge- 
neral accepted,  as  I  thought  he  would 
accept,  the  interpretation  in  the  judg- 
ment in  the  United  States  Court  which 
was  read  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition.  But,  as  has 
been  pointed  out,  tbat  interpretation  is 
almost  precisely  in  the  words  put  down 
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in  the  Amendment.  What  answer  can 
be  given  to  the  illustration  my  right  hoo. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bury  has  just 
given  in  the  Act  passed  in  1B82,  under 
which  men  were  to  be  tried  for  their 
lives  in  IreUnd  without  a  jury  ?  Why 
should  not  the  Irish  Parliament  pass  a 
similar  Act  ?  Will  the  Attorney  General 
or  the  Solicitor  General  now  say  that^ 
as  the  Bill  stands,  the  Irish  Parliament 
cannot  do  so  ? 

•Sib  J.  EIGHT  :  The  Irish  Parlia- 
ment could  not  do  it. 

SiB  E.  CLARKE  :  Why  not  ?  Full 
power  of  legislation  is  given  to  the  Irish 
Parliament,  subject  to  certain  limita- 
tions, and  I  venture  to  say  that  there  is 
not  a  word  in  the  Bill  which  imposes  a 
limit  upon  this  power.  It  would  be  com- 
petent for  them  to  pass  such  an  Act,  and, 
if  they  do  so,  the  procedure  under  it 
would  become  due  process  of  law. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  So  long 
as  this  is  a  question  of  legal  interpreta- 
tion, it  is  quite  right  the  discussion  should 
remain  in  the  hands  of  legal  experts. 
The  time  has  now  come,  however,  when 
laymen  have  got  to  form  their  conclusion 
and  to  give  their  judgment.  I  hope  that 
even  at  this  late  period  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  bead  of  the  Govern- 
ment will  give  the  Committee  the  benefit 
of  his  views  on  the  subject.  Sir,  1  make 
an  appeal.  It  appears  to  me  that  the 
issue  is  very  plain  and  capable  of  being 
placed  before  the  Committee  in  a  very 
few  wonJs.  The  Government  proposes 
to  give  a  safeguard  to  the  minority  in 
Ireland.  They  consider  they  do  this  by 
inserting  the  Words  "  by  due  process  of 
law."  Well,  we  ask  what  the  expression 
means.  We  are  told  by  the  highest 
authority  on  behalf  of  the  Government 
that  it  is  beyond  the  wit  of  man  to  define 
it,  but  at  the  same  time  be  assures  us  it  is  a 
very  great  safeguard  indeed.  He  cannot 
tell  us  bow  it  is  a  safeguard,  or  why  it  is 
a  safeguard,  or  when  it  is  a  safeguard. 
And  yet  he  knows  that  it  is  a  safeguard. 
He  asks  ns  to  acQopt  his  pious  opinion. 
On  the  other  hand,  great  legal  authorities 
point  out  that  as  the  clause  is  drawn,  and 
without  the  addition  of  further  words  it 
will  not  carry  the  matter  one  bit  futther 
than  the  Bill  would  carry  it  if  the  sub- 
section were  left  out — that,  in  fact,  the 
Sir  E.  Clarke 


Irish  Legislature  will  have  full  powo^ 
subject,  of  course,  to  the  .veto  and  the 
Imperial  surpremaey,  such  as  it  is — ovw 
the  lives  and  liberty  and  property  of  oar 
fellow-subjects  in  Ireland.  At  one  point 
of  his  speech — or  rather  in  one  of  his 
interruptions,  I  should  say — the  Attorney 
General  was  much  more  definite,  because 
when  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
quoted  the  opinion  of  a  Judge  of  the 
Supreme  Court  in  America  defining  "  dne 
process  of  law  "  according  to  the  Americui 
Constitution,  and  showed  that  in 
America,  at  any  rate,  "  due  process 
of  law "  is  defined  to  include  all 
the  Bccarities  of  the  Common  Law,  then 
by  interruption  the  Attorney  Genenl 
gave  his  acquiescence.  Yes  ;  then  why 
not  define  the  matter  in  the  English  law 
according  to  the  definition  which  yoa 
accept  of  the  American  law,  instead  of 
leaving  to  the  Courts  the  duty  which 
they  may  or  may  not  discharge  of  import- 
ing the  American  law  into  the  English 
law,  especially  as  you  can  define  it  in  the 
few  words  quoted  by  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  ?  But  the  moment  the 
Attorney  General  finds  himself  pinned  in 
this  way  he  retires  from  the  field,  and 
begins  to  depreciate  the  authority  to 
which  he  has  before .  appealed.  "Ofa," 
he  says,  "  what  an  indignity  !  Tou 
ask  me  to  insert  in  the  English  law  the 
opinion  of  an  isolated  American  Jadge." 
Let  us  put  aside  the  isolated  American 
Judge,  who,  afterali,  was  considered  to  be 
a  great  authority  in  his  time.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  has  admitted 
that  the  opinion  of  this  poor  isolated 
American  J  udge  accords  with  the 
definition  the  Government  are  prepared 
to  give  to  these  words. 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  It  was  only  an 

illustration  or  an  instance. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  It  was 
something  a  great  deal  more.  I  think  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  forgetting 
the  language  of  the  Judgment.  It  was  not 
an  illustration  ;  it  was  a  definition  for 
the  purpose  of  a  Judgment ;  and  the 
Judgment  was  founded  on  the  definitioo. 
I  say  the  definition  of  the  American 
Judge  satisfies  us,  and  we  have  put  it  on 
the  Paper.  Tlie  Government  say  they 
agree  with  it.  Then  why  not  pat  it 
into  the  Bill  ?  If  they  do  not  agree  with 
it,  let  them  tell  ns  why.    The  Govern- 
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ment  themselves  admit  that  their  law  is 
vague  and  iU-defiued,  but  they  trust  to 
some  future  Court  to  define  it  in  the 
course  of  years.  Would  it  not  be  better 
to  hare  an  imperfect  defioltion  of  certain 
applicatiOQ  than  to  leave  everything  to 
chance  ?  Can  you  conceive  anytiiiug 
more  certain  to  provoke  litigation  and 
irritation  and  to  bring  the  proceedings 
of  both  ParlianieDts  into  contempt  than 
upon  this  most  important  subject,  which 
covers  the  lives  and  liberties  as  well  as 
the  property  of  the  minority  in.  Ireland, 
to  leave  everything  vague  and  uncertain  ? 

The  chancellor  op  the 
DUCHY  OF  LANCASTER  (Mr. 
Brtce,  Aberdeen,  S.)  :  Several  state- 
ments have  been  made  which  require  to 
be  corrected  in  regard  to  tbat  which  is 
the  undoubted  meaning  of  the  American 
authorities.  I  cannot  help  thinking,  in 
bearing  the  Debate  so  far  as  it  has  gone, 
what  would  have  been  said  by  right 
hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  taken 
part  in  it  on  the  other  side  had  they 
happened  to  be  at  Runnymede  at  the 
time  King  John  signed  Magna  Charta, 
and  what  they  would  have  said  as  to  the 
extreme  vagueness  of  the  words  per 
legem  terrtE.  These  are  the  words  of 
Magna  Charta.  They  are  words  which 
have  been  well  understood  by  every 
aacceeding  age  of  lawyers.  They  are 
the  words  interpreted  by  Lord  Coke. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  did  not  add  very  much  to  the 
previous  arguments.  He  only  repeated 
what  has  been  said  several  times  before, 
tbat  this  expression  *'  due  process  of 
law  *'  has  not  been  defined.  It  is  one 
that  cannot  be  defined.  [Opposition 
eheerg,'\  Yes,  it  cannot  be  defined,  and 
it  ought  not  to  be  defined,  because  a 
definition  would  destroy  its  value.  Hon. 
Members  are  probably  not  aware  of  the 
long*establighed  legal  maxim  that  there 
is  nothing  so  dangerous  in  -  law  as  a 
definition  ?  And  why  ?  Because  a 
definition  limits  and  narrows,  and  there- 
fore destroys,  the  value  of  the  words. 
Why  is  the  expression  a  safeguard  ? 
Because  it  is  elastic.  I  do  not  expect 
laymen  to  understand  that.  I  notice 
that  no  lawyer  has  ventured  to  traverse 
that  proposition.    The  Member  for  Bury 

VOL.  XIII.    [fou&tu  series.] 


asked  whether  "  due  process  of  law  "  is 
to  be  taken  as  the  law  as  it  is  now  in 
Ireland,  or  as  the  Common  Law  generally. 
Lord  Coke  has  described  it  as  embodying 
the  settled  principles  of  the  Common 
Law,  and  others  have  given  9,  similar 
definition.  Why,  then,  do  we  object  to 
the  introduction  of  the  words  "  Common 
Law  "  ?  Because  they  would  make  the 
matter  more  vague  than  it  is.  They 
would  make  the  matter  more  vagne 
because  they  would  throw  upon  the 
Courts  the  duty  of  determining  not  only 
what  is  the  due  process  of  law,  but  also 
what  the  relation  of  the  words  is  to  the 
security  given  by  the  Common  Law,  and 
also  what  is  the  security  given  by  any 
Act  of  Parliament  which  varies  the 
Common  Law.  Ami  could  you  present 
a  more  dii&cult  field  to  the  Judges  than 
by  asking  them  whether  any  Act  of 
Parliament  varied  the  Common  Law  ?  We 
think  those  words  would  odd  nothing  to 
the  clause,  and  make  the  section  more 
difficult  of  application.  There  is  another 
error  which  pervades  the  arguments  of 
lawyers  who  have  spoken  in  the  Debate 
— that  is,  that  the  Irish  Parliament  could 
make  that  due  process  of  law  which 
would  not  be  due  process  of  law.  Wliy, 
the  whole  object  of  the  Government  is  to 
give  a  sort  of  Magna  Charta  to  Ireland 
— a  Constitution.  Putting  it  here  makes  it 
impossible  for  the  Irish  Parliament  to 
vary  it,  and  so  far  from  interpreting  it  by 
the  words  of  the  Irish  Statute  of  1776  it 
must  be  interpreted  by  the  context  of  this 
Act.  We  are  not  dealing  here  with  a 
new  matter — with  an  ambiguous  matter. 
We  are  dealing  with  words  which  have 
received  in  the  Courts  of  the  United 
States  a  perfectly  clear,  perfectly  uniform, 
perfectly  definite,  and  perfectly  unam- 
biguous construction.  No  lawyer  who 
has  spoken  to-night  has  been  able  to  cite 
a  case  where  there  has  been  a  difiTerence 
of  opinion  amongst  Judges  on  this 
matter.  The  American  authorities  have 
been  ransacked,  and  I  venture  to  say 
that  they  will  be  found  to  be  in  accoi^ 
as  to  the  meaning  to  be  put  upon  these 
words.  There  are  44  States  in  the 
Union,  and  words  like  these  find  a  place 
in  every  one  of  their  Constitutions.  The 
result  is,  that  a  large  body  of  interpreta- 
tion has  been  accnniulfited  in  their  Coxirts 
as  well  as  in  the  FedentI  Courts,  leaving 
the  question  quite  nnanibtguous.  This 
3  D 
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large  body  of  authority  will  be  at  the  dis- 
poral  of  the  Privy  Coancil  ahonld  that 
Court  require  guidance ;  therefore,  I 
maintalD  that  we  are  not  asktug  the 
Committee  to  embark  in  a  novel  pro- 
ceeding, and  to  accept  something  which 
has  not  stood  the  test  of  experience. 
The  words  "  due  process  of  law  "  have 
been  found  to  give  that  protection  in 
America  which  it  is  sought  to  secure  in 
the  case  of  Ireland.  They  constitute,  I 
muDtain,  an  elastic  and,  therefore, 
efficient  saf  eguu^. 

Mr.  DABLINa  rose  [Crtei  cf 

"  Divide  I"]  The  hoo.  Member  resumed^ 
his  seat. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  231 ; 
Noes  263.— (Division  List,  No.  145.) 

It  being  after  Midnight,  the  Chairman 
left  the  Chair  to  make  his  repwi  to  the 
Honse. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow  at  Two  <tf  the  clook. 

DITORCE  BILLS. 
OrderedfThattlieSdectCoininitteeon  Divorce 
Bills  do  consist  <a :— The  Lwd  Advocate,  Hr- 
Attomey  Oeneral,  Mr.  Canon,  Mr.  Knox,  Sir 
Mowbray,  filr  Cbarlea  Peanoa,  Mr.  Stans- 
Md,  Sir  Riobard  WeMtf,  and  Mr.  Wodehoase. 

LOCAL    OOTBBNMENT  PROVISIONAL 

ORDER  (HOn8IN0  OF  JHB  WORKINO 
CLABSB8)  (No.  2)  BILL.— (No.  870.) 

Reported,  with  Amendments  [Fro- 
visional  Order  confirmed]  ;  as  amended, 
to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No,  14)  BILL.— (No.  S67.) 

Reported,  without  Amendment  [Pro- 
visional Orders  confirmed] ;  to  be  read  the 
third  time  To-morrow. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  16)  BILL.— <No.  868.) 
Reported,  with  Amendments  [Pro' 
visional  Orders  confirmed]  ;  as  amended, 
to  beconsidered  To-morrow. 
J/r.  Brjfce 


LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  IS)  BILL.— (No.  8<9.) 
Rep(n-ted,  with  Amendments  [Tro- 
visionai  -Orders  confirmed]  ;  as  amotded, 
to  be  eonsida«d  To-mwrow. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDER    (No.   6)  BILL. 

(No.  874.) 
Reported,  without  Amendment  [Fro- 
visional  Order  confirmed]  ;  tobereadths 
third  time  To-morrow. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PSO- 
VISIONAL   ORDER   (No.   7)  BILL. 

(No.  876.) 
Reported,  with  Amendments  [Fro- 
visional  Order  confirmed]  ;  as  amended, 
to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 
Fourteenth  Report  brought  op,  and 
read  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 

PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS  COMMITTES. 
Second   Report,    with    Minutes  of 
Evidence  and  an  Appendix,  brought  np, 
and  read. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 

be  printed.    [No.  255.] 

SEl.  riSHEBIKS  SELECT  COHMITTEE. 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  seot  to  Tba 
Lords,  to  request  that  tfaeir  Lorddiipt  irill  be 
pleased  to  give  leave  to  the  Lord  Montana  to 
attend  to  be  examined  as  a  witness  beftm  tbs 
Select  Cmnmlttee  on  Sea  Fisheries.-  (Mr. 
Mafjoribankt.) 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (POOR  I  AW)  BILL. 

Reported  from  the  Select  Committee 
[Provisional  Order  confirmed.] 

Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be  printed. 
[No.  256.] 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration To-morrow. 

CONVEYANCE  OF  MAILS  BILL.-(Na  MS.) 
Considwed  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  I. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
i^^ain  upon  Monday  next. 

Honse  adjonmed  at  ten  minnto 
after  Twelre  o'docL 
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SAT  FIBST. 
The  Lord  Petre^  after  tho  death  of  his 

WILD  BIRDS  PBOTBOTION  BILL. 
OOUHITTEB. 

Htase  in  OMumttM  (moCordiDg  to 

Older). 

Clause  1. 

*LoBO  BALFOUR  proposed  an 
AmeodineDt  at  line  lO,  to  leave  out 
the  words  "  except  as  hereinafter  pro- 
vided" under  any  circumstances,  what- 
ever the  House  might  do  as  regarded  the 
remainder  of  the  Bill. 
Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clanae  2. 

•Lord  WALSINGHAM  moved  to 
leave  out  sub-sections  (1)  and  (2)  and 
insert — 

"0.)  One  of  Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secre- 
taries of  State  as  to  England  and  wales,  the 
Secretary  far  Scotland  as  to  Scotland,  and  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  as  to  Ireland,  may,  after  the 
puBin^  of  this  Act,  npon  application  by  any 
coanty  cotincil  as  to  any  admiiiistratire  county 
in  Oreat  Britain,  and  the  grand  jury  as  to  any 
coanty  in  Ireland  (which  bodies  are  herein- 
after respectively  referred  to  aa  "  the  authority"), 
by  order  wholly  prohibit  the  taking  or  destroy- 
in;  of  wild  Wrds*  eggs  for  a  certain  period  in 
any  year  or  yean  in  any  place  or  places  within 
the  county  of  the  authority;  an<[  any  person 
who  shall  take  or  ilcstroy,  or  incite,  aiti,  or  pro- 
cure any  ijcrson  to  take  or  ileatroy  any  epg  of 
any  wild  hint  within  such  period  in  any  such 
place  or  places,  or  convey  any  person,  with  the 
intent  to  contravene  this  Act,  shall,  on  snmrnary 
conricHon,  be  liable  to  a  fine  not  exceeding  five 
pounds,  and,  if  any  wild  bird's  egg  is  taken  or 
destroyed,  to  an  additional  fine,  not  exceeding 
one  pound,  for  every  egg  so  taken  or  destroyed. 

"  (2.)  Any  period  of  the  year  during  which, 
and  any  place  or  places  in  which,  the  prohibi- 
tion under  any  order  Is  to  take  effect,  shall  be 
adequately  defined  in  the  order,  and  printed 
notice  thereof  shall  be  exhibited  at  the  door  of 
every  school  house,  churoh,  and  chapel  within 
the  county  of  the  authority  not  less  than 
twenty-one  days  before  the  commencement  of 
anch  period  in  each  year,  together  with  placards 
at  the  boundaries  of  such  place  or  pluses,  and 
saeh  other  notice  as  the  authority  may  detet> 
mine." 

Qesaid  the  Amendments  which  had  been 
placed  upon  the  Paper  by  his  noble 
Friend  in  charge  of  the  BUI  appeared  to 

TOL.  Xm.   [foustb  bbbixs.] 
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have  been  drawn  up  witJi  Toy  waxAi.  tiia 
same  intention  and  general  idea  as  these. 
They  were  designed,  in  the  first  place,  to 
make  it  clear  that  this  clause  dealt  only 
with  eggs,  trusting  to  the  Act  of  1880, 
with  whicli  this  was  to  be  incorporated,  to 
afford  sufficient  protection  to  the  birds 
themselves.  He  was  not  by  any  means 
convinced  that  it  was  necessary  or 
advisable  to  extend  any  further  protec- 
tion to  birds  not  mentioned  in  the 
Schedule  to  the  Act,  and  which,  for  the 
most  part  by  their  habits  of  con- 
cealment or  by  their  wider  distribntitm, 
were  pretty  well  able  to  take  oaie  of 
themselves.  At  one  time  he  believed  it 
was  intended  to  include  the  eggs  of  wild 
birds  under  the  Act  of  1880,  but  those 
most  acquainted  with  the  subject  found 
there  would  be  so  much  difficulty  that  it 
was  eventually  abandoned  ;  and  this 
Bill  might  be  said  to  be  an  attempt  to 
supplement  the  Act  of  1880  with  regard 
to  wild  birds'  eggs.  Although  he  should 
be  the  last  to  sanction  the  nnnecessary 
destruction  of  eggs,  even  of  common 
birds,  their  Lordships  mnst  remember 
that  boys  would  be  boys  ;  and  bearing 
in  mind  that  bird-nesting  expedi- 
tions from  school  had  often  given 
their  first  love  of  natural  objects  to  those 
who  in  after  life  had  contributed  largely 
to  our  natural  science,  he  thought  it 
would  not  be  advisable  to  inflict  penalties 
upon  the  young  and  inexperienced,  and  at 
the  same  time  to  leave  ample  and 
sufficient  loopholes  for  the  professional 
collectors  and  egg  dealers  who  had  really 
done  injury  to  our  wild  birds  of  late 
years,  for  we  had  to  deplore  the  almost 
extinction  of  many  species  of  birds  once 
familiar  to  British  naturalists  and  sports- 
men. It  was  against  the  destruction  of 
eggs  by  dealers  and  professional  col- 
lectors that  these  clauses  were  directed. 
It  was,  therefore,  proposed  to  define  more 
accurately  the  places  within  which  it 
was  desirable  to  prevent  eggs  being' 
taken,  and  he  could  not  think  that  it 
would  be  difficult  to  make  certain 
portions  of  well-known  breeding  places 
(for  the  most  part  near  the  coast) 
sanctuaries  within  which  the  eggs 
of  our  Twet  species  of  birds  should 
not  be  taken  after  a  specified  time. 
He  considered  that  even  those  who 
took  eggs  for  the  purpose  of  food,  and 
those  who  made  a  living  by  selling 
edible  birds'  eggs  w^onld  welcome  some 
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rMtrictions  on  the  indiscriminate  destrnc- 
tion  of  certain  species  of  birds,  which 
woald  result  in  the  increase  and  pro- 
ductiveness of  the  birds.  Thej  would 
800D  recognise  that  by  allowing  a  certain 
proportion  of  birds  to  get  off  each  season 
by  providing  sanctuaries  where  the 
broods  could  be  batched  after  the  first 
clutch  of  eggs  had  been  taken,  their 
business  would  be  greatly  improved, 
though  some  sacrifice  for  a  year  or  two 
would  be  entailed.  This  was  no  new 
idea,  for  his  noble  Friend  the  late 
Gorernor  of  New  Zealand  (the  Earl  of 
Onslow)  had  tried  already  with  some 
success  the  experiment  of  establishing 
on  the  islands  off  the  coast  of  New 
Zealand  sanctuaries  for  birds  that  were 
in  danger  of  becoming  extinct.  When 
sanctuaries  were  set  apart  due  notice 
should  he  given  so  that  everyone 
would  know  where  they  were.  The  Bill 
as  it  stood  did  not  provide  for  sufficient 
publicity  for  the  restrictions  which  it 
authorised.  His  Amendments  would  have 
the  effect  of  putting  an  end  to  the 
market  for  eggs  of  our  rare  British  birds, 
and  they  would  also  prevent  birds  from 
being  disturbed  for  a  limited  period  and 
in  certain  particular  places,  and 
he  therefore  asked  their  Lordships 
to  accept  them.  At  present  Snb- 
section  I  provided  that  a  Secretary 
of  State  might,  on  the  application  of 
the  Local  Authority,  hy  order  prohibit 
the  taking  or  destroying  of  wild  birds 
or  their  eggs  in  particular  places,  and 
imposed  a  penalty  not  exceeding  £,  1  for 
every  bird  or  egg  taken  or  destroyed. 
Sub-section  2  required  any  order  made 
und^  the  section  to  lie  published  by  the 
Local  Authority  not  less  than  14  days 
before  the  commenceineut  of  the  prohi- 
bited period  in  the  print-ipal  tocai  news- 
papers. The  sub-section  which  he  now 
proposed  to  substitute  for  Sub-section  1 
enabled  the  Secretary  of  State  to  wholly 
{Hvhibit  the  taking  or  destroying  of  wild 
birds*  eggs  for  a  certain  period,  and  ren- 
dered any  person  who  did  so  liable  to  a 
fine  not  exceeding  £5  and  to  an  addi- 
tional fine  not  exceeding  £1  for  every 
egg  taken  or  destroyed ;  and  the  sub- 
section proposed  to  be  substituted  for 
Sub-section  2  provided  that  th^  period 
of  the  year  during  which,  and  the  place 
in  which,  the  prohibition  under  any 
order  was  to  take  effect  should  be  ade- 
quately defined  in  the  order  and  should 

Lord  fVahingkam 


he  exhibited  at  the  door  of  every  school* 
house,  church,  and  chapel  within  the 
county  of  the  Local  Authority  not  less 
than  21  days  before  the  commeneemest 
of  such  period,  together  with  placards  st 
the  boundaries  of  such  place. 

*LoRD  BALFOUR  said,  as  a  matter 
of  course,  after  what  passed  when  the 
Bill  was  read  a  second  time,  he,  pei^ 
sonally,  would  offer  no  objection  to  the 
amendment  of  Sub-sections  1  and  2,  or 
to  the  total  omission  of  Clause  2  for  the 
purpose  of  substituting  something  dse. 
This  Amendment  technically  came  heton 
that  of  which  he  had  himself  giveo 
notice,  but  they  conld  not  both  be 
accepted.  Their  Lordships  would  either 
have  to  adopt  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord  with  or  without  Amendmeots^ 
or  the  other  Amendment  which  stood  on 
the  Paper  in  his  own  name.  He  did  not 
think  that  there  was  enough  difference 
between  them  to  make  a  difference  in  the 
purpose  which  they  had  in  view  ;  but 
before  the  Committee  agreed  to  the  inssr^ 
tion  of  the  Amendment  he  thought  it 
would  be  desirable  to  have  some  geneml 
indication  of  opinion  from  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  who  led  the  House,  trom  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  or  from  other  noble 
Lords  who  took  an  interest  in  the  sub- 
ject, as  to  which  of  the  Amendments 
they  thought  it  would  be  best  to  adopt. 
Tlie  only  difference  between  the  two 
Amendments  that  he  could  trace  was  that 
he  had  attempted  to  distinguish  and  to 
fipectfy  that  only  those  districts  in  which 
rare  birds  were  known  to  nest  should  be 
the  subject  of  special  precaution.  That 
might  or  might  not  be  an  advantage  in 
the  opinion  of  the  House,  and  he  should 
be  willing  to  agree  to  whatever  might 
be  thought  best. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  substantial  difference  between  the 
two  proposals.  I  shall  be  perfectly 
content  to  see  either  of  them  adopted  ;  st 
the  same  time  I  shall  desire,  whichever 
it  may  be,  to  propose  certain  Amend- 
ments. I  quite  agree  in  the  expe- 
diency of  the  provisions  pointing  ont 
distinctly  that  the  measures  takoi  m 
for  the  purpose  of  protecting  rare  iHrds 
from  extinction.  At  this  stage  I  will 
not  press  an  Amendment,  because  I 
have  not  been  able  to  put  it  down  in 
print  as  to  the  order  being  made  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  on  the  representaticm  of 
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tbe  County  Council,  the  words  now  being, 
*'qpon  the  application  of  the  County 
Council.**  Whichever  form  is  adopteil,  I 
shoold  propose  that  certain  matters 
sbould  be  specified  as  having  arisen  to 
which  important  attention  should  be 
called  in  making  the  representation,  so 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  might  be 
satisfied  in  acting  upon  it.  The  repre- 
seotation  is — that  the  Council  have 
grounds  for  believing  that  the  places 
mentioned  are  frequented  by  wild  birds 
o(  a  particolsr  species,  and  that  this 
species  is  in  danger  of  extinction,  unless 
the  eggs  are  protected,  and  that  the  |»ro- 
posed  limits  of  the  place  are  not  wider 
tlian,  in  the  opioioaof  the  County  Council, 
is  necessary  for  the  protection  of  the 
\peciea.  The  simplest  way,  no  doubt, 
is  to  draw  your  net  very  wide,  but  there 
is  danger  in  doing  tliat ;  and  therefore  I 
think  it  is  important  that  the  County 
Cooncil  should  show,  when  they  make 
their  application,  ttiat  they  are  not  pro- 
posing wider  limits  than  are  necessary, 
and  that  they  should  convey  that  fact 
to  the  Secreta^  of  State. 
*LoRD  BALFOUB  said,  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  not  apparently  gathered 
the  effect  of  his  proposition.  He  proposed 
to  leave  out  the  clause  altogether,  and 
shoald  have  liked  some  indication  from 
the  House  as  to  which  Amendment  they 
preferred.  It  seemed  undesirable  to  spend 
time  in  drafting  a  clause  which  th^ 
House  might  afterwards  prefer  should  be 
left  out  altogether. 

The  Mabqcess  of  SALISBURY  : 
I  do  not*  think  the  matter  is  so  important 
as  to  necrasitate  our  taking  up  time  upon 
it  now.  It  must  go  before  Standing 
Committee,  and  any  Amendments  can  be 
inserted  there  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  and  any  requisite  alterations  can  be 
made.  I  do  not  think  it  worth  while 
discussing  the  difference  between  the  two 
Amendments  ;  but  I  should  suggest  that 
something  should  be  put  in,  so  that  tbe 
Secretary  of  State  should  not  be  a  mere 
instmment  in  the  hands  of  the  County 
CouDcUs. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  the. 
COUNCIL  AND  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (The  Earl  of 
KiHBERLEr)  :  I  quite  agree  with  the 
noble  Marquess  that  we  might  take  my 
noble  Friend's  Amendment  now.  I  en- 
tirely agree,  and  I  imagine  the  House 
generally  agrees,  in  the  principle  of  these 
Amendments,  and  we  shall  have  the 
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opportunity  of  putting  them  strught 
afterwards  if  necesaarr. 

The  Dlke  of  RICHMOND  said,  if 
all  the  Amendments  to  the  clause  were 
being  d^t  with  he  disagreed  very  much 
with  the  proposed  3rd  section. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEBLEY  :  Lord 
Walsingham's  Amendment  only  refers  to 
the  1st  and  2nd.  The  3rd  remains  tar 
consideration. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY : 
As  regards  the  3rd  sub-section,  I  think 
the  British  Museum  collector  might  wiut 
until  the  species  baa  become  numeroos 
again. 

Moved, That  Sub-sections  (I)  and  (2)  of 
Clause  2  be  omitted,  and  the  Amend- 
ments proposed  by  Lord  Walaingfaam 
Bubatitnted. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR :  What 
I  proposed  was  based  upon  Lord  Bal- 
four's drafting.  Of  course,  it  woutd  not 
be  exactly  applicable  to  this.  I  will, 
therefore,  put  it  down  for  Standing  Com- 
mittee. 

•Lord  WALSINGHAM  moved,  as 

Sub-section  (3),  of  Clause  2,  the  insertion 

of  the  following  Amendment : — 
• 

"One  of  Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretaries 
of  State  as  to  England  and  Wales,  the  Secretatr 

for  Scotland  as  to  Scotland,  and  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  as  to  Ireland,  may,  after  the  passing 
of  this  Act,  upon  application  by  the  trostees  of 
the  British  Haaeum,  authorise  the  trustees  for 
tbe  time  being  to  grant  to  any  person  in  their 
employment  a  licence  to  procure  within  any 
pronimted  time  or  place  such  specimen  or 
specimens  as  may  be  required  for  exhibition  in 
the  National  collections.  Proricled  always  that 
notice  of  the  issue  of  any  such  licence  shall  in 
each  case  be  given  to  the  authority  for  the  dis- 
trict in  which  such  specimen  or  specimens  are 
to  be  procured  at  least  fourteen  days  previous  to 
the  issuing  of  such  licence,  and  that  such  notice 
shall  clearly  set  forth  the  names  and  nnmber  of 
the  specimetis  reqnired." 

He  thought  the  Trustees  of  the  British 
Museum  were  to  be  trusted  not  to  en- 
danger any  species  of  rqre  birds  by  taking 
one  of  a  limited  number  of  their  nests  or 
eggs  as  specimens.  The  objection  came 
rather  from  those  who  thought  there 
was  uo  need  to  illustrate  the  breeding 
habits  and  life  histories  of  birds  for 
the  purpose  of  study  in  our  National 
Museum.  This  was  not  a  very  wide 
clause,  and  the  House  would  agree  that 
Sir  William  Flower  and  Dr.  Gilnther 
deserved  great  credit  for  what  bad  been 
done  to  add  to  the  ^^r^^j^Te 
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character  of  the  coUectionft  in  the  Mu- 
aeum  ;  but,  of  course,  it  woatd  sometimes 
be.  necessary  to  replenish  the  cases,  and  it 
seemed  rather  a  false  position  in  which  to 
place  the  British  Museum  authorises  that 
any  of  their  employes  should  he  tempted 
to  evade  the  law  in  order  to  replenish  the 
cases.  Hedid  not  say  thejwoulddosucha 
thing,  but  there  would  be  a  strong 
temptation  if  anjr  of  the  cases  got  broken 
and  the  specimena  were  damaged  to  re- 
place them.  It  was  not  Unreasonable, 
therefore,  to  guard  against  that  hj  pro- 
Tidiug,  upon  getting  authority  from  the 
Secretary  of  State  and  by  giving  notice 
to  the  County  Council,  that  they  should 
be  allowed  to  take  specimens  even  in 
close  time  and  from  a  sanctuary. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  thought 
it  would  be  rather  dangerous  to  insert 
this  clause,  because  however  much  they 
might  be  willing  to  trust  officers  of  the 
British  Museum,  they  could  not  possibly 
prevent  egg-dealere,  some  of  them 
probably  not  very  scrupulous,  from  send- 
ing down  into  those  districts  men  who 
would  say  they  had  that  authority, 
and  would  show  something  to  the 
keepers,  who  might  not  be  very  intelli- 
gent, and  might  admit  them,  believing 
they  had  authority  to  go  there.  'He  was 
of  opiuion,  therefore,  tbat  that  part  of  it 
should  be  left  out. 

The  Earl  ofKIMBERLEY  :  I  will 
ouly  say  that  I  entirely  concur  with  the 
noble  Duke  opposite  that  there  would  be 
great  danger  under  this  clause  of  the 
object  of  the  Bill  being  defeated. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL,  speaking 
as  a  Trustee  of  the  British  Museum, 
asked  whether,  as  the  Bill  stood,  there 
would  be  any  means  of  replenishing,  if 
necessary,  the  beautiful  collections  there  ? 
The  exhibition  of  nests  and  eggs  at  the 
Museum  was  one  of  the  greatest 
attractions  at  that  Institution.  Though  he 
had  been  told  by  Sir  William  Flower  that 
many  of  the  specimens  were  so  faded 
and  spoiled  that  it  would  be  necessary 
soon  to  replenish  the  cases,  he  concurred 
generally  in  the  danger  likely  to  arise 
which  had  been  referred  to  by  the  noble 
Duke.  A  general  clause  allowing  nests 
and  eggs  to  be  taken  for  the  British 
Museum  would  be  rather  a  danger  ;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  he  thought  that  Insti- 
tution should,  either  through  the  Secre- 
tfury  of  State  or  in  tome  othw  way,  have 
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the  means  of  securing  specimens  for  the 
purpose  of  replenishing  their  collections. 

The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY :  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  the  pro- 
vincial spirit  is  growing  very  much 
among  us,  and  I  thiuk  there  would  bean 
extreme  inclinatiou  to  dispute  on  the  part 
of  other  Institutions  any  privilege  given 
to  the  British  Museum.  If.  you  give  this 
privilege  to  the  British  Museum,  a  great 
many  other  Museums  wilt  insiat  up<Hi  it 
being  extended  to  th«n,  and  will  ask 
that  their  collectors  should  be  allowed  to ' 
take  eggs  for  the  replenishment  (rf  th«r 
collections.  Your  Lordships  know  that 
the  passion  of  the  collector  for  getting  a 
thing  into  his  own  hands  is  so  strong 
that  he  entirely  ceases  to  care  for  the 
object  itself  which  he  is  collecting.  Yonr' 
Lordships  know,  for  example,  that 
that  passion  is  very  bad  in  literary 
matters,  and  I  am  afraid  tbat  botanical 
collectors  are  exterminating  some  of  the 
rarest  and  most  curious  species  of  jdants 
in  the  country.  Zoology,  I  fear,  will  not 
the  less  suffer  from  it.  On  the  whole, 
the  suggested  danger  is  too  great  a  risk 
to  run,  and  I  should  support  the  view  of 
the  noble  Duke  that  the  Amendment 
should  be  left  out.  If  I  had  to  vote,  I 
should  certainly  vote  with  the  noble  Earl 
opposite. 

Lord  WALSINGHAM  said,  after  the 
expression  of  opinion  by  the  uoble 
jUarqueSB,  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  and 
other  noble  Lords,  ho  wotdd  not  press  bis 
Amendment  to  a  Division,  although  as 
similar  powers  were  given  in  other 
countries  it  was  not  unreasonable  to  ask 
them  for  the  British  Museum,  But  as 
the  noble  Marquess  had  pointed  out,  other 
Museums  might  be  a  little  jealous  of  the 
privilege,  and  if  it  were  to  be  extended 
to  ail  other  Museums  he  should  certainly 
move  to  reject  the  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  said,  it 
was  a  certainty  that  the  extension  would 
be  asked. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

*  Clause  2,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  3. 

*LoRD  BALFOUR  said,  his  Amend- 
ment upon  this  clause  was  not  iDcon- 
sistent  with  the  Amendment  which  bad 
been  accepted  by  the  House.  Those  on 
Clauses  2  and  4  undoabtediy  wcraso,  and 
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"Lord  BALFOUB  aaidf  it  vonld  be 
necessftry  to  make  some  directions  with 
regard  to  Clauses  5  and  6,  but  he  would 
rather  not  move  them  at  the  present  time. 
He  would  follow  the  example  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack, 
and  reserve  them  for  the  Standing 
Committee. 


he  therefore  did  not  propone  to  move 
them.  Clause  3,  however^  dealt  with 
another  matter,  and  seemed  to  be  a 
Tsluable  provision  to  be  inserted  in  the 
Bill.  Its  objfwt  was  to  give  permission 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  upon  proper 
coniideration  to  add  to  the  Schedule  of 
the  principal  Act  the  name  of  any  bird 
which  was  in  danger  of  becoming  rare  or ' 
extinct.  A  Schedule  is  attached  to  the 
Act  of  1880  which  protects  by  name 
certain  birds  against  owners,  occnpiers, 
and  every  other  person,  while  other 
birds  not  in  the  Schedule  are  protected 
against  the  general  public  who  might 
trespass  in  pursuit  of  them,  but  not 
against  the  owner  or  occupier.  A  year 
or  two  ago,  their  Lordships  might 
remember,  it  was  resolved,  and  Parlia- 
ment agreed  to  it,  to  pass  a  special  Act 
for  the  i»t>teotion  of  the  sand  grouse  which 
Tisited  this  country.  He  did  not  think 
it  was  necessary  in  tluit  case  to  do  it, 
beoanse  naturalists  were  aware  that  as 
t^e  sand  grouse  had  come  it  would  go 
again,  and  would  probably  not  become  a 
permanent  resident  in  this  country.  The 
object  of  this  proposed  clause  was  to 
afford  a  less  cumbrous  means  of  adding 
to  the  Schedule  the  names  of  birds  which 
were  in  danger  of  becoming  extinct  and 
so  to  give  them  protection^  without  the 
necessity  of  passing  a  Bill  through  both. 
Houses  of  Parliament  for  the  purpose. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  will 
merely  say  that  1  think  this  is  a  yerj 
desirable  nlanse. 

The  Eabl  of  CAMPEBDOWN 
asked  whether  it  was  intended  to  restrict 
this  also  to  the  eggs  of  birds,  because  he 
understood  the  noble  Lord  opposite  to 
say  there  was  a  general  desire  in  that 
direction,  and  that  he  himself  thought,  in 
order  to  protect  the  birds,  it  would  be  safe 
to  restrict  the  Bill  to  the  eggs.  Of  course, 
if  that  were  so,  a  clause  of  this  kind 
would  not  be  in  place. 

Lord  BALFOUR  could  only  say  that 
he  did  not  agree  with  his  noble  Friend. 

The  Earl  of  WEMTSS  said,  his 
remarks  applied  to  the  Bill,  and  not  to 
the  clause  proposed. 

Moved  a  new  Clause — 

"(3)  Providingthat  the  Secretary  of  State,  on 
the  representation  of  the  Connty  Council, 
may  order  that  the  Act  shall  apply  in  placee 
within  that  connty  specified  tu  the  order  to  any 
specieB  of  rare  wild  Inrd,  or  which  is  in  danger 
of  becoming  rare." — {The  Lord  Bdlfvur.') 

Amendment  agreed  to. 


Remaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  re-conamitted  to  the  Standing 
Committee  ;  and  to  he  printed,  as 
amended.  (No.  149.) 

BABBBD  WIRE  FBNCES  BILL.— (Ko  181.) 
REPORT  OF  AHENDUENTS. 

Lord  MONKSWELL  said,  he  pro- 
posed to  put  off  the  Report  stage  of  this 
Bill  until  Thursday  next,  as  the  Amend- 
ments of  noble  Lords  opposite  had  raised 
a  question  of  importance,  which  he  would 
like  to  consider. 

Report  of  Amendments  put  off  to 

Thursday  next. 

DUCHY  OF  COENWALL  BILL.— (No.  116.) 
SECOND  READINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

•Lord  PLAYFAIR  said,  this  was 
mainly  a  continuing  Bill.  An  Act  was 
passed  iu  1863  for  the  management  of 
the  Duchy  of  Cornwall,  and  giving 
power  to  make  sales  of  property  for  31 
years.  That  period  would  expire  next 
year,  and  it  was  considered  desirable  to 
renew  the  power  permanently,  as  it  had 
been  found  of  great  use.  With- 
out such  general  powws  a  special  Act 

would  be  necrasar^r  i°  '^^* 
The  Act  bad  been  found  of  great  use  in 
regard  to  the  construction  of  harbours, 
railways,  and  for  other  public  purposes, 
and  also  for  the  enfranchisement  of  copy- 
holds. As  every  sale  requurod  lie 
approval  of  the  Treasury,  and  as  all  the 
funds  must  be  invested  under  Treasury 
sanction,  there  seemed  to  be  no  reason 
why  this  power  should  not  be  continued. 
One  other  matter  required  to  be  men- 
tioned, that  power  was  given  for  the 
investment  of  moneys  arising  from  sales 
upon  trusts,  other  than  those  limited  by 
the  Act  of  1863.  The  Bill  asked  for 
power  in  the  Duchy  of  Cornvrall  to  make 
investments  in  any  trust  funds  that 
might  be  agreed  to  under  the  Trust 
Investment  Act  of  1884.   As  a  Member 
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of  the  Coancil,  he  might  state  that  thej 
had  found  it  incoDvenieut  not  to  be  able 
to  put  their  trust  monies  in  good 
securities,  and  he  asked  their  liOrdships* 
approval  to  that  clause. 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  .committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
Monday  next. 

"  B4ILWAY   SERVANTS   (HOURS  OF 
LABOUR)  BILL.— (No.  73.) 
REPOBT  OF  AUBHDMENTS. 

Amendments  reported  (aocording  to 
Order). 

•Lord  BALFOUK  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment,  to  add  aProriso  at  the  end  of 
Clause  li  that  the  Act  should  not  apply 
to  servants  of  a  Hallway  Company  who 
were  not,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  du*ectly  or  indirectly  engaged  in 
or  concerned  with  the  movement  of 
traffic.  Noble  Lords  who  were  present 
at  the  Standing  Committee  a  few  days 
previously  when  this  Bill  was  considered 
would  readily  uuderatand  the  reasons 
which  actuated  him  in  moving  this 
Amendment,  There  were  two  classes  of 
railway  servants  clearly  distinguished  by 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Playfair) 
in  moving  the  Second  Beading  of  the 
Bill ;  those  engaged  in  the  actual  move- 
ment of  the  traffic,  and  those  employed 
by  Bailway  Companies  in  other  respects. 
As  was  pointed  out  in  the  discussion  in 
Standing  Committee,  there  had  been  a 
general  agreement  that  Parliament  had 
hitherto  limited  its  interference  with  the 
hours  of  labour  of  adult  men  to  those 
cases  where  it  was  justified  either  ou 
grounds  of  public  safety  or  of  the  health 
of  those  employed.  It  seemed  to  him 
important  to  safeguard  the  consistency  of 
the  Legislature  in  this  matter,  and  not  to 
depart  from  the  principle  so  laid  down 
nnless  for  some  grave  and  adequate 
reason.  He  would  not  say  it  should 
never  be  departed  from.  He  could  nn- 
derstand  an  argument  founded  upon 
some  great  and  almost  unanimous  desire 
of  persons  eugaged  in  a  particular  trade 
or  occupation  ;  but  he  need  not  go  into 
any  question  of  tliat  kind  upon  the  pre- 
sent occasiou,  and  until  it  was  raised  in 
some  definite  fonn  it  seemed  inexpedient 
to  break  dow  n  the  principle  on  which  Par- 
liament had  hitherto  acted.  It  might  be 
said,  as  regarded  this  Bill,  there  was 
acquiescence  on  the  part  of  the  Bailway 

Lord  IHajffmr 


Companies  ;  but  be  was  not  speaking  oa 
their  bdiialf,  and  was  not  particularly 
concerned  with  their  acquiescence.  Wlwt 
he  had  in  view  was,  as  he  had  explained, 
to  safeguard  the  principle  which  the 
Legislature  had  consistently  followed,  iq» 
to  the  present  time,  as  the  guide  for  ito 
action  ;  and  no  amount  of  acquiescence  on 
the  part  of  the  Railway  Companies 
would  safeguard  that  principle.  As  to 
the  other  point  he  had  mentioned,  it 
would  not  be  denied  that,  as  far  as  the 
large  mass  of  railway  servants  working 
in  factories  were  concerned,  no  indica- 
tion of  a  desire  on  ^eir  part  to  conu 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  had 
been  shown,  and  no  inquiry  whatever 
had  been  made  as  to  the  conditions 
nndor  which  they  worked.  A  Commis- 
sion sat  for  two  Sessions  on  this 
subject,  and  took  evidence  with 
r^ard  to  those  engaged  in  die 
actual  working  of  the  traffic  ;  and  he 
might  say  that  the  Members  of  that 
Commission,  without  exception,  thought 
that  a  case  had  been  made  out,  on  grounds 
of  public  safety,  for  limiting  the  long  houn 
which  onsome  railways  the  menwere some- 
times kept  at  work.  It  was  not  wise  to 
go  into  this  matter  unless  after  the  most 
careful  inquiry  and  consideration,  and 
certainly  those  conditions  were  hers 
wanting.  When  he  raised  this  point  in 
Standing  Committee,  another  objection 
was  made  that  it  was  impossible  to  be 
sure  in  drawing  a  distinction,  on  the  one 
hand,  including  all  engaged  in  the  move- 
ment of  the  traffic,  and,  on  the  other,  ex- 
cluding all  those  not  so  engaged  ;  and 
that  there  might  thereafter  be  a  dispute 
as  to  whether  or  not  a  particular  class  of 
servants  were  so  engaged.  As  an  illos- 
tration,  upon  some  single  lines  of 
railway  long  stretches  of  line  were 
worked  on  the  block  -  telegraj^ic 
system ;  and  certain  places  were  arranged 
beforehand  at  whidi  trains  going  in 
opposite  directions  were  to  pass  eadi 
other.  Sometimes  those  passing  places 
were  changed  ;  but  it  was  obvious  that 
that  could  only  be  done  on  the  authority 
of  one  person  acting  from  headquarters* 
A  great  deal  depended  on  tbe  clearness 
of  head  and  ability  of  that  individual, 
and  he  was  obviously  a  person  who  shoold 
not  be  required  to  work  long  hours. 
Whether  he  ^onld  be  regarded  in  the 
eye  of  the  law  as  engaged  in  the  move- 
ment of  the  traffic  or  not  was  a  doubtful 
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point.  To  get  over  that  difficulty,  his 
Amendment  proposed  to  plaoe  the 
decision  of  the  question  of  fact,  whether 
or  not  anj  particular  class  of  railway 
Mrrants  was  or  not  engaged  in  the  move- 
ment of  the  tt«ffic,  entirely  with  the  Board 
of  Trade,  so  that  there  conld  be  no  pos- 
silttlity  of  litigation  upon  that  point. 
Heforone — and  he  believed  the  majority 
of  their  Lordships — would  be  quite  satis- 
fied to  place  the  decision  of  that  question 
absolutely  in  the  hands  of  a  public 
Department  like  the  Board  of  Trade, 
which  had  every  means  of  knowing  and 
deciding  upon  the  facts  of  the  case. 
While,  on  ue  one  hand,  anxious  to  safe- 
guard the  consistency  of  the  Legislature, 
he  desired,  on  the  other,  to  make  it  clear 
that  he  had  no  wish  to  hamper  the  work- 
ing of  the  Bill.  He  accepted  it  most 
cordially,  and  hoped  that  noble  Lords 
opposite  would  recognise  that,  whether 
the  Amendment  was  agreed  to  or  not, 
every  desire  had  been  shown  od  that  side 
of  the  House  not, to  hamper  the  authors  of 
the  Bill  in  their  laudable  object  of 
providing  for  the  safety  of  the  public, 
and  for  the  real  interests  of  those  con- 
cerned in  the  movement  of  traffic  along 
OUT  lines  <A  railway.  He  hoped  their 
Lwdshipe  would  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  moved  at  the  end  of 
Clause  1,  page  2,  line  24,  to  iusOTt  as  a 
proviso — 

C*  Provided  that  this  Act  shaU  not  appl;  toany 
servant  or  servants  of  a  Railway  Company  who 
are  not  in  the  opinion  of  the  Boara  of  Trade 
directly  or  indirectly  engaged  in  or  coucemed 
wiOi  the  movement  of  traffic")— (7A«  Lord 

*LosD  PLATFAIB  was  sorry  to  say 
that,  being  in  charge  of  the  Bill,  he 
could  not  accept  the  Amendmeut.  He 
Admitted  that  it  was  very  skilfully  drawn, 
and  that  the  object  the  noble  Lord  had 
in  view  was  a  laudable  one,  but  in 
cases  where  it  was  difficult  to  define 
whether  railway  servants  were  or  not 
engaged  in  the  movement  of  the  traffic 
the  decision  should  be  left  to  the  Board 
of  Trade.  As  the  noble  Lord  would 
see  on  consideration,  it  would  complicate 
the  working  of  an  otherwise  very 
sunple  BUI.  There  would  be  great 
doubts  in  the  minds  of  railway  servants 
whether  they  had  a  standing  before  the 
Board  of  Trade  at  all  as  persons  engaged  in 
the  movement  of  trafiBe  for  the  purpose  of 


establishing  an  a  priori  case  that  they 
were  overworked,  or  that  their  hours 
were  unreasonable.  They  would  have 
doubts  whether  they  were  included  in 
the  Bill,  and  whether,  if  they  did  apply 
to  the  Board  of  Trade,  they  would  get 
much  sympathy,  because  their  occupa- 
tion was  not  connected  with  the  imme- 
diate working  of  the  lines  and  the 
safety  of  the  public.  There  were  many 
classes  of  railway  iiervants  who  would  be 
in  this  difficulty.  There  were  the 
platelayers,  for  instance,  the  signal 
fitters,  and  the  telegraphists  engaged  in 
the  blocking  system.  Under  this 
Amendment  theymight  think  theywere  ex- 
cluded. If  the  Amendment  were  accepted, 
various  classes  of  railway  servants 
would  begin  to  doubt  whether  they  were 
included  in  the  Bill,  and  a  system  that 
was  now  extremely  simple  would  become 
very  complicated.  The  Committee  to 
which  the  Bill  was  originally  referred 
found  that  it  ought  to  embrace  all  who 
were  concerned  with  the  active  move- 
ment of  the  traffic,  which,  of  coiurse, 
would  include  signalmen  and  telegraph- 
ists. The  Bill  had  been  thoroughly 
considered  by  a  Grand  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  which  included 
the  President  and  an  ex-President  <A  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  several  representa- 
tives railways.  That  Committee  had 
all  these  things  under  their  considera- 
tion, and  they  found  it  so  difficult  to 
exclnde  any  one  that  they  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  they  must  include  all  and 
trust  to  the  Board  of  Trade  so  to  work 
the  Act  that  it  would  be  enforced,  prac- 
tically, in  favour  of  overworked  railway 
servants  who  were  concerned  with  the 
public  safety.  It  would  be  unwise  of 
their  Lordships,  without  any  inquiry,  to 
tXtxr  the  whole  working  of  ^e  Bill.  It 
was  not  a  C(»npalBory,  hot  a  permissive 
Bill.  Under  it  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  have  large  powers,  and  need  not 
recognise  any  class  of  railway  servants 
who,  they  thought,  should  not  be  included 
in  the  Bill.  The  effect  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  to  weaken  the  action  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.  The  reasonableness 
of  its  discretion  would  be  called  in 
question,  and  there  would  be  constant 
appeals  to  the  Railway  Commission. 
The  Railway  Companies  all  over  the 
country  had  accepted  the  Bill  as  it 
stood  ;  and  Lord  Colville,  who  was  a 
great  authority  in  these  matters,  had  said 
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ill  that  House  on  the  Second  Reading 
that  be  hoped  the  Bill  would  go  back  to 
the  Commons  without  any  alteration  at 
all.  The  opinion  of  the  Railway 
Direoton  ought  to  have  considerable 
~  inflnence  with  their  Lordships  that  the 
Bill  woald  not  be  worked  in  Ute  form  in 
which  it  was  in  anr  dangeroos  way. 

•Lord  NORTON  said,  the  only  ob- 
jection taken  by  Lord  Playfair  to  the 
Amendment  was  that  it  would  complicate 
the  working  of  the  Bill,  The  Amend- 
ment would  not  introduce  auy  more 
reference  to  the  Board  of  Trade.  Could 
there  be  anything  clearer  than  the  dis- 
tinction between,  in  the  given  instance, 
platelayers  and  platemakers  ?  Plate- 
layers were  concerned  with  the  risk 
of  the  traffic  while  the  platemakers 
were  not  ?  Therefore,  the  platemakers, 
on  the  principle  which  the  Legislature 
alone  accepted,  of-  interfering  with 
hours  of  adult  labour  where  the  public 
safety  was  concerned,  were  distinguish- 
able from  the  provieioDS  of  the  Bill, 
which  applied  to  the  platelayers.  The 
only  admitted  principle  was  to  limit  the 
faonrs  of  labour  of  those  who  were  con- 
cerned in  work  which  afiected  the  public 
safety.  To  extend  the  principle  in- 
directly to  all  adnlt  labour  would  be 
giving  the  go-by  to  public  opinion.  The 
recognised  principle  strictly  kept  to 
would  not  inTolve  a  single  appeal  to  the 
Railway  Commission. 

The  Earl  of  WEMTSS  sympathised 
with  what  had  just  fallen  from  his  noble 
Friend  — -  that  legislative  interference 
should  rest  on  consideration  for  the 
public  safety,  and  that  it  should,  there- 
fore, be  confined  to  those  who  were  con- 
cerned in  working  the  traffic  upon  which 
the  safety  of  the  public  depended.  It 
had  been  said  that  the  coonectton  with 
the  working  of  the  lines  might  be  direct 
or  indirect ;  but  his  own  impression  was 
that  it  should  be  direct.  According  to 
the  noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill,  it 
included  all  who  were  employed  by 
Railway  Companies,  and  that  by  the 
Amendment  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
be  inconvenienced  by  the  number  of 
appeals  to  the  Railway  Commission  if 
distinctions  had  to  be  made.  It  was 
better  that  the  Bill  should  break  down 
altogether  than  that  it  should  embody 
this  larger  principle.  No  adequate 
reason  had  been  gtren  for  introducing  the 
thin  end  of  the  wedge  in  this  way,  and 


he,  therefore,  trusted  that  Lord  Balfoor 
would  stick  to  his  guns.  The  Bill  also 
introdnoed  a  new  principle  by  eoa{JiBg 
with  the  requirement  of  a  safficient 
interval  of  uninterrupted  rest  rdief  from 
Sunday  duty.  That  House  had  notbiii|^ 
whatever  to  do  with  regulatitHu  affeetiiig 
Sunday  labour  as  distinct  from  overwoik 
which  affected  the  public  safety. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOB  (Lord 
Hebschell)  :  My  Lords,  I  cannot  think 
this  Bill  involves  the  important  principle 
against  which  the  Amendment  is  directed. 
The  Bill  has  passed  the  House  of 
Commons  with  the  assent  of  many  of 
those  who  are  opposed  to  the  interference 
of  Parliament  as  a  general  rule  with  the 
hours  of  adult  labour.  They  did  not  see 
in  this  Bill  any  such  infringement  of  the 
general  principle  as  rendered  it,  hi  thnr 
opinion,  inexpedient  to  pass  the  Bill,  It 
is  not  always  easy — it  is  generally  very 
difficult — to  distinguish  accurately  be- 
tween those  who  are  concerned  with  the 
movement  of  public  traffic  and  thosewho 
are  not  stf  concerned.  Why  should  not 
a  man  who  is  engaged  in  making  so 
engine  be  included  iu  the  scope  of  the 
Bill  ?  If  there  should  be  anythiug 
wrong  with  an  engine,  that  defect  is 
quite  as  likely  to  lead  to  a  dangerons 
accident  as  negligence  in  plate-layiog, 
which  it  is  admitted  is  connected  witii 
the  movement  of  the  traffic.  Again,  the 
public  might  be  as  seriously  prejudiced 
by  the  making  of  bad  plates  as  by  laying 
them  improperly.  If  an  aceideot 
occurred,  what  satisfaction  would  there 
be  in  reflecting  that  great  care  had  been 
taken  in  laying  the  plates  properlj, 
although  there  had  been  negligence  in 
making  the  plates,  the  failure  of  one  of 
which  led  to  the  accident  ?  The  safe^ 
of  the  public  is  the  guiding  principle,  and 
you  cannot  say  that  one  of  these  things 
is  within  the  principle  and  the  other  out- 
side it.  In  this  case,  moreover,  legisls- 
tion  is  desired  by  both  employers  and 
employed  in  relation  to  these  occupations, 
and  I  submit  that  that  fact  removes  any 
danger  which  otherwise  might  arise  from 
admitting  any  principle  of  this  sort. 
When  both  parties  are  content  to  leave 
this  matter  to  the  arbitrament  of  Uie 
Board  of  Trade  where  there  is  a  difference 
between  them,  I  think,  my  Lords,  the 
House  is  really  committing  itself  to  no 
dangerous  principle  by  passing  the  Bill 
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*Ths  Marquess  of  SALISBURY : 
U7  Lords,  we  have  heard  a  good  deal  of 
i^biit  are  the  opiniooB  of  past  PresideDta 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Members  of  Com- 
mittees, and  Railway  Directors,  and  I 
pay  great  respect  to  those  opinions  ;  but 
I  should  like  to  hear  a  little  more  as  to 
the  opiuioQ  of  the  operatives  iq 
railway  factories  who  wou]d  bo 
affected  by  this  Bill.  I  have  been  in- 
formed that  operatives  are  opposed  to 
being  included  in  this  Bill.  I  do  not 
wish  the  House  to  take  that  upon  my 
usurance,  beoanse  I  have  not  verified  it } 
bat  it  is  a  conceivable  fact,  and,  at  all 
events,  we  have  no  evidence  to  the  con- 
trary. Of  course,  if  the  operatives  in 
the  factories  desired  that  their  hours 
should  be  limited  the  question  would 
stand  upon  a  differeut  ground  ;  but,  if 

;  that  is  not  the  case,  just  consider  the  in- 
justice that  would  be  done  them.  Suppose 
the  case  of  men  earning  Is,  an  hour  and 
working  now  niue  hours  a  day,  and  the 
Board  of  Trade  resolved  that  they  should 
henceforth  work  for  eight  hours  only, 
what  is  the  effect  on  them  ?  Why,  it  is 
levying  upon  them  an  Income  Tax  of  2s« 
in  the  £1.    Surely  before  we  do  that 

j     we  ought  to  hirfe  some  clear  assurance, 

i  not  only  from  past  Presidents  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  Members  of  Com- 
mittees, and  Railway  Directors,  that  the 
people  whose  income  and  comfort  would 

I  be  so  seriously  affected  if  this  limitation 
was  brought  into  effect  are  in  favour  of 
it.  There  seems  to  me,  therefore,  very 
great  cause  for  caution  on  the  part  of  the 
House  in  adopting  this  extension. 
Remember,  this  was  not  the  original 
ol^t  of  the  Bill.  The  original  object 
was  to  provide  for  the  safety  of  the 
public  by  insuring  that  those  who  were 
concerned  in  moving  the  traffic  should 
not  be  employed  for  a  greater  length  of 
time  than  is  consistent  with  safety.  If 
the  Bill  extends  beyond  that  object  to  the 
operatives  employed  in  the  factories  it 
extends  in  an  accidental  way,  simply  on 
account  of  the  professed  inability  of  the 
Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  the  officials  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
draw  what  they  think  are  fine  distinctions. 
I  should  rather  put  the  officials  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  that  cerebral  effort, 
and  I  am  sure  that  they  would  find  that 
their  logical  faculty  is  more  acute  than 
they  imagine,  and  that  they  would  be  able 
to  draw  a  satisfactory  distinction  between 


what  to  the  vulgar  mind  are  very  diffwent 
classes  of  empIoySt.  The  noble  Lord 
opposite  dwelta  good  deal  on  the  difficulty 
of  a  platelayer  knowing  whether  he  was 
included  or  not ;  but  he  could  find  out  by 
the  simple  plan  of  using  the  post  and 
applying  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  who  are 
absolute  master  in  determining  the  fact 
whether  a  man  belongs  to  one  class  or 
the  other.  So  that  the  idea  that  any 
complication  can  occur  in  working,  or 
that  any  difficulty  can  really  arise  in  the 
minds  of  the  employis  as  to  which  class 
they  come  within,  is,  I  think,  merely  an 
ailment  which  is  really  the  hut  resource 
of  a  Department  driven  to  desperation, 
and  is  not  to  be  considered  as  a  serious 
argument  by  your  Lordships'  House.  I 
have  great  sympathy  with  the  object  of 
the  Bill.  I  believe  it  is  very  important 
alike  for  railway  employe*  and  the 
travelling  public;  but  it  is  very  undesir- 
able, simply  on  account  of  a  logical 
difficulty  and  the  inability  of  a  Govern- 
ment Department  to  giasp  the  nioetiea 
of  the  English  language,  that  we  should 
extend  the  Bill  into  a  field  it  was  never 
intended  to  touch.  Slovenly  legislation 
is  a  very  dangerous  thing ;  and  if  we 
legislate  further  than  ihi  principle  on 
which  we  are  going  justifies,  by 
accepting  a  principle  which  we  have 
not  hitherto  accepted,  we  shall  find 
out  some  day  that  we  shall  be  told  the 
precedent  is  passed,  that  it  is  too  late  to 
argue  the  question,  that  the  principle  is 
admitted,  and  it  will  be  forced  upon  you 
whether  you  wish  it  or  not.  On  the 
whole,  as  a  matter  of  precaution,  it  would, 
I  think,  be  wiser  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  noble  Friend. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  The 
noble  Marquess  has  laid  much  stress  on 
the  fact,  as  he  says,  that  a  certain 
portion  of  these  railway  artisans  are 
not  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  That 
is  what  he  has  told  us ;  but 
where,  apart  from  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Marqness,  to  which,  of  course,  I 
attach  due  weight,  is  the  evidence  that 
the  artisans  are  not  in  favour  of  the 
Bill? 

•The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY : 
I  distinctly  stated  that  I  had  no  evidence 
— it  was  simply  a  rumour  which  had 
reached  me  ;  but  what  I  wished  to  preas 
upon  the  House  was  that  there  was  no 
evidence  the  other  way. 
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The  Sarl  of  EniBERLEY :  I 
am  glad  it  is  redaced  down  to  a  rumour, 
and  I  hope  we  shall  not  legislate  upon 
rumours.  It  is  very  curious  that  during 
the  ample  consideration  which  this  Bill 
had  in  the  other  House,  not  one  word 
was  said  about  any  indisposition  on  the 
part  of  the  railway  operative  class  that 
the  Bill  should  not  include  them.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  this  is  an 
aigumeut  brought  forward  at  the  last 
nunnent  for  what  it  may  be  worth;  bat  it 
is  not  supported  by  any  evidence  what- 
ever. Mid  has  really  no  substantial  weight 
in  the  matter.  The  noble  Marquess 
says  that  if  we  include  these  operatives 
we  admit  a  dangerous  principle.  But 
what  is  the  principle  of  the  Bill  ?  The 
principle  of  the  Bill — and  the  noble 
Marquess  laid  it  down  perfectly  accu- 
rately— is  to  provide  for  the  safety  of 
the  travelling  public.  It  is  not  a  Bill  to 
regulate  the  hours  of  labour.  On  that 
£;round  it  would  be  extremely  hazardous 
to  inaert  in  the  Bill  these  6ne  logical 
distinctions.  I  cannot  find  in  the  Bill  as 
it  stands  anything  dangerous  or  un- 
workable, and  I  tliink  it  is  wiser  not  to 
embarrass  the  Bill  by  fine-drawn  clauses, 
but  to  leave-it  to  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
every  case  to  determine,  in  the  interests 
of  the  public,  whether  or  not  any  par- 
ticular class  of  operatives  are  in  such  a 
position  that  they  ought  to  have  their 
hours  of  labour  curtailed.  My  noble 
and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack  ha^ 
shown  your  Lordships  that  this  is  a 
matter  in  which  there  is  great  difficulty 
of  interpretation ;  and  I  think  this 
Amendment,  so  far  from  making  it  clear, 
would  give  rise  to  great  obscurity  in 
working  the  Bill.  I,  therefore,  oppose 
the  Amendment,  and  hope  your  Lord- 
ships will  not  accept  it. 

*LoRD  SHAND  said,  both  sides  of  the 
House  were  entirely  agreed  upon  what 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  was — namely, 
that  special  provisions  should  be  made 
to  prevent  railway  servants  who  w«re 
engaged  in  the  traffic  on  the  lines  being 
overworked — that  it  was  desirable  on 
grounds  of  public  safety  that  their  hours 
of  work  should  be  limited.  But  why  go 
beyond  that  ?  It  was  most  undesirable 
to  go  beyond  the  principle  on  which  the 
Bill  was  admittedly  based.  The  clause 
to  which  exception  was  taken  might  be 
held  to  apply  to  servants  engaged  in 
cleaning  the  carriages,  attending  the 


waiting-rooms,  and  the  like,  who  hid 
clearly  nothing  to  do  with  the  wwkiagof 
the  traffic.  !^ilway  servants  engaged  in 
the  company's  workshops  or  factories  bad 
no  more  to  do  with  the  traffic  thau  if  they 
were  engaged  in  entirely  different  work- 
shops. If  the  Bill  were  passed  in  its 
present  shape  it  would  be  used  hereafter 
in  other  ways ;  it  would  be  said  that  the 
principle  had  been  admitted  that  men 
working  in  factories  might  demand  to  hare 
thehr  work  restricted  to  eight  hours,  and 
Parliament  wonld  be  in  a  very  nnforta- 
nate  position  if  such  a  precedent  were 
established.  Under  the  Amendmoit 
the  Board  of  Trade  would  decide  whether 
men  were  directly  or  indirectly  concerned 
in  working  the  traffic.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  Amendment  would  intro- 
duce no  ambiguity,  would  draw  a  sliarp 
and  clear  line,  and  would  prevent  the 
introduction  of  a  principle  dwgoons  tot 
future  legislation. 

LoBD  KELVIN  thought  if  the  BiU 
was  accepted  without  this  Ameudmoit 
it  would  put  the  Board  of  Trade  in  so 
exceedingly  difficult  position  in  questions 
which  might,  and  in  all  probability  would, 
arise  in  reference  to  operatives  employed 
in  a  Railway  Company's  locomotive  fac- 
tory. The  Board  of  Trade  might  decide 
that  their  working  hours  were  longer 
than  was  desirable,  and  yet  they  might 
be  precisely  the  same  number  of  hoors 
as  in  private  factories,  where  the  same 
kind  of  work  was  done  for  the  same 
Railway  Company  by  the  mechuiics  and 
eugineers  employed  there.  Tfarae^eemed 
to  be  no  more  reason  for  interfering  in 
the  one  case  thau  in  the  other,  and  be 
should,  on  that  ground,  certainly  support 
the  Amendment. 

On  Question  ?  their  Lordships 
divided  :  Confents  64 ;  Mot-Contents  26. 

Bill  to  be  read '3*  on  Thursday  next. 

LOSS  OF  REVENUE  FROM  LICENCES. 

The  Earl  op  WEMYSS  said,  be 
proposed  to  postpone  for  a  month  bis 
question  on  the  Notice  Paper — ^To  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Goveroment  whethfr, 
assuming  the  possibility  under  proposed 
legislation  of  the  universal  suppression 
of  licences,  they  had  calculated  the  Ioes 
that  would  thereby  be  caused  to  tbe 
Revenue  ;  whether  they  would  state  the 
total  estimated  amount  of  such  loss ;  and 
what  measures  of  Imperial  or  local  taxa- 
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tioD  ther  had  in  oontemidatton  whereby 
the  deficit  so  created  would  be  nude 
good  ?  That  would  give  the  Govem- 
meot  time  to  frame  a  prospective  Veto 
Budget ;  and  to  inform  their  Lordships 
and  the  country  how  they  proposed  to 
meet  the  future  deficit. 

'  SEA  FI8HBBIBS. 

Message  from  the  Commons  for  leave 
for  the  Lord  Montagu  of  Beaulieu  to 
attend  to  be  examined  as  a  witness  before 
the  Select  Committee  of  that  House. 

LOCAL     OOTBBNMENT  PBOYISIONAL 
0BDBB8  (No.  2)  BILL.— (No.  358.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Amendments  made  :  Standing 
Committee  negatived  :  The  Report  of  the 
Ameudmenta  to  be  received  on  Monday 
next. 

HOUSING  OF  THE  WOBEING  CLASSES 
(EDINBTTBGH)  PBOTISIONAL  OBDEB 
BILL.— (No.  547.) 
House  in  Conmiittee   (according  to 

Order) :  Bill  reported  without  Amend> 

ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived ; 

and  Bill  to  be  r^ad  3*  on  Monday  next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRC 
VISIONAL   OBCKR    (No.    6)  BILL. 
(No.  346.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bills  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3^  on  Monday  next. 

WATBB  PROVISIONAL  OBDEBS  (No.  1) 
BILL.- (No.  337.) 
Read  2*  (according  to  Order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNUENT  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL.— (No.  116.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  with 
the  Ameodments,  and  passed,  and  re- 
turned to  the  Commons. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
OBDBBS  (No.  B)  BILL.-(No.  78.) 

Bead  3*  (according  to  Order),  with 
the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and  re- 
turned to  the  Commons. 


LOCAL   OOVBRNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  9)  BILL.— (No.  116.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  with 
the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and  re- 
turned to  the  Commons. 

PIER   AND    HABBOUB  PBOVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL.— <No.  129.) 
Bead  3*  (according  to  Order),  with 
the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and  r^ 
turned  to  the  Commone. 

LAND  TAX  COMMISSIONERS'  NAMES 
BILL. 

Bead  2*  (according  to  Order),  and  com- 
mitted to  ft  Committee  of  the  Whole 
Heose  on  Monday  next. 

Home  adjoanied  at  fire  minntes  before 
Six  o'clock,  to  McHidaj  next, 
Blevat  o'clodU 


HOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 
Friday^  16ih  June  1898, 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
MO  TION, 


LLANDBINDOD  WELLS  WATBB  OBDER. 

Mb.     EDWARDS  (Radnorshire) 

moved — 

"That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Water  ProrisioBal  Orders  (No.  2)  Bill, 
that  the^  have  power  to  Insert  a  clause  into  the 
Llandtindod  WcUs  Water  Order  empowering 
the  Llaodrindod  Welle  Local  Board  of  Health 
to  purchase  the  Llaodrindod  Wells  Water 
Company's  rights,  powers,  privileges,  works, 
and  property  at  a  price  to  be  agreed  upon  by 
the  parties,  such  piioes  in  case  of  dispute  to  be 
settled  by  arbitration  in  the  osoal  way." 

He  explained  that  he  had  altered  the 
Instruction  as  it  appeared  on  the  Paper 
by  the  addition  of  the  words  "  that  they 
have  power,"  the  alteration  being  made 
with  the  view  of  making  the  Instruction 
a  permiaaiTe  one  instead  of  a  mandatory 
one. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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QUESTIONS, 

GOTBBNMENT  CONTBAGTS  AT 
DEVONPORT. 
Mr.  KEARLEY  (Devonport)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
his  attention   has   been   called  to  an 
allegation  to  the  effect  that  the  contractoE 
for  painting  the  letter  boxes  at  Deron^ 
port  is  infringing  the  Govenunent  con- 
-•tract  conditions   hj   not  paying  the 
standard  rate  of  wages  of  the  locality  ) 
and,  if  80,  whether  he  is  prepared  to 
state  the  results  of  his  inquiries  as  to  its 
tmth  or  otfaerwise  ? 

tbk  postmaster  general 

(Mr.  A.  MoRLET,  Nottingham,  E.)  : 
Yes,  Sir ;  my  attention  was  called  to 
the  subject  by  a  letter  from  my  hon. 
Friend ;  but,  on  inquiry,  I  am  informed 
by  the  tradesman  employed  to  paint  tl^e 
■  street  letter  boxes  at  Devonport  that 
*  the  man  who  performs  the  work  is  paid 
the  Union  rate  of  wages. 

LEITRIH  PARLIAHENTAR7  REOISTEB. 

Mr.  COLLERY  (Sligo,  N.)  :  In  the 
'  absence  of  ihe  hon.  Member  for  North 
Leitrim,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  Uie  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
he  is  aware  that  Mr.  James  Faris,  Clerk 
of  the  Peace  for  the  County  of  Leitrim, 
neglected,  at  the  last  i'resentment 
-  Sessions  for  the  county  at  large,  to 
enter  a  presentment  for  the  printing  of 
the  Parliamentary  Register  of  the  county 
for  the  coming  year ;  is  there  any  rul^ 
in  existence  in  Ireland  requiring  Clerks 
of  the  Peaoe  to  call  for  tenders  for  the 
printing  of  county  registers,  and  to 
leave  the  contracts  open  to  public  com- 
petition ;  and  will  he,  in  the  interests  of 
the  cesspayers,  be  good  enough  to  order 
an  inquiry  into  the  action  of  Mr.  Faris 
in  regartl  to  the  printing  contract  for  the 
County  Leitrim  Parliamentary  Register 
in  this  and  previous  years  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  7or 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  MoSLXT,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  There  is  no  statutory 
enactment  or  rule  requiring  the  Clerk  of 
the  Peace  to  advertise  for  tenders  for 
the  printing  of  the  Fftrliamentary 
Registm.  The  Grand  Juiy  are  the 
Body  whose  business  it  is  to  protect  the 
interests  of  the  cesspayers  in  matters  of 
this  kind,  and  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
Government  are  called  upon  or  entitled 
to  interfere. 


THE  INDIAX  MINTS. 

Sir  W.  HOULDSWORTH  (Mm- 
Chester,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Seeretaiy  of  State  for  India  if  the 
Government  of  India  has  power  to  dose 
the  Mints  in  India  to  silver  from  the 
public  as  an  administrative  act  without 
legislation  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Mr.  Gborgz 
Russell,  North  Beds.) :  No,  Sir; 
supposing  it  were  determ'ined  to  close  the 
Mints,  an  Act  of  the  Legislative  Council 
of  India  would  be  required  ;  but,  pending 
such  legislation,  the  Government  conld, 
by  an  administrative  act,  extend  the 
period  for  which  certificatea  for  the 
delivery  of  silver  coin  should  run. 

ACCIDENT    TO   A   CORK  POLICE 
PENSIONER. 

Mb.  BODKIN  (Roscommon,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  case  of 
Thomas  Butler,  police  pensioner,  who 
was  so  severely  injured  by  a  gunshot  wound 
accidentally  ioflicted  by  a  comrade  whilst 
on  duty,  atapolieestationin  County  Coik, 
that  his  forearm  had  to  be  amputated, 
and  who  was  thereupon  discharged  on  a 
pension  of  £10  16s.  8d.  per  annum; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Butler  is  now 
residing,  in  absolute  penury,  precariously 
supported  by  his  friends,  near  Strokes- 
town,  in  the  County  of  Roscommon; 
and  whether  he  will  take  steps  to 
ameliorate  as  far  as  possible  hit 
position  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  would  ask  the 
hon.  Member  to  be  good  enouj^  to 
repeat  this  question  on  Monday  nex^ 
when  I  hope  to  be  able  to  give  him  a 
reply. 

AFFIRMATION  BY  JURYMEN. 
Me.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.R., 
Holmfirth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Seeretaiy 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  a  report  of  The  WellingUm  Journal 
of  1 0th  June,  from  which  it  appears  that 
on  the  previous  Monday  Mr.  Clarke^  the 
Coroner  at  Shrewsbury,  r^sed  to  idlow 
Mr.  Overy,  who  was  summoned  as  a 
juryman,  to  make  an  affirmation,  though 
he  stated  he  was  "  forbidden  by  the  Kew 
Testament  to  swear,"  stating  that  the 
juryman  would  sit  in  ^e  room  until  the 
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joif  te  diBmiased,  aod  that  he  would  be 
put  OD  everjr  time ;  and  whether  Mr. 
Clarke  was  acting  within  his  dutj  ? 

The  SECEETART  of  STATE  for 
THX  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AflQuiTH,  File,  E.) :  I  have  made 
inqniry,  and  tfae  Coroner  does  not  appear 
to  hare  been  aware  of,  or  at  any  rate  to 
iiare  observed,  the  requirements  of  the 
Oaths  Act,  1888  (51  ft  52  Vict.,  e.  46), 
and  to  have  supposed  that  the  juror  was 
only  making  an  excuse  to  avoid  service  ; 
but  his  attention  will  be  called  to  the 
Act,  and  he  will  be  cautioned  aa  to  a  due 
oomplianoe  therewith  in  future. 

BSGISTBATION  OF  TITLES  IN  COUNTY 
HATO. 

Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
can  state  the  number  of  holdings  in 
County  Mayo  in  respect  of  which  appli- 
cations were  made  before  Ist  January 
last  to  have  the  titles  registered  under 
tbe  Local  Begistracioo  of  Title  (Ireland) 
Act,  and  which  titles  have  not  yet  been 
roistered  ;  and  if  he  will  explain  the 
cause  of  delay  ? 

Ms.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  applications  were  lodged  in  respect 
of  290  holdings  in  Mayo  prior  to  let 
January  last,  and  that  none  of  these 
have  as  yet  been  registered.  The  appli- 
cations from  Mayo  were  lodged  very 
late  ;  the  first  application  was  not  re- 
ceived until  September  last,  and  only 
29  were  lodged  before  the  Ist  December, 
1^2.  The  cause  of  the  delay  in  regis- 
tration appears  to  be  due  partly  to  tbe 
low  place  which  the  Mayo  cases  occupy 
in  the  already  heavy  list  of  cases 
awaiting  registration,  aud  partly  to  the 
apathy  of  &e  applicants  thranselres  in 
replying  to  requiBitionssent  out  from  the 
Office  of  the  Registration  of  Title. 

Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  :  When  may 
my  constituents  expect  to  get  this 
settled  ?  Many  of  the  titles  have  been 
sent  in  since  last  November. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  answered 
the  qnestiou  on  tbe  Paper.  I  will  com- 
municate any  further  information  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  privately. 

THB  CASE  OF  UB:  CLUNB,  J.P. 
Mb.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Romford) : 
I  be^g  to  ask  the  Chi^  Secretary  to  the 
Iitod  Lieotenuit  of  Ireland  what  steps 


have  been  taken  by  the  Lord  Chancellor 
in  the  case  of  Mr.  John  Cluoe,  who  was 
appointed  a  Magistrate  for  Limerick  by 
the  present  Govemmeot,  in  cousequence 
of  his  having  presided  at  a  meeting  at 
which  a  so-called  landgrabher  was  de- 
nounced and  boycotting  resolutions  were, 
passed  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  t  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor for  Ireland  informs  me  that  the 
matter  is  still  the  subject  of  investiga- 
tion. It  is  perfectly  reasonable  ^lat 
time  should  be  given  to  the  Magistrate 
to  make  bis  explanation. 

Mr.  THEOBALD  :  I  will  repeat  the 

question  next  Tuesday. 

-  B0RN8  F.  THE  •  BELFAST  EVENING 
TELEGRAPH.' " 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  case  of 
"  Burns  r.  The  Belfast  Evening  Tele- 
graph" tried  before  Mr.  Justice  Gibson 
and  a  special  jury.  In  Dublin,  on  the  2nd 
and  4th  instants,  aud  reported  in  The 
Belfast  News  Letter  of  the  3rd  and  5th  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  at  this  trial  it 
was  proved  that  on  the  occasion  of  the 
West  Belfast  election,  in  July  last,  a 
person  named  Kearney,  who  was  then 
acting  aa  secretary  of  the  Belfast  branch 
of  the  National  Federation,  marked  on 
the  list  of  voters  the  names  of  dead, 
absent,  and  sick  men,  and  handed  the 
liac  to  three  men  named  M'Ginley,  Car- 
berry,  and  O'Neill,  with  instructions  to 
have  them  personated;  whether  a.  large 
number  of  personators  were  arrested  on 
the  polling  day  ;  and  if  he  can  say  how 
many  pleaded  guilty  when  brought  to 
trial ;  whether  it  has  been  brought  to 
his  notice  that  Mr.  Justice  Gibson  in  his 
Charge  to  tbe  jury  declared  that  there 
had,  if  the  jury  believed  the  evidence, 
been  arrangements  for  wholesale  per- 
sonation under  the  direction  of  the 
National  Federation  through  their  secre- 
tary ;  whether  it  is  true  that  Kearney 
lias,  since  the  election,  been  appointed  to 
any  pablio  office  ;  and  if  he  can  say  by 
whom  he  was  recommended  to  the  Go- 
vernment for  the  appointment ;  and  if 
the  Government  intend  to  take  any 
action  in  regard  to  the  pu-ties  inv<dved 
in  the  evidence  given  at  the  trial  in  ques- 
tion ? 
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Mr.  J.  MOKLEY  :  I  understand  that 
eTidence  to  the  effect  stated  in  the  second 
paragraph  of  this  question  was  given  hj 
a  man  named  Bloomer.  Bloomer  vir- 
tuallj  described  himself  as  an  accom- 
plice in  the  offence  which  he  charged 
against  the  persons  named.  His 
evidence  was  not  corroborated ;  and  as 
the  puties  charged  bj  him  were  neither 
parties  to,  nor  witnesses  in,  the  action, 
they  had  no  opportunities  of  refuting 
what  was  alleged  against  them.  Bloomer 
at  the  time  of  the  trial  was  in  the  em- 
ployment of  the  defendants  in  the  action. 
A  la^e  number  of  personators,  15  in  all, 
were  arrested  on  the  polling  day,  of 
whom  1 1  pleaded  guilty  at  the  Assizes 
and  four  were  discharged.  The  obserra- 
tioQS  of  Mr.  Justice  Gibson,  in  his  Charge 
to  the  jury,  are  understood  to  have  been 
made  on  the  evidence  of  Bloomer  ;  but, 
as  already  pointed  out,  Bloomer 
admitted  hims^  an  accomplice,  and  his 
evidence  as  an  accomplice,  being  uncor- 
roborated, could  not  be  acted  upon  in  a 
criminal  prosecution.  Kearney,  I  believe, 
is  now  acting  as  collector  of  Income 
Tax.  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
is  of  opinion  that  there  is  no  adequate 
evidence  to  warrant  a  prosecution  of  the 
persons  named  by  Bloomer,  the  truth  of 
whose  evidence  is  denied  by  the  persons 
implicated. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  desire  to 
ask  the  right  Hon.  Geotleman  whether 
the  jury,  in  giving  a  nominal  verdict  for 
the  plaintiff,  with  a  farthing  damages, 
instead  of  the  £6,000  he  claimed,  did  not 
at  all  events  show  that  they-" — 

Mr.  sexton  (Keiry,  N.) :  I  rise 
to  Order.  1  submit  that  this  is  not  the 
kind  of  uiference  which  ought  to  be  put 
in  tlie  form  of  a  question.  As  this 
question  raises  grave  charges  against  a 
gentleman  residing  in  my  late  constitu- 
ency, I  will  ask  first,  with  regard  to 
Mr.  Bloomer,  is  it  true  that  he  was 
taken  into  the  service  of  the  defendant 
newspaper  whilst  the  defence  was  in  pre- 
paration ;  secondly,  did  Mr.  Kearney  have 
no  opportunity  whatever  of  giving 
evidence ;  thirdly,  is  it  true  that  the 
three  men,  Kearney,  Carberry,  and 
O^Neill,  having  been  subpGenaed  hj  the 
defendants,  and  being  present  in  Court, 
were  not  called  by  the  defendant,  and 
had  consequently  no  opportunity  of 
giving  evidence  ;  fourthly,  is  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  aware  that  these  men 


were  prepared  to  prove  their  innoceoee 
on  oath ;  fifthly,  does  he  know  that 
two  of  them  could  neither  read  nor 

write  ;  and,  sixthly,  was  not  the  list  of 
voters  prepared  in  the  ordinary  vkj, 
and,  as  at  every  election,  with  the 
object  of  preventing  personation  by  either 
side?  Finally,  I  am  requested  by 
Kearney,  as  the  charge  is  made  against 
him  in  a  place  where  he  cannot  defend 
himself,  to  invite  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  to  repeat  his  statement  in 
a  place  where,  aa  he  is  in  this  House,  he 
wul  not  be  sheltered  by  privilege. 

Mr.  J.  MORLET  :  NatorBlly,  I  cu- 
not  answer  all  the  questions  of  d^eil 
which  my  hon.  Friend  has  kddreesed 
to  me,  but  I  have  received  from 
Kearney  a  communication  which  bean 
out  some  of  the  statements  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  made.  I  will,  how- 
ever, make  further  inquiry. 

GUABANTBBS  FOB  NEW  TBLEGBAfH 
OFFICES. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll):  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  G«nenl  if 
there  are  no  exceptions  to  the  Pott 
OflBce  Regulation,  which  requires  a 
guarantee  of  the  whole  cost  of  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  new  telegraph  office  ;  and 
whether,  in  the  case  where  there  is  a 
large  but  poor  population,  such  as  the 
Island  of  Luing,  in  Argyllshire,  he  conld 
accept  a  guarantee  amounting  to  £3^, 
that  being  the  maximum  sum  they  hsve 
been  able  to  subscribe  amongst  a  popu- 
lation numbering  800  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  In  raplj  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  say  Aat  a 
guarantee  for  a  new  tel^p«ph  office  it 
never  required  where  it  is  estimated  tint 
there  will  be  sufficient  revenue  to  cover 
the  expenses.  Even  where  it  appeared 
that  there  would  not  be  sufficient  revenue, 
telegraph  offices  have  been  established  in 
a  few  cases  where  Imperial  considera- 
tions justified  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  setting  aside  the  Regnlations  iriii^i 
have  been  laid  down  for  the  guidance 
my  Department.  For  instance,  in  the  last 
financial  year,  the  telegraph  was  extended 
to  certain  remote  places  in  tiie  Hi^- 
lands  and  Islands  of  Scotland  withont 
guarantee  out  of  money  provided  fw  the 
purpose  in  the  Vote  for  the  flshoy 
Board  for  Scotland.  In  the  absence  (a 
any  special  provision,  I  regret  that  I  an 
unable  to  extend  the  telegraph  to  Luin^ 
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in  Argyllshire,  except  under  a  guarantee 
of  £60  a  year,  as  I  have  alreadj  informed 
the  bon.  Member;  and  I  think  it  has 
been  explained  that  this  does  not  mean 
that  £60  a  year  would  hare  to  be  con- 
tributed hj  the  guarantors,  but  merely 
that  the  difference  between  the  actual 
receipts  and  that  sum  would  have  to  be 
made  good.  Thus,  if  the  actual  receipts 
in  auy  year  were  £25,  the  guarantors 
vould  only  have  to  pay  at  the  end  of 
^t  year  £35. 

Mb.  MACFASLANE:  Seeing  that 
thii  is  a  district  with  a  very  poor  popula- 
tion, could  not  the  Bctgnlatlon  be  modified 
in  diis  ease  ? 

Mb.  a.  MORLET  was  understood  to 
reply  in  the  negative,  and  to  suggest  that 
application  should  be  made  to  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland. 

IRISH  MAILS. 

Me.  HORACE  PLUNKETT  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  ;  I  beg  to  ssIe  the  Postmaster 
Greueral  whether  the  evidence  given  in 
the  recent  arbitration  between  the  General 
Post  Office  and  the  DiibUn  Junction 
Railway  Company  as  to  the  number  of 
bags  of  mails  which  daily  pass  over  the 
Dublin  Junction  Railway — namely,  an 
average  of  29  bags  from  Ireland  for  dis- 
tribution in  Great  Britain  and  of  98  bags 
from  Great  Britain  for  distribution  in 
Ireland,  is  correct ;  and  if  so,  whether,  in 
estimating  the  loss  which,  by  the  Return 
lately  issued  by  the  Treasury,  was  shown 
on  the  working  of  the  Irish  Post  Office, 
I  theTreasnry  had  taken  into  consideration 
the  very  much  larger  unmber  of  letters 
and  other  postal  packets  sent  from  Great 
Britain  to  Ireland  than  sent  from  Ireland 
to  Grettt  Britain  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  HARCO0RT,  Derby)  : 
I  will  answer  this  question.  I  can  only 
say  that  the  evidence  referred  to  con- 
stitutes no  guide  as  to  the  total  amount 
of  the  correspondence  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland, 

VACANT  COUNTY  COORT  JUDGESHIPS. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Essex, 
Epping)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  when 
the  vacancies  in  the  Bow  and  Somerset 
County  Courts  are  to  be  filled  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  The  case  of  the 
Bow  County  Court  vacancy  will  be 
dealt  with  as  soon  as  we  have  received  a 


Report  from  the  Committee  to  which  has 
been  referred  the  question  of  the  desir- 
ability of  decreasing  the  number  of 
County  Court  Judges  in  and  near  the 
Metropolis.  The  Somerset  County 
Court  vacancy  will  be  filled  up  by  the 
transfer  of  one  of  the  Judges  from  the 
Welsh  Circuit. 

THE  CASE  OP  WILLIAM  DAVIDSON. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  proceedings  at  Ballj- 
dough  (County  Cork)  Petty  Sessions  on 
Monday,  the  5th  inatantf  when  a  lad, 
Micfaad  Higgins,  aged  15  years,  who 
was  charged  with  assaulting  and  intimi- 
dating a  boy  named  William  Davidson, 
was  sentenced  by  the  Magistrates  to  14 
days*  imprisonment  and  to  be  sent  to  a 
reformatory  for  a  period  of  three  years  ; 
is  he  aware  that  the  solicitor  for  the  de- 
fence applied  to  have  the  term  of  im- 
prisonment increased,  to  give  him  an 
opportunity  for  appealing,  and  was  re- 
fused ;  and,  if  so,  were  the  Magistrates 
justified  by  law  in  refusing  this  appeal ; 
under  what  Statute  or  authority  were 
the  Magistrates  justified  in  sentencing 
this  lad  to  three  years  in  a  reformatory 
for  a  first  offence  of  this  kind  ;  and 
whether  an  immediate  inquiry  will  be 
made  into  all  the  cironmstancee  of  the 
case  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  facts  are 
substantially  as  stated  in  the  first  para- 
graph of  the  question.  The  conviction* 
was  under  the  Reformatory  Schools 
(Ireland)  Act,  1868.  Disturbances  had 
for  some  time  existed  in  the  locality. 
The  young  ofi'ender  was  one  of  the 
ringleaders.  When  these  distnrbanoes 
have  wholly  ceased  it  will  be  open  to 
the  boy*s  father  to  memorialise  for  his 
discharge,  giving,  at  the  same  time,  an 
undertaking  for  his  future  good  be- 
haviour. I  have  no  information  as  to 
whether  the  Magistrates  refused  to  in- 
crease the  sentence  of  1 4  days^  imprison- 
ment. An  appeal  from  a  Magistrate's 
order  committing  to  a  reformatory  can 
be  made  as  of  right  to  the  ensuing 
Quarter  Sessions  under  the  Reformatory 
Schools  (Ireland)  Act— namely,  SI  A  32 
Yict.,  c.  59,  sec.  12. 

Mk.  FLYNN  :  Was  not  this  a  case 
of  mere  assault,  and  why  was  it  brought 
under  an  Act  which,  as  I  understand,  is 
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aimed  solelj  at  criminal  offeQceB  ?  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemau  aware  that  the 
condition  of  thiogs  at  the  place  has  im- 
proved^ that  peace  has  been  restored,  and 
that  the  children  do  now  go  to  school  ? 
Is  he  aware  that  a  Memorial  has  been 
sent  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  praying  that 
the  hojr  may^  not  be  compelled  to  undergo 
the  severe  punishment  of  three  years* 
detention  in  a  reformatory  school. 

Mr.  J,  MORLEY  :  I  hope  it  is  true 
that  the  childreo  are  now  in  full  at- 
tendance at  school.  The  case,  I  assure 
the  hon.  Member,  has  my  attention,  and 
if  circumstances  justify  it  the  boy  will 
certainly  be  released. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  But  this  boy  is  to  go 
to  the  reformatory  school  on  Tuesday 
next,  and  if  that  is  allowed  the  stigma 
will  rest  on  him  all  his  lifetime. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  should  be  sorry 
to  think  that  any  stigma  should  rest  op. 
him  on  account  of  the  conduct  charged 
against  him.  But  I  may  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  boy  has  already 
been  14  days  in  prison  ;  therefore,  any 
stigma  that  may  accrue  has  been  already 
incurred,  and.the  reformatory  will  not  add 
to  it.  I  will  give  the  case  close  atten- 
tion. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Were  the  Magis- 
trates  justified  by  law  in  refusiog  to 
allow  the  case  to  go  to  a  Superior  Court  ? 

Mr.  hunter  (Abenleen,  N.)  :  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  it 
is  only  customary  to  inflict  reformatory 
aeuteuces  iu  cases  of  dishonesty,  and 
that  they  are  altogether  inapplicable  to 
cases  of  this  uature  ? 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  I  must 
stand  by  the  proposition  I  bare  already 
stated.  The  case  has  my  close  attention. 
I  may  add  that  from  the  first  it  has 
struck  me  as  being  one  for  inquiry.  If 
the  district  has  become  quiet  and  remains 
so,  I  do  not  think  hon.  Members  will 
tiave  any  fault  to  find  with  the  action  of 
the  Govemmeot. 

ELECTRICAL  COMMUNICATION  WITH 
LIGHTHOUSES. 
Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith, 
&c.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  he  has  received  any 
further  representations  from  the  Board 
of  Trade  regarding  a  grant  to  carry  out 
the  recommendations  of  the  Electrical 
Communication  of  Lighthouses,  &o. 
Commission,  and  whether  any  grant  has 
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yet  been  arranged  to  enable  the  Post  Office 
and  Lighthouse  Authorities  to  cany  out 
these  recommendatioDs  iu  whole  or  Id 
part ;  whether  he  can  state  what  light- 
ships or  rock  lighthouses,  if  any,  are  to 
be  forthwith  connected  with  the  tele- 
graphic system ;  and  whethw  any  such 
connections  will  be  made  during  the 
present  most  favourable  season  of  the 
year — namely,  the  summer  months  ? 

Sm  W.  HARCOURT  :  A  cable  ia 
almost  immediately  to  be  laid  to  Lundy 
Island.  Communteation  is  authorised  to 
16  shore  lighthouses,  atid  to  some  of  them 
has  been  completed.  The  lightships  and 
rock  lighthouses  will  be  taken  in  hand 
when  meanB  are  available. 

PALMISTRY. 
Mb.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  an  advertise- 
ment in  The  Daily  Telegraph  headed 
"Palmistry  ;  "  and  whether  he  will  take 
means  to  put  a  stop  to  this  form  of 
fortune  telling,  so  as  to  treat  all  clsssei 
alike  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  this  advertisement  by  my 
hon.  Friend's  question.    By  the  Vagrant 

Act,  1824,  every  person  using  any  subtle 
craft,  by  palmistry  or  otherwise,  to 
deceive  or  impose  on  any  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  is  to  be  deemed  a  rogue  and  a 
vagabond,  and  to  be  subject  on  convictiw 
to  imprisonment.  The  mere  practice  of 
palmistry  is  not,  so  far  as  I  am  aware, 
illegal ;  the  essence  of  the  ofience  created 
by  the  Statute  is  the  intention  to  impose, 
and  the  object  is  to  protect  the  young 
and  the  igoonuit.  The  police  faa^e  in- 
structions to  watch  cases  of  suspicion,  and 
whenever  there  is  good  ground  for  believ- 
ing that  fraud  or  imposition  is  beiag 
practised  they  will  be  directed  to  prose- 
cute. 

Mb.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  Will  the  police 
inquire  into  this  particular  case  ? 

[The  questipn  was  not  answered.] 

DECORATIONS  FOB  VOLUNTEER  NON- 
COMMISSIONED OFFICERS, 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  anything  is  yet  decided 
concerning,  the  proposed  recognitioD,  bf 
some  decoration  or  otherwise,  tA  war 
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commlsaioDed  officers  of  the  Volunteers 
of  long  standing  ? 

The  secretary  ok  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerhan, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  I  can  only  assure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  matter  has  not 
been  lost  sight  of. 

THE  PAWNING   OF  PENSION  PAPBBS. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Prestou)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  very  frequent  practice  among  Army 
pensioners  of  pawning  their  pension 
papers  and  borrow  iog  money  on  them  at 
rery  high  interest ;  whether  this  practice 
is  illegal ;  and  whether  he  has  considered 
the  advisability  of  further  protecting  such 
pensioners  by  requiring  them  to  send  in 
their  ring  papers  in  addition  to  their  life 
certificates  before  receiving  their  pay, 
thu3  leaving  the  pawnbroker  without  his 
preaeut  security  for  making  such  loans  ? 
•The  financial  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  WooDAL^ 
Ranley)  :  The  attention  of  the  War 
Office  is  continually  called  to  this  most 
reprehensible  practice.  For  any  person 
to  receive  or  detain  a  pensioner  s  life  or 
identity  certificate  is  illegal ;  and  though 
it  is  not  illegal  for  the  pensioner  to  pawn 
them,  his  doing  so  renders  him  liable  to 
fine  or  forfeiture  of  pension.  It  should 
be  fully  understood  by  both  parties  to 
these  transactions  that  it  is  the  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Uoverument  to  prose- 
cute and  ptmlijtt  to  the  full  extent  allowed 
by  law ;  but,  beyond  this,  uo  stops  can  be 
taken  to  protect  ponsiouers  from  their 
own  folly.  A  pensioner  already  has  to 
produce  his  identity  (or  "Ring")  certifi- 
cate to  the  authority  who  certifies  his 
pension  paper. 

THE  CAROQH  ORPHANAGE. 
Mr.  HORACE  PLUNKETT :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  has 
been  informed  that  the  Rev.  S.  G. 
Cotton,  incumbent  of  the  parish  of 
Carogb,  Couuty  Kildare,  who  was  re- 
cently convicted  of  gross  cruelty  to,  aud 
neglect  of,  the  inmates  of  the  Carogh 
Orphanage,  aud  who  was  seutenced  to 
«ix  months*  imprisonment  and  a  fine  of 
£40J,  is' now  out  of  prison  and  is  again 
eonducting  an  orphanage  ;  whether  he  is 
«ware  that  the  Rev.  S.  6.  Cotton's 
effects  were  recently  seized  for  payment 
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I  of  the  fine  ;  and  whether,  under  the 
I  circumstances,  he  will  cause  such  orphan* 
:  age  to  be  officially  inspected  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  As  far  as  the 
police  have  been  able  to  ascertain,  there 
are  two  children  at  this  so-called  orphan- 
age. The  Rev.  Mr.  Cotton  recently 
informed  the  District  Inspector  of  Police 
that  he  had  three  other  children  in  the 
place ;  but  when  that  officer  asked  to  be 
allowed  to  see  these  children  he  was 
directed  by  the  rev.  gentleman  to  leave 
the  premises.  The  District  Inspector 
has  been  informed  by  Government  that 
if  any  person  acting  in  the  hon&  Jide 
interest  of  any  child  at  this  place  will 
make  an  information,  pursuant  to  the 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Act} 
1891,  that  there  is  reasonable  cause  to 
suspect  that  the  children,  being  under  the 
statutable  age,  have  been  or  are  being 
ill-treated,  or  neglected,  in  the  Carogh 
Orphanage,  it  will  be  competent  for  a 
Magistrate  to  issue  a  warrant  to  search 
for  the  children.  Should  it  turn  out  that 
the  children  have  been  ill-treated  or 
neglected  the  proceedings  indicated  by 
Section  6  of  the  Act  can  then  be  taken. 

JUDQE  KKLLY  AND  THE  STATE  OF 
CLARE. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irelaud  whether  he 
has  seen  the  remarks  of  Judge  Kelly  on 
the  state  of  Glare,  made  on  Mouday  last, 
as  reported  in  Tha  Freeman*$  Journal 
of  the  1 4th  instant,  Baying  that — 

"  He  dill  not  believe  that  in  any  country  in 
the  worli)  Buch  a  state  of  things  exwte<l  as  in 
that  county.  .  .  .  Trial  by  jary  there  was  a 
farce.  The  jurors  were  canvassed  in  Coart,, 
and  when  they  went  oat  or  went  home  they 
drank  with  ttie  prisoners;  . .  .  that  ha  would 
try  no  case  by  jary ;  that  it  was  perfect  uon- 
aense  to  do  ao  there,  and  a  diagiuce  to  the  County 
Clare ;  • 

and  whether  he  proposes  to  take  any 
steps,  by  change  of  venue  or  otherwise, 
to  remedy  this  state  of  things  ? 

i  Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Clare,  E.)  :  Is 
it  not  a  fact  that  there  were  only  three 

;  cases  brought  before  Judge  Kelly ;  that 
those  three  coses  were  sent  to  the  Assizes ; 
that  no  jury  was  empanelled ;  that  Judge 
Kelly  tried  no  case  ;  and  that  there  is  not 
the  slightest  ground  for  these  atatements  ? 

Ms.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldou)  :  1  will 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  further 
whether  he  will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made 
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as  to  whether  Judge  Kelly  used  the 
words  as  reported  ;  aud,  if  he  did,  will 
he  call  the  atteutiou  of  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor to  the  matter,  and  invite  him  to  con- 
nder  the  oondnct  of  the  Judge  'i 

Mr.  X.  W.  BUSSELL:  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  also  say  whether 
tiie  Lord  Chancellor  has  any  control 
whatever  over  Chairmen  of  Quarter 
Sessions  P 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  not  had 
time,  since  the  question  was  put  on  the 
Paper,  to  examine  into  the  circumstances 
or  the  remarks  the  learned  Judge  is  re- 
ported to  have  made.  Of  course,  the 
state  of  things  in  this  county  is  always, 
and  in  every  aspect^  a  subject  of  serious 
oouBideration. 

.  Mb.  W.  JOHKSTON  :  I  will  put 
the  question  down  for  Thursday. 

UBUBBRS  AND  THEIR  COBBESPOND- 
KNCE. 

Mr.  bodkin  (Roscommon,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  recent  Reso- 
lution of  the  House  of  Commons  de- 
claring that  Membera  of  Parliament  are 
entitl^  to  reasonable  remuneration  for 
their  labour,  loss  ctf  time,  and  necessanr 
expenses  in  the  Public  Service,  he  will 
give  favourable  consideration  to  some 
arrangement  by  which  they  may  at  least 
be  partially  relieved  from  the  expeuse  of 
the  postal  correspoadeoce  necessary  for 
the  proper  discharge  of  their  duties ; 
whether,  with  this  object,  be  will  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  extending  the 
system  that  already  prevails  iu  Public 
Departments,  by  providing  a  special  im- 
pressed stamp  to  be  applied  to  all  letters 
of  Members  posted  unstamped  within 
the  precincts  of  the  House  of  Commons  ; 
and  whether  he  will  ascertain,  as  nearly  as 
possible,  the  small  loss  that  such  an 
arrangement  would  entail  on  the  Post 
Office,  and  will  consult  with  the  Cuan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  to  the  best 
means  of  making  good  the  same  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  have  no  doubt 
that  thedecisionof  the  House  of  Commous 
on  the  question  of  payment  of  Members 
was  inBuenced,  to  someextent,by  the  con- 
sideration of  the  expense  incurred  by 
Members  in  connection  with  the  large 
amount  of  correspondence  imposed  upon 
them.  Up  to  1840  Members  had  the 
right  to  frank  letters  ;  but  tbui  practice 
led  to  so  much  abuse  that  by  an  Act  of 
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that  year  (3  and  4  Vic.  c.  96)  it  was  pro- 
vided that  except  in  certain  specified 
cases — 

"  All  privil^^  whatsoever  of  sending  letters 
by  the  {wst  free  of  postage,  or  at  a  reduced  nUft 
of  postage,  shall  wholly  cease  and  detennine." 

Under  these  circnmstances  an  Act  (rf 
Parliament  would  be  required  to  repeal 
the  Act  of  1840,  and  in  view  of  the 
reasons  which  led  to  the  passing  of  that 
Act  I  am  not  prepared  to  recommeud  or 
support  such  a  step. 

Mr.  BODKIN  :  Arising  out  of  that 
answer,  may  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man if  in  the  case  of  Public  DepartmeQts 
Miaisters  are  excluded  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act,  and  are  permitted  poe- 
tically to  send  out  letters  free  ?  Could 
not  the  same  privilege  be  granted  to 
every  Member  of  the  House  ?  Again,  in 
regard  to  the  abuse  which  it  was  found 
necessary  to  remedy  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, was  it  not  the  practice  bj-  which 
Members  were  allowed  to  frank  the 
letters  of  their  friends  ?  Would  the 
same  objection  apply  to  letters  posted 
within  the  precincts  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  HENHIKER  HEATON  :  Ha. 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  any  knowledge 
of  what  would  be  the  cost  of  the  reform 
suggested  by  the  hou.  Member  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY:  No,  Sir.  The 
hou.  Member  for  Roscommon  is  mistaken 
in  thinking  the  heads  of  Public  Depart- 
ments have  the  right  of  free  postage. 
The  starapiog  is  only  dispensed  with  by 
arrangement  with  the  Postal  Authorities. 

Mk.  bodkin  :  Would  not  a  similar 
arrangement  be  possible  in  the  case  of 
all  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
answered  mv  questiou  as  to  the  cost. 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY :  I  have  sUted 
that  I  am  not  prepared  to  recommend  or 
support  any  such  legislation,  atad  it  is 
nut,  therefore,  necessary  to  get  an  esti- 
mate of  the  cost. 

Mr.  BODKIN:  May  I  press  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consult  

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  I 

"BOUSE  YB,  ULSTER." 
Mr.  WOLFF  (Belfast,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  soog, 
"  Rouse  ye,  Ulster,"  which  has  been 
played  in  public  by  many,  regimental 
bands,  has  been  forbidden  to  be  plaf «d 
by  the  band  o{  the  Coldstream  Guards; 
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»d  vhether  such  prohibition  is  by  order 
of  the  Horse  Guards,  or  by  order  of 
the  officer  commaDdiug  the  regiment  ? 
•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  officer  commaDding  the  Coldstream 
Guards  reports  that  he  has  forbidden  the 
bandmaster  of  the  regiment  under  his 
oommaDd  from  playing  the  song  entitled 
"Bouse  ye,  Ulster,"  as  he  considered 
that  it  had  a  politifsal  siguificauce  ;  and 
the  Greneral  oommanding  the  Home  Dis- 
trict informs  me  that  he  entirely  concurs 
in  this  action.  I  feel  sure  that  the 
House  will  approve  of  the  decision  of 
these  officers.  I  hare  myself  no  know- 
ledge of  this  song  ;  but  so  far  as  one  can 
discern,  under  the  bad  grammar  of  its 
Utle,  it  seems  to  be  an  appeal,  on  one  side 
or  the  other,  to  political  passion  ;  and  I 
will  endeavour,  so  far  as  I  can,  to  dis- 
courage the  participation  by  military  bands 
in  any  expression  of  political  feeling. 

Mb.  MACARTNEY"  (Antrim,  S.) : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  will  recommend  that  Volun- 
teer and  Army  bands  shall  cease  to  play 
**The  Wearing  of  the  Green;"  and 
whether  he  can  distinguish  between  one 
and  the  other? 

•Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
With  very  little  knowledge  of  what  this 
music-hall  soug  may  be,  I  think  I  can 
distinguish  between  the  two,  and  I  will 
deal  with  each  case  as  it  arises. 

Ma.  MACARTNEY  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  tlie  case  of 
**  The  Wearing  of  the  Green  "  if  I  bring 
it  before  him  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
If  the  hon.  Member  brings  before  me 
any  tune  or  song  which  involves  a  direct 
appeal  to  political  passion  I  shall  be 
happy  to  consider  it,  [Cries  of  Sing 
U  ! "] 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  onler  ! 

Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gtentleman  aware  that  the  chorus  of 
the  question  is — 

**  Shall  we  from  the  Union  sever  ? 
Bjr  the  God  who  oiwle  ub,  never." 

OBBBNWICa  AGS  PENSIONS. 

Me.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversham)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  the 
Government  still  decline  to  give  effect 
to  the  promise  given  ou  the  I6th  of 
March  last  with  respect  to  the  Green- 
wich age  pensions  ? 


Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Govern- 
ment have  not  declined  to  give  effect  to 
the  promise  made  by  them  on  the  16th  of 
March  with  respect  to  the  Greenwich 
age  pensions.  I  am  considering  with 
the  Admiralty  how  the  matter  can 
l)eEt  be  dealt  with,  with  a  sincere  desire 
not  to  disappoint  the  hopes  that  have 
been  held  out, 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN: 
In  consequence  of  the  answer  just  given, 
1  beg  to  give  notice  that  I  will  call 
attention  to  die  matter  ou  the  Navy 
Estimates  if  we  ever  reach  them. 

Mr.  KEARLEY:  Does  the  right 
hon.  Geutlonan  accept  the  statement  of 
the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  as  to 
the  promise  of  legislation,  so  as  to  give 
effect  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Select  Committee  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  look  at  the  answer  given  by 
the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  he  wiU. 
see  what  was  said.  He  leems  to  have 
put  this  question  without  examining  that 
answer. 

FEliALE  TYPISTS  IN  OOYEBNMENT 
OFFICES. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE  (Northamp. 
ton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Excbe  ^uer  whether,  in  view  of  the 
following  answer  given  by  his  predecessor, 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  ou  2oth  July,  1890} 
to  the  late  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  that 

"The  employment  of  female  typists  baa  been 
u  jet  ezperimental,  and  Departmenta  have 
made  thi^ir  own  selection  of  typists.  There  is 
little  doubt  that  this  fom  of  labour  will  be 
general  1;  adopted  in  the  Public  Bervice,aQd  the 
Treasury  will  have  to  consider  the  general  con^ 
ditiona  under  which  female  typists  will  be  em- 
ployed," 

he  ca-n  state  under  what  conditions  it  i^ 
intended  to  employ  them  ;  and  whether 
it  is  intended  to  make  these  appoint- 
ments after  competitive  examination,  and 
to  put  those  who  are  employed  on  the 
permanent  staff  of  the  CivU  Service,  with, 
its  attendant  privileges  ? 
,  Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  matter 
is  still  under  consideration. 

THE  TEMPERATURE  IN  THE  HOUSE. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  whether  he  is  aware  that  on  1 5th 
June  the  temperature  rose  to  69  inside 
the  House  ;  and  whether,  by  the  obvious 
method  of  opening  windows  ^otherwise, 
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the  atmosphere  and  temperature  might 
be  made  more  tolerable  ? 
•The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevhe,  Br(id- 
ford,  Central)  :  I  am  aware  that  the 
temperaturei  yesterday  inside  the  House 
was  high  ;  but  iu  the  shade  outside  it  was 
still  higher.  The  state  of  the  atmo- 
sphere in  the  House  could  not  have  been 
im|HOTed  by  any  such  measure  as  tiie 
opening  of  the  windows. 

PRBCAUTIONS  AGAINST  CHOLERA. 

Mr.  TANKERVILLE  CHAMBER- 
LAYNE  (Portsmouth)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lonl  of  the  Treasury  whether, 
in  view  of  the  re-appearance  of  the 
diolera  in  France,  and  the  serious 
danger  of  it  reaching  this  country,  be 
will  afibrd  facilities  for  discusuing  the 
qnestioQ  as  to  what  precautious  should 
be  taken  by  Her  Majesty^s  Government 
to  efFectuoIly  protect  our  coasts  ? 

Thx  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARP  (Mr-  H.  H. 
F0WI.EB,  Wolverhampton,  £.) :  Per- 
haps I  may  be  allowed  to  answer  this 
question.  The  Department  responsible 
to  the  House  and  the  country  for  taking 
precautions  agafust  cholera  is  the  Local 
Government  Board.  Tliat  Board  has 
tbe  advice  of  the  most  competent  and 
experienced  experts  iu  the  Kingdom  00 
diis  question  ;  and,  so  far  as  the  precau- 
tions taken  last  autumn  are  concerned,  I 
bdieve  both  tbe  House  and  the  country 
were  satisfied  with  the  course  which  the 
Board  pursued.  I  can  conceive  no 
course  more  prejudicial  to  the  public 
interest  than  a  discussion  in  the  House 
of  tbe  precautions  to  be  taken.  The 
Local  Government  Board  feel  that  the 
resptmsibility  of  their  position  is  very 
great ;  and  thoy  are  prepared  to  carry 
oat  those  precautions  which,  on  the  best 
and  most  compet«>nt  authority,  they  be- 
lieve to  be  necessary. 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAYNE  :  May  I 
explain  why  I  put  the  qnestion  ?  A 
deputation  from  the  seaport  towns  has 
already  waited  upon  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer;  aud,  in  consequence  of 
bis  answer  not  being  satisfactory,  it  was 
thought  that  the  only  course  open  to  us 
was  to  appeal  to  the  House. 

Mr.  harry  FOSTER  (Suffolk, 
Lowestoft)  :  May  I  ask  whether  it  is 
not  a  fact  that,  however  competeut  tbe 
Department   may  be  to  advise,  thej 
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have  no  power  to  compel  Local  Author!* 
ties  to  carry  out  their  advice  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  I  think  it  u 
inadvisable  to  discuss,  in  the  fonn  of 
question  and  answer,  tbe  powers  of  ths 
Centra!  and  of  the  Local  Authorities. 
But  if  the  Local  Government  Board 
think  it  desirable  to  ask  the  House  to 
give  them  further  powers  by  l^islation 
they  will  not  hesitate  to  do  so. 

HOME  GHAROKS  PAID  BT  INDIA. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  :  I  beg  to  asV 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  if,  tlie 
Indian  Currency  Commission  having 
concluded  its  deliberations,  he  will  now 
consent  to  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  question  of  the 
Home  Charges  paid  out  of  the  Revennss 
of  India  ? 

Th«  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian)  :  I  cannot  consent  to 
the  appointment  of  the  suggested  Com- 
mittee. We  are  awaiting  the  opinion  of 
the  Government  of  India  on  the  Cur- 
rency Report,  and  can  do  nothing  until 
we  receive  that. 

Mr.   MACFARLANE:   ThU  has  j 
nothing  to  do  with  the  cturency  quee-  | 
tion.    I  simply  ask  for  an  inquiry  into 
the  Home  Charges  paid  by  India. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  was  under- 
stood to  say  that  nothing  could  be  done 
in  the  matter  at  present.  ' 

THE  ROTAL  HAKRIAQE.  | 

Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kbkcahly,  &c)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  j 
whether  the  Government  have  yet  crane 
to  any  decision  with  regard  to  tbe  pro-  j 
clamation  of  a  public  holiday  on  the  I 
occasion  ot  the  Royal  wedding  ?  : 

Mr,  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  We  have  | 
hod  opportunities,  I  think,  of  sufficiently 
considering  the  subject  and  of  estimatiDg  1 
the  state  of  public  feeling  ;  and  we  are 
convinced  that  there  is  no  snub  general 
desire  existing  as  would  justify  us  in  pro-  I 
claiming  a  public  holiday.  | 

THE  SCOTCH  8USPENS0BT  BILL. 

Mr.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  the  Goverumeut  propose 
to  proceed  with  the  Suspensory  Bill 
for  tbe  Church  of  Scotland,  or  to  adopt 
instead  the  Disestablislunent  Bill  of  the 
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hon.  Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  can 
only  repeat  the  answer  which  I  have  been 
obliged  to  give  on  several  occasions,  that 
we  can  give  no  further  intimation  of  our 
views  and  intentions  with  regard  to  what 
I  may  call  the  Queen's  Speech  Bills 
until  further  and  effectual  progress  has 
been  made  with  the  Government  of  Ire- 
luidBUl. 

THE  FINANCUL  CLAUSES. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  May  I  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether,  in  view 
of  the  discussion  of  Clause  9,  he  can 
undertake,  now  that  the  figures  have  been 
ascertained,  that  the  Financial  Clauses  will 
soon  be  in  the  hauds  of  hon.  Members  ? 
It  is  verj  important  that  we  should  be 
able  to  consider  these  clauses  in  relation 
to  the  question  of  the  position  of  the 
Irish  Members  in  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment. If  there  is  to  be  any  change  in 
these  clauses,  I  hope  my  right  hon. 
Friend  will  say  how  soon  we  may  expect 
to  see  them. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  con- 
fidently hope  to  be  able,  in  the  course  of 
a  very  few  days,  to  atate  the  effect  of  the 
proposed  Financial  Clauses.  My  right 
ton.  Friend  will  be  aware  that,  altering, 
as  they  do,  questions  of  money  charge, 
it  becomes  necessary  very  carefully  to 
consider  the  best  mode  of  ialroducing 
changes  of  that  kind  into  the  Bill. 

THE  HOME  BULK  BILL. 
Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :  May  I  ask  you, 
Mr.  Speaker,  if  it  is  possible  to  have 
printed  at  the  head  of  the  list  of 
Amendments  issued  daily  the  text  of  the 
clause  under  discussion  ?  It  would  be  a 
very  great  convenience,  and  not  materially 
add  to  expense. 

*Me.  speaker  :  I  have  had  no  in- 
timation that  that  is  desired  ;  but  if  it  be 
the  general  wish  I  shall  be  happy  to  give 
instructions  to  have  it  done  at  once. 

THE  SEAL  FISHEBV  BILL. 
Mr,  .W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  This 
Bill  makes  makes  provision  for  the 
execution  of  an  arrangement  with 
Russia,  which  it  is  desirable  we  should 
pat  forward  at  once,  and  I  propose  to 
report  Progress  on  the  Home  Rule  Bill 
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about  1 1  o'clock  on  Monday  evening  in 
order  to  take  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
measure.  There  is  no  difference  of 
opinion  on  the  subject,  but  it  is  right 
tliat  the  House  should  have  an  opporto- 
nity  of  considering  the  Bill. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

GOVERNMENT   OF   ICELAND  BILL. 
(No.  209.) 

coHMiTTBE.    [iVojrreM,  15th  June,'\ 

[twkstt-sbcosd  night.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Legislative  Authorily. 

Clause  4  (Restrictions  on  powers  of 
Irish  Legislature). 

The  CHAIRMAN  ruled  the  following 
Amendments  out  of  Order,  namely — 

Mr.  Botcher  (York)— Pa^  2,  line  31,  after 
"  law,"  insert  "  as  sncb  law  now  exists  or  as  the 
same  may  from  tinie  to  time  be  altered  by  Act 
of  ParUament" 

Mr.  Harry  Foster  (Suffolk,  Lowestoft)— Page 
2,  line  31,  aiter  "law,"  insert  ''under  the  laws 
of  tbe  Imperial  Parliament." 

*Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (Leeds, 
Central)  had  the  next  Amendment  on 
the  Paper,  as  follows : — 

Page  2,  line  31,  after  "  law,''  insert  "  in  accord- 
ance with  the  settled  principles  and  precedents 
of  jodidal  prooedoie  unalterable  save  by  the 
Parliament     the  United  Kingdom." 

He  said  that  he  proposed  to  move  the 
Amendment  in  a  form  slightly  different 
from  the  form  in  which  it  appeared  on 
the  Paper,  namely — 

After  "law,"  insert  "in  aocmdanoe  with 
settled  principles  and  precedonts  of  judicial  pro- 
cedure, unalterable  by  legal  enactments  other 
than  those  of  the  Parlitunent  of  the  Unit«d 
Kingdom*" 

He  would  hardly  have  ventured,  as  a  lay- 
man, to  intervene  in  the  Debate  were  It  not 
for  the  fact  that  he  had  powerful  inter- 
cessors in  the  Attorney  General  and 
Solicitor  General.  The  sense  of  this 
Amendment  was  the  sense  which  these 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  had  put 
upon  the  expression  "  due  process  of 
law,"  and  the  words  of  the  Amendment 
were  really  the  words  used  by  them  in  the 
Debate  the  previous  night.  A  great  deal 
had  been  said  about  the  daugers  of  defi- 
nition. They  had  been  told  that  these 
words  "due  process  of  law"  never  had 
been  defined,  and  never  would  be  (\efined. 
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The  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster went  80  far  aa  to  say  that  they 
coald  not  he  defined,  and  that  they  ought 
not  to  be  defined,  because  definition  would 
destroy  their  value.  Of  course,  if  these 
words  could  not  be  defined,  it  would  be 
unreasonable  for  any  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  ask  that  a  definition  should  be 
placed  in  the  Bill.  He  did  not  demand 
ImpoeBihilities  ;  his  request  was  a  rouch 
humbler  one.  He  did  not  ask  for  a 
definition  ;  he  asked  for  an  indication — 
for  something  in  the  nature  of  a  sign- 
post, which  would  prevent  the  Irish 
Judges,  or  any  other  Judges  who 
might  hare  to  interpret  the  woras  in  the 
future,  frpm  going  astray  by  fol- 
lowing English  decisions  rather  than 
the  interpretation  of  the  Americau 
jurists.  What  he  desired  was  that 
the  Judges  should  have,  as  it  were,  a 
compass  to  guide  them  on  this  mysterious 
sea  of  legal  interpretation  ;  and  for  the 
words  of  his  Ameudmeut  which,  he  hoped, 
would  provide  such  a  compass,  behad  gone 
to  the  Attorney  General  and  the  Solicitor 
General  themselTea.  Two  questions  had 
arisen  in  the  course  of  the  Debate  upon  th  is 
subject.  The  fint  was,  "  What  was  duo 
process  of  law  ?  "  By  that  he  did  not  meau 
what  would  constitute  au  exhaustive 
definition  ;  but  what  was  the  general 
characterand  significauceof  the  expression 
— "  due  process  of  law  ?  "  The  Attorney 
General,  speaking  on  the  point  tbe  pre- 
-riOQs  night,  said — 

"  He  woald  say  that  the  words  'dne  process 
<rf  law'  were  to  be  reganled  in  this  way  :  that 
due  process  of  law  was  where  the  process  of  law 
followed  certain  principles  of  judicial  procedure, 
or  where  such  process  followed  sonmi  precedent 
applicable  to  the  snbject-niBtter  and  the  cir- 
cumstancea  affecting  It." 

Similar  language  was  employed  by  the 
Solicitor  General.    He  said — 

** '  Due  process  of  law '  meant  a  process  of  law 
which  was  according  to  sound  precedent;  and, 
therefore,  they  did  secure  trial  jury  in  all 
those  cases  in  which,  according  to  the  sound 
general  principles  of  our  English  ConstitutioD, 
trial  by  jury  bad  alwa^  been  given." 

It  would  be  seen  that  his  Amendment 
practically  embodied  the  words  of  the 
Attorney  General  and  the  Solicitor 
General.  The  other  question  was  no  less 
important,  and  it  was  one  which  had  given 
rise  to  some  doubts  in  the  minds  of  boo. 
Gentlemeu  on  the  Opposition  side  at  all 
events.  It  was  this — "  Does  this 
Bill  leave  it  in  the  power  of  the  Irish 
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Legislature  to  pass  laws  altering  the  due 
process  of  law  ? "  On  that  qnwUoB 
they  had  very  explicit  statements  fnm 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasmy 
Bench.  As  he  understood,  it  was 
admitted  that  the  Imperial  Parliament 
could  pass  laws  which  would  alter  the 
due  process  of  law.  But  tbe  important 
question  was.  Could  tbe  Irish  Legislature 
also  do  this  ?  In  dealing  with  that  ques- 
tion, the  Solicitor  General  reminded  the 
Committee  that  the  expression  "doe 
process  of  law  "  was  intended  to  have  a 
meaning ;  and  that  if  it  were  in  tbe 
power  of  the  Irish  Legislature  to  eXUx 
the  due  process  of  taw,  this  sub-sectim 
would  become  nugatory  and  meaningless. 
If  be  might  venture  to  intrude  his 
opinion,  he  did  not  think  that  the  words 
would  become  perfectly  meaningless. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  even  if  it  were  in 
the  power  of  the  Irish  Parliament  to 
alter  by  legal  enactment  "  due  process  (rf 
law,"  these  words  would  still  have  ft 
meaning,  for  they  would  still  prevent 
the  Irish  Parliament  from  passing  lavs 
giving  an  indemnity  beforehand  to  the 
Executive  for  depriving  any  person  of 
life,  liberty,  or  property  by  illegal  means. 
However,  it  was  not  necessary  to  pursue 
that  subject  further,  because  they  bad 
explicit  statements  from  the  Government 
on  this  question,  whether  the  Irish 
Parliament  would  or  would  not  have  the 
power  of  making  enactments  alt«nng  the 
meaning  of  "  due  process  of  law."  The 
Solicitor  General  said  on  the  sabject — 

"  The  section  as  it  stood  plainly  a  limita- 
tion on  the  lepHlatire  power  of  the  Iriali 
Legislature.  Due  process  of  law  could  only  be 
altered  acconling  to  the  will  and  pleasoie  of 
thin  Parliament." 

He  asked  the  attention  of  tbe  Committee 
to  the  worils  "  according  to  the  will  and 
pleasure  of  this  Parliament,"  for  those 
were  the  words  he  had  iutroduced  into 
the  second  part  of  his  Amendment. 
The  Attorney  General,  on  the  same 
point,  said — 

"  It  was  said  that  in  spite  of  the  clause  the 
Irish  Legislative  Body  might  make  any  law  or 
might  lay  down  any  mode  of  proceeding  tbqr 
pleasctl,  anrl  that  thereuiion  it  became  due  pro* 
cess  of  law.  He  had  no  hesitation  in  sajiog 
that  tliat  argument  was  absurd  on  the  face  of 
it,  one  to  which  no  legal  tribonal  wooldt  or  coald, 
for  a  moment  listen." 

These  were  stroug,  and  explicit,  and  cl«r 
t^tatements.  He  would  cite  one  more 
— from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duehy 
who  said—  ■ 
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*'Then  wu  soother  error  which  perTStled  the 
argameatB  of  lawyers  who  hod  spoken  in  the 
Debate — that  was,  that  the  Irish  Parliament 
conlil  make  that  due  process  of  law  which 
wonl'l  not  be  dne  process  of  law.  Why,  the 
whole  object  of  the  Government  was  to  make 
it  imtK^sible  for  the  Irish  Parliament  to  vary 
this  matter," 

If  the  CiuuifjeUor  of'  the  Duchy  was 
right  in  sajing  that  the  whole  object  of 
the  GoTeniment  was  to  make  it  im- 
possible for  the  Irish  Parliament  to  vary 
the  matter,  the  best  way  of  carryiDg  out 
that  tnteotioQ  was  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, which  he  now  begged  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  paj^e  2,  line  31,  after  the  word  "  law,"  to 
Insert  the  words  "  in  acconlance  with  lettled 
principles  and  precedents  of  judicial  procedure 
unalterable  by  legal  enactments  other  than 
those  of  the  Parliament  of  the  United  King- 
dom."— (J/r.  Gerild  Bal/otir.} 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
0.  RuASELL,  Hackney,  S.)  :  I  do  not 
recede  from  anything  I  said  yesterday  on 
this  sobject.  I  see  no  reason  to  qualify 
the  citation  from  my  observations  which 
was  read  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  If  I 
did  I  should  quite  candidly  make  the 
qualification.  But  I  must  say,  on  behalf 
of  the  Solicitor  General,  that  the  citation 
■from  his  argument  was  not  quite  com- 
plete. It  did  not  fully  convey  his  mean- 
ing, but  so  far  as  it  wont  it  was  accurate. 
We  both  maintain  that  "  due  process  of 
law "  means  process  of  law  proceeding, 
to  use  the  words  of  the  Amendment, 
"npon  settled  principlea^ind  precedents." 
That- is  the  language  we  used.  We  do 
not  think  that  the  addition  of  these 
'Words  will  add  anything  whatever  to 
the  strength  of  the  language  of  the 
clause  as  it  stands—"  without  doe  process 
law."  But  if  it  would  save  dis- 
cussion, or  sare  time,  we  have  no  objec- 
tion to  take  the  langnage,  with  a  slight 
qoalification,  of  the  hon.  Member,  so 
that  the  snb-^ection  would  run— 

"  Whereby  any  person  may  be  deprived  of 
Kfe,  liberty,  or  property  without  the  process  of 
law,  having:  regard  to  settled  principles  and 
precedents.'' 

But  when  the  hon.  Member  goes  further, 
and  asks  us  to  declare  that  these  settled 
principles  and  precedents  shall  be  uuiilter- 
able  save  by  the  legal  enactment  of  the 
^pertal  Parliament  we  object,  for  a 
nuoa  which  I  hope  will  bo  appreciated 
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by  the  Committee.  The  words  which 
the  hon.  Member  propose  to  introduce 
would  give  to  these  settled  principles 
and  precedents  a  stereotyped  character. 

*Mr.  GEBALD  BALFOUR :  I  beg  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  pardon.  He 
has  quoted  the  words  of  my  Amendment  as 
I  put  it  down  on  the  Paper.  But  I  was 
prepared  for  the  objection  he  has  raised, 
and  in  order  to  meet  it  I  altered  the 
Amendment  as  follows  : — 

"  In  accordance  with  settled  principles  and 
precedents  of  judicial  procedare,  unalterable 
by  legal  enactments  other  than  those  of  the 
Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom." 

So  far  as  "  due  process  of  law  "  is  alter- 
able by  the  decisions  of  Judges,  this 
Amendment  would  not  prevent  it  being  so 
altered. 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  I  do  not  think 
the  alteration  in  the  Amendment  removes 
my  objection,  though  it  somewhat  quali- 
fies it, and  it  would  stillgive  &  stereotyped 
character  to  the  principles  and  precedents. 
And  this  gives  me  the  oppcn-tunity  of 
pointing  out  a  misapprehension  of  what 
I  and  my  hon.  Friend  the  Solicitor 
Geoertil  said  yesterday.  We  have  not 
said,  and  we  never  intended  to  say,  that 
the  Irish  Legislative  Body  would  not 
have  the  power  to  affect  legal  procedure 
or  due  process  of  law.  We  said  that, 
under  this  enactment,  it  would  be  out  of 
the  power  of  the  Irish  Legislative  Body 
to  propose  anything  they  pleased  and 
call  it  "due  process  of  law,"  and  there- 
by entirely  get  rid  of  the  restrictions 
which  the  clause  as  it  stands  is  intended 
to  supply.  I  submit  to  the  hon.  Member 
tliat,  by  saying  that  the  due  process  of 
law  shall  be  in  accordance  with  settled 
principles  and  precedents  of  legal  pro- 
cedure, we  leave  it  to  be  dealt  with  and 
judged  by  judicial  interpretation,  for  this 
being  a  written  constitution  it  lies  within 
the  domain  of  judicial  interpretation. 

•Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancraa, 
N.)  said,  he  wished  to  ask  whether  the 
Government  would,  in  the  clause 
dealing  with  the  powers  of  the 
Irish  Exchequer  Judges  or  any  Im- 
perial Judges,  who  might  take  their 
places,  give  a  direct  right  to  every  indi- 
vidual citizen  of  appealing  against  any 
Act  of  the  Local  Legislature,  or  any  Act 
of  the  Executive  Government  of  Ireland, 
which  contravened  tho  limitations  laid 
down  by  this  clause  ? 
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The  chancellor  op  the 
DUCHY  OF  LANCASTER  (Mr. 
Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.)  :  If  I  uoderstaDd 
aright  the  question  of  mj  hoB.  Friend 
behind  me,  he  will  find  whoa  we  come  to 
that  part  of  the  Bill  which  deals  with  the 
jurisdiction  and  powers  of  the  Exchequer 
Judges  that  every  right  that  anjooe  cau 
possibly  desire  to  enforce  under  Clause  4 
will  be  brought  before  the  Exchequer 
Judges,  and  when  any  question  arises 
under  Clause  4  iu  aoy  Court  in  Ireland 
that  question  will  be  brought  up  in  due 
course  of  appeal  before  the  Exchequer 
Judges  or  the  Privy  Council. 

Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  said,  he  did  not 
refer  to  questions  that  might  ariM  in 
some  judicial  proceedings.  He  asked, 
Would  it  be  competent  for  (ui  individual 
citizen  who  felt  himself  aggrieved  to  go 
before  the  Exchequer  Judges  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  Certainly  it  will. 

Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  said,  that  then 
they  were  to  understand  that  the  Goveru- 
meut,  if  necessary,  so  amend  this  provision 
as  would  euable  an  individual  citizen  who 
complained  of  auy  act  of  the  Executive 
Government  or  of  the  Local  Legislature  to 
appeal  direct  to  the  Exchequer  Judges 
or  to  the  Imperial  Judges  and  get  re- 
dress ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  It-will  be  found  when 
we  come  to  those  claases,  which  it  is  not 
regular  to  anticipate  now,  that  every 
citizen,  if  auy  attempt  is  made  to  injure 
him  by  legal  procedure,  will  have  that 
appeal  which  my  hon.  Friend  desires. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  am  sure  we  all  appreciate  the 
spirit  which  animates  we  Attorney 
General  in  making  this  concession  to  my 
hon.  Friend  behind  me ;  and  when  I  cast 
my  memory  back  to  the  long  Debates  we 
had  last  night  when  we  endeavoured  to 
induce  the  Government  to  introduce 
words  into  the  Bill  carrying  out  their 
own  intentions,  I  cannot  but  regret  that 
the  policy  which  now  apparently  actuates 
the  occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench  did 
not  commend  itself  to  their  atteutiou 
somewhat  earlier  in  our  proceedings.  It 
would,  if  I  may  venture  to  say  so,  have 
saved  a  great  deal  of  the  valuable  time 
of  the  Committee,  which  we  have  been 
accnsed,  not  by  the  Treasury  Bench,  but 
accused  by  the  Press  which  supports 
them,  of  having  wasted.  I  hope  those 
who  make  that  accusation  will  now 
realise  that  if  time  has  been  expended 


in  amending  the  Bill  that  time  has  been 
expended  more  by  those  who  refused  to 
accept  Amendments,  the  justice  of  which 
they  recognised,  than  by  those  who 
pressed  those  Amendments  on  their  attoi- 
tion.  With  regard  to  the  Amendment 
before  the  Committee,  as  I  said  before, 
we  welcome  this  recognition  of  the 
validity  of  our  contentions,  even  though 
it  may  be  a  tardy  concession.  The 
Attorney  General  has  shown  a  vwy  wise 
disposition  to  embody  in  the  Bill  the 
avowed  and  explicit  views  of  the 
Treasury  Bench,  though  I  do  not  qaite 
think — I  may,  however,  be  wrong — that 
the  Amendment  on  the  Amendment  which 
he  proposes  would  carry  out  Uie  avowed 
intentions  of  his  Colleagues.  Thov  was 
especially  one  quotation  raad  by  the 
Mover  of  the  Amendment  to  whieh  I 
would  respectfully  call  the  attentifui  of 
the  Prime  Minister  and  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  who 
was  the  author  of  the  statement 
The  right  hou.  Gentleman  said  that 
an  error  pervaded  the  arguments  of  the 
lawyers  who  had  spoken  on  this  questicn, 
and  that  that  error  was  to  suppose  that 
the  Irish  Parliament,  could  make  that  to 
be  due  process  of  law  which  would  not 
be  otherwise  due  process  of  law.  The 
whole  subject  6t  the  Government,  the 
right  hon.  Goitleman  went  on  to  say, 
was  to  make  it  impossible  for  the  Irish 
Parliament  t-o  vary  what  is  now  due 
process  of  law. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  What  I  meant  was 
that  it  would  be  impossible  for  the  Irish 
Legislature  to  get  rid  of  this  saf^nard 
or  provision  by  endeavouring  to  make 
that,  by  their  legislation,  due  process  of 
law  which  would  not  be  due  process  of 
law,  within  the  contemplation  of  the 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  lam  right  in 
saying  that  it  is  at  the  present  moment 
in  the  power  of  the  Imperial  Legislature 
to  vary  the  due  process  of  law,  I  wish 
to  know,  then,  whether  there  is  anything 
iu  the  Bill  as  it  stands,  or  will  stand  if 
amended  by  the  proposed  Amendment 
of  the  Attorney  General,  to  prevent  the 
Irish  Legislature  doing  what  the  Imperial 
Parliament  can  now  do,  and  can  always 
do — namely,  vary  the  due  process  of  law  ? 
It  appears  to  us  to  be  quite  clear  that  if 
the  words  of  the  Attorney  General  be 
accepted  something  matcoiid  will  be 
gained  in  the  way  of  an  expoeition  of 
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the  TiewB  of  the  GoTemment,  But  I 
uk  them  to  move  one  atep  forward,  and 
to  embody  in  the  clause  not  only  the 
views  of  the  Attorney  General  and  the 
Solicitor  General,  but  the  views  of  the 
Cliancellor  of  the  Duchy.  That  would 
be  adequately  met  by  the  words  sug- 
gested by  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment. 
The  effect  of  the  Amendment  in  the  form 
in  which  it  has  been  moved  would  be, 
that  while  the  natural  process  of  devolu- 
tion— of  interpretation — by  Courts  of  Law 
u  to  what  is  due  process  of  law  would 
remain  unhampered,  as  it  ought  to  remain 
unhampered,  if  any  necessary  change  in 
what  is  due  process  of  law  were  to  be 
effected,  it  could  only  be  effected  by  the 
totion  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  as  dis- 
tingnished  from  the  action  of  the  Irish 
Parliament.  The  Government  can 
effectively  insert  a  full  and  complete  ex- 
position of  their  uttered  opinions  into  the 
framework  of  the  Bill  by  accepting  the 
Amendment  as  it  has  been  proposed, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  shcH^n  this 
Debate. 

Mr.  SEXTOX  (KeiT^,  N.)  said,  it 
did  not  rest  absolutely  in  the  hands  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  shorten 
debate  

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Hear,  hear  ! 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  was  not  at  all 
certain  that  the  acceptance  by  the 
Government  of  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  shorten  debate. 
The  obvious  effect  of  the  insertion  of  the 
w<ffds  in  the  clause  would  be  to  withdraw 
the  subject  of  criminal  procedure,  &o  far 
as  concerned  life,  liberty,  And  property, 
entirely  from  the  eognisance  of  the 
L^alature  of  Ireland.  The  Irish  I^egis- 
latnre  would  not  be  at  liberty  to  amend 
the  due  process  of  law  in  any  practical 
sense,  because  the  Judicial  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council,  considering  what  was 
the  due  process  of  law,  would  be  bound 
to  see  that  the  due  process  of  law  was  in 
aceordauce  with  settled  principles  and 
necedents,  unalterably,  except  by  the 
Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom.  The 
Committee  had  already  declared  that 
power  over  the  criminal  procedure  should 
be  given  to  the  Irish  Parliament ;  but 
die  acceptance  of  the  Amendment  would 
substantially  withdraw  that  power,  and 
whatever  might  be  the  peculiar  necessi- 
ties of  the  country,  whatever  might  be 
the  circumstances  that  might  arise  vary- 
ing the  offences  by  which  life  and  liberty 
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were  justly  taken  by  the  law,  and  the 
holding  of  property  affected  the  Irish 
Parliament  if  they  enacted  any  pro- 
visions to  meet  tiioBO  altered  circnm- 
Btances,  they  would  be  unable  to  carry 
those  provisions  into  effect  by  being 
deprived  of  the  power  of  altering  criminal 
procedure.  Ue  understood,  as  he  entered 
the  House,  that  the  GoTernmeut  had 
agreed  to  accept  some  of  the  words  of 
the  Amendment— 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL:  Yes,  we  have 
agreed  to  accept  "  regard  being  bad  to 
setlled  priociples  and  precedents." 

Mr.  sexton  said,  that  if  nothing 
was  to  be  done  by  the  Irish  LegislatiTe 
Assembly  except  in  accordance  with  this 
proposal  the  lines  for  discussion  in  that 
Assembly  would  be  extremely  narrow — 
so  narrow  that  he  did  not  think  anything 
could  pass  between  them.  If  that  did 
not  mean  taking  away  power  from  the 
Irish  Legislature  he  did  not  know  what 
could  mean  it, 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  Hear, 
hear  1 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Yes;  that  might 
please  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  but  it  did  not  please  him.  The 
Irish  Parliament  was  to  have  power  to 
make  laws,  and  he  thought  that  to  take 
away  the  power  to  legislate  in  criminal 
procedure  would  be  to  deny  that  Ireland 
was  a  distinct  country  with  separate  in- 
terests, and  to  deny  one  of  the  fundamen- 
tal principles  of  Home  Rule.  They  bad 
had  several  Gentlemen  talking  last  night 
about  the  meaning  of  the  words  'Mue 

Process  of  law,**  and  if  the  Court  of 
nterpretation  in  conatniiug  a  Statute 
was  to  consider  not  only  what  was  due  pro- 
cess of  law  but  also  the  question  of  regard 
beiug  had  to  settled  principles  and  fffe- 
eedents,  and  what  were  principles  and 
precedents,  and  how  far  they  had  been 
settled,  the  function  of  the  Interpreting 
Court  would  be  a  difficult  one.  He 
thought  the  matter  required  further  con- 
sideration, and  feeling  the  spirit  under 
which  he  laboured  when  learned  Gen- 
tlemen came  to  the  front  in  Debate,  he 
should  be  obliged  to  reserve  his  right  to 
claim  re-consideration  of  the  matter  at  a 
later  stage  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.) :  I  am  not  surprised  at  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
as  to  the  acceptance  of  the  words  the 
Government  propose  to  add,but  I  think 
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he  is  precluded  from  taking  objection  to 
the  addition.  Laat  night  he  listened  to 
the  Debate  for  BeTeial  hours,  and  he  then 
appeared  to  be  of  opinion  tiiat  it  was  an 
obstmctive  Debate.  He  seemed  to  think 
that  we  were<  indulging  in  rain  repeti- 
tions. Well,  in  the  course  of — as  it  now 
turns  out — a  most  useful  discussion,  the 
Attorney  General  and  the  Solicitor 
General  again  and  again  used  language 
precisely  in  accordance  with  tbe  language 
which  it  is  now  proposed  to  incorporate 
in  the  Bill.  If  the  Hon.  Member  for 
North  Kerry  now  objects  to  that 
language,  why  did  he  not  do  so  last 
Dight  ? 

Mr.  SEXTON:  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  is  too  old  a  P-ariiamentarian 
not  to  know  that  language  used  in  debate 
is  one  thing  and  that  language  to  be 
inserted  in  a  clause  in  the  form  of  a 
definition  is  another. 

Mk.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  cannot 
make  any  distinction  between  language 
offered  to  this  House  by  a  Member  of  the 
Goverument  and  the  subsequent  carrying 
out  of  what  was  understood  to  be  the 
effect  of  that  iangu^e.  Our  complaint 
against  the  Grovernment  last  night  is 
not  that  their  language  was  not 
intelligible  to  us  and  satisfactory, 
but  that  they  refused  to  put  it 
into  the  Bill.  Well,  they  have  had  time 
for  reflection.  They,  no^oubt,  pondered 
over  the  repetition-of  our  arguments,  and 
they  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  we 
were  right  and  they  were  wrong.  ["  No, 
no  !  "J  Of  course  it  shows  that,  but  I 
am  not  going  to  throw  it  in  their  teeth. 
They  would  not  have  run  the  risk  of 
-offending  hon.  Members  opposite  if  they 
had  thongUt  that  we  were  wrong.  They 
must  hare  thought  that  we  were  right. 
I  am  thankful  for  this  change  of  temper, 
which,  no  doubt,  will  materially  assist 
the  further  progress  of  the  Bill.  I  do 
not  think  tbe  Committee  have  hitherto 
qoito  appreciated  the  magnitude  of  the 
concession  the  GovemmMit  have  mode, 
and  which  I  desire  most  frankly  to 
acknowledge.  I  do  not  see  very  much 
consequence  in  the  question  whether  or 
not  the  later  words  of  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
are  accepted  by  the  Grovernment  or  not, 
and  I  think  I  can  show  that  it  will  not 
make  any  difference  if  they  are  not 
accepted.  Let  us  suppose  that  the  words 
are  objected  to  and  we  take  only  those 
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that  the  Goverament  have  accepted. 
Then  the  Irish  Legislature  will  be  pre- 
cluded from  making  laws  except  in 
accordance  with  the  settled  principles  and 
precedents  of  general  prorodnre.  Tb^ 
may  legislate  within  the  settled  principles 
and  precedents,  but  it  is  part  of  the 
superior  Statute  that  they  may  not  go 
outside  tbe  settled  principles  and  prece- 
deuts.  Therefore,  if  it  be  a  settled 
principle  and  precedent,  under  certain  eh- 
cumstances,  that  a  man  shall  be  entitled  te 
trial  by  jury  or  to  indictment  before  a 
Grand  Jury,  the  Irish  Parliament  will 
have  no  power  to  alter  the  law  in  those 
respects.  And  if  it  be  a  settled  |Minciple 
and  precedent  that  a  man  is  entitled  to 
habeas  corpus  it  appears  to  me  the  Irish 
Government  will  have  no  power  and  wW 
be  going  beyond  the  principle  laid  down 
in  the  superior  Act  if  they  attempt  to 
interfere  with  the  supervision  of  the 
habeas  corpus.  The  only  legislation  that 
will  be  left  to  them  will  be  as  to  details 
within  settled  principles  and  precedents. 
If  I  have  rightly  understood  the  extent 
of  the  concession,  it  appears  tome  to  give 
us  all  that  for  wlkich  we  contended  s<n» 
thing  like  six  or  seven  hours  yesterday. 
Though  I  regret  that  a  certain  amount  of 
time  was  wasted,  it  was  not  by  us.  lam 
prepared  to  accept,  thankfully,  the  con- 
cession made.  If  the  view  I  have  ex* 
pressed  is  correct,  certain  Amendments 
that  are  on  -  the  Paper  to  restrict  ths 
powers  of  the  Irish  Legislature  will  be 
unnecessary ;  but  if  not,  and  the  Govern- 
ment continue  to  refuse  tbe  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds,  then,  of 
course,  they  cannot  complain  if  these 
Amendments  are  successively  brought  np, 
because  it  will  be  the^  who  have  fwved 
us  to  raise  these  questions  separately. 
If,  however,  as  I  understand  by  the 
words  now  proposed  by  tbe  Gorernmeat 
these  Amendments  are  all  excluded  we 
shall  get  rid  of  several  important 
Amendments,  and  the  progress  of  the  Bill 
will  be  materially  facilitated. 

•Sm  C.  RUSSEL:^  :  The  tone  in 
which  several  hon.  Members  of  the 
Committee  have  received  what  was  in- 
tended as  a  concession  by  the  Govern* 
ment  in  order  to  save  time  does  not  afibrd 
us  much  encouragement  in  endearonring 
to  secure  that  reasonable  progreH 
shall  he  made  with  the  Bill.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  and  the  right  hon  Geotie- 
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mu  the  Leader  of  the  '  Opposition 
wtainly  cannot  be  allowed  to  treat  this 
nutter  as  if  the  GoTemment  were  making 
any  concession  whatever  except  in  point 
of  form.  We  stated  yesterday — and  I 
repeat  again  to-day — that  this  concession, 
in  oor  judgment,  gives  nothing  which  the 
words  "  due  process  of  law  "  did  not  give 
in  the  clause  as  it  originally  stood.  I 
stand  by  this  position.  Icannot  allowany 
portion  of  the  Hooae  to  be  aader  the 
in^ffossion  that  this  is  more  than  a  con- 
cession to  hon.  Members  in  a  matter  of 
form,  but  does  not  alter  the  meaning  of 
the  elaase  as  proposed. 

Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  (Armagh, 
Mid)  said,  that  the  Attorney  General 
declared  that  the  words  proposed  to  be 
insffl'ted  in  the  sub-section  would  add 
nothing  to  its  meaning  ;  and  in  view  of 
tiiat  aiiDonncement  it  would  be  necessary 
to  bring  forwMil  separately  the  Amend- 
mentB  relating  to  habeas  corpus,  con- 
tracts, indictment  by  grand  jury,  bail, 
and  80  on.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Dnehy  yesterday  had  said  that  "due 
^ocesa  of  law  was  a  matter  that  could 
not  be  defined  and  ought  not  to  be  de- 
fined ;  but  now  the  Government  were 
prepared  to  define  it,  and  they  were 
offering  to  do  this  notwitbstaoding  the 
legal  maxim  quoted  by  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  that  there  was  nothing  so 
dftngerous  as  definition.  Further,  the 
-Goremmcnit  had  repudiated  the  idea  of 
•ecepting  the  opinion  of  an  isolated 
^fudge ;  but  now  they  were  inserting 
■words  embodying  that  opinion  ;  and  the 
very  people  who  had  said  that  the  de- 
"finition  could  not  be  given  by  anyone 
"were  themselves  offering  a  definition. 
-He  considered  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Kerry  most  im- 
"prntant — namely,  thatthispower  over  life, 
liberty,  and  property  was  a  fundamental 
principle  of  Home  Rnle.  Why  was  it 
that  the  hon.  Member  was  so  anxious 
tiut  this  power  should  not  be 
Teetrieted — why  was  he  so  jealous  of 
losing  this  power  of  depriving  Irish 
eitisens  of  life  and  liberty  ?  They  had 
the  laws  of  murder  and  treason,  and  what 
more  could  they  want  ?  He  disputed 
the  contention  of  the  Solicitor  General 
Ust  oight  that  the  Irish  Government 
'Conld  act  on  precedents  and  principles, 
and  that  these  would  include  historical 
preeedents.  In  no  country  had  historical 
precedents  been  used  in  deciding  l^al 


questions;  and  if  they  could  be  used  there 
would  be  nothing  to  prevent  the  Irish 
Legislature  following  the  coercive  policy 
of  the  present  Government  in  past  years. 
He  thought  the  Government  should  give 
a  fuller  explanation  of  this  word  "  pre- 
cedent" before  it  was  finally  adopted  in 
the  Bill.  The  concession  of  the  Go- 
vernment did  not,  in  his  opinion,  meet 
the  dangers  pointed  out  last  night  as  to 
ther  lives  and  liberties  of  the  Irish 
Loyalists.  There  was  a  remarkable  differ- 
ence between  the  expression  "  having 
regard  to  "  and  **  in  aecordance  witb.^* 
Under  the  latter  there  would  be  some 
control  over  the  Irish  Parliament ;  but 
under  the  former  it  might  be  held  that 
the  Irish  Parliament  had  had  "regard  to'* 
precedents  if  it  considered  them  without 
acting  upon  them. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian)  :  I  do  not  speak  now 
of  what  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  proposes  to  cut  off 
from  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.Gentleman 
opposite  ;  but  I  speak  of  the  words  he 
proposes  to  admit.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Birmingham  baa 
before  him  two  sets  of  words — first,  "  due 
process  of  law  ; "  and,  secondly,  "  having 
regard  to  the  established  precedents  of 
principles.**  We  do  not  want  to  exclude 
what  meaning  my  right  hon.  Friend 
attaches  to  the  latter  words ;  but  we 
think  it  is  included  in  the  words  of  the  sub- 
section. The  question  whether  it  is  in- 
cluded in  our  own  words  or  not  has  become 
really  a  verbal  question.  The  right  bon. 
Gentiemau  secures  the  meaning  he 
desires,  and  we  have  no  disposition  to  go 
further  into  argument. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire): 
It  would  be  bad  faith  with  the  Govern- 
ment if  we  did  not  point  out  that  this 
concession  is  really  of  a  most  substantial 
kind,  and  alters  entirely  the  whole  com- 
plexion of  the  matter.  Take  one  instance 
— the  suspension  of  the  Habeas  Corpus 
Act.  All  that  would  be  necessary  with- 
out these  words  would  be  for  the  Irish 
Legislature  to  declare  that  after  a  certain 
day  the  Act  of  Charles  II.  would  be  sus- 
pended. Thereafter,  any  person  could 
be  arrested  without  process,  and  detained 
in  custody.  But  under  the  Amendment 
the  person  could  only  be  arrested  with 
due  process  of  law —         _  . 

Digitized  by  VjtOOQI^ 


1211 


Government  of  {COMMONS} 


Ireland  Bill. 


I2I2 


"  In  accordance  with  the  settled  piinciplei 
and  precedents  of  general  procedure." 

Sir  C.RUSSELL:  I  bavenotaccepted 
the  words  "  of  general  procedure." 

Sir  H.  JAMES  :  I  thought  they  were 
-aocepted.  Whilst  the  words  proposed 
remain  in  the  Bill  the  Iririi  L^skiture 
cau  never  suspend  the  Habeas  Corpus 
Act,  which  is  a  result  we  desire  to 
accomplish.  It  wiH,  therefore,  be  un- 
necessary for  us  to  move  Amendments 
to  prevent  the  Irish  Government  from 
suspending  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act. 
Without  these  words  it  would  have  been 
possible  to  alter  criminal  procedure  in 
Ireland ;  but  with  these  words  it  could 
only  be  altered  in  accordance  with  settled 
priuoiplea  and  precedents.  These  words, 
I  think,  would  prevent  a  man  in  a  case  of 
felony  from  being  deprived  of  the  right 
of  going  before  the  Grand  Jury.  The 
Irish  Legislature,  no  doubt,  would  have 
power  in  minor  matters.  Before  they 
would  have  had  full  power,  but  now 
their  powers  will  be  mitigated. 

*Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said  that, 
so  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  should  be 
prepared  to  accept  the  Amendment  of 
the  Government,  provided  the  words 
'**in  accordance  with**  were  allowed  to 
remain.  The  words  "  judida!  procedure," 
he  thought,  ought  also  to  remtun.  Did  the 
Government  accept  them  ? 

Me.  SEXTON:  I  object  to  this 
system  of  question  and  answer  across 
the  Table. 

•Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said, 
complaint  had  been  made  that  the  con- 
cession of  the  Government  was  not 
received  in  the  spirit  in  which  it  was 
offered.  That,  so  far  as  he  (Mr.  G. 
Balfour)  was  concerned,  was  not  a  just 
complaint.  He  fully  recognised  the 
value  of  the  concession,  and  was  not 
desirous  of  spending  the  time  ot  the 
Committee  nnneoessarily. 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL:  The  words  I 
propose  (with  the  assent  of  the  Prime 
Minister)  to  accept  are,  "in  accordance 
with  settled  principles  and  precedents." 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  the  Amendment 
only  appeared  for  the  first  time  on  the 
Paper  that  morning,  and  a  further 
Amendment  had  been  arrived  at,  he  did 
not  know  how,  in  die  course  of  the  day, 
and  now  these  words  wem  to  be  inserted 
in  the  Bill.  He  thought  it  would  be 
admitted  that  the  position  of  himsdf  and 
his  Colleagues  was  exte«mely  difficult. 

Sir  B,  Jamee 


Most  of  them  had  not  a  training  in  the 
law,  and  had  had  no  opportunity  of 
advising  with  legal  authorities  on  these 
subjects  which  were  to  bind  the  action 
of  Ihe  Irish  L^islature,  perhaps,  for 
ages  yet  to  come.  He  had  taken  the 
liberty  of  pointing  out  to  the  Attoney 
General  that  the  words  "regud  bong 
had  to  settled  principles  and  precedents** 
were  preferable  to  the  words  "in 
accordance  with  settled  principles  and 
precedents,"  because  he  could  form  some 
approximate  idea  of  the  meaning  of  the 
former.  He  would  only  say  that  if  the 
meaning  of  the  Amendment  were  that 
the  due  process  of  law  when  enacted  hj 
the  Irish  Legislature  must  be  strictly  in 
accordance  with  not  only  settled  ipm- 
ciples,  but  also  settled  precedents,  be 
doubted  whether  the  words  would  enaUe 
the  Irish  Legislature  to  attend  to  the 
circumstances  of  criminai  procedure  as 
the  country  might  require.  If  the 
words  "  in  accordance  with  "  were  ac- 
cepted, he  should  be  obliged  to 
divide  the  Committee  against  them.  He 
would  agree  to  the  words  "  x^^aid  being 
had  to." 

Mr,  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  seems  to 
me  that  it  would  he  difficult  to  manage 
the  business  of  the  Committee  on  the 
principle  laid  down.by  the  hon.  GMitle- 
man  who  has  just  sat  down.  We  hsd  a 
discussion  last  night  on  the  legal  bear- 
ings of  this  question ;  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Kerry  who,  we  know,  has 
one  of  tbe  cutest  and  clearest  heads  in  the 
House,  and  who  is  as  competent  to  deal 
with  the  legal  aspect  of  this  question  as 
any  eminent  Queen^s  Counsel,  was  pre- 
sent. He  now  says  he  has  had  no  op> 
portunity  of  conferring  with  legal 
tlemen. 

Mb.  sexton  I  I  have  had  no  op- 
portunity of  conferring  with  my  lepl 
friends  as  to  whether  the  Amendment 
should  be  accepted. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  believe 
there  are  even  now  in  the  Hou^e  legal 
gentlemen  belonging  to  the  Nationalist 
Party  sitting  close  to  the  hon.  Member 
who  would  be  prepared  to  give  an 
opinion  on  the  point.  If  we  are  to  be 
broken  up  into  small  parties  tn  tfas 
House,  and  if  we  are  to  have  a  Confo^ 
ence  whenever  a  legal  difficulty  arises, 
our  proceedings  must  be  indefinitely  im>- 
longed.  We  must  have  confidence  in 
Huae  lawyers  whom  we  select  to  advise 
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va ;  and  if  we  thinlc  the  two  eminent 
geotlemen  oppwite  are  not  competent  to 
deal  with  such  ft  simple  question  as  to 
whether  the  words  should  be  in  ac- 
cordance  with "  or  "  in  regard  to, "  we 
cannot  hare  confidence  in  them. 

Mr.  sexton  said  he  should  be 
oUiged  to  insist  upon  a  Division. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  3,  liiieSl,  after  the  word  "law,"  to 
insert  the  wwds  "in  accordance  with  settled 
principles  and  precedents." — (Hu  Attomep 
Oeiural.^ 

Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  move  that 
the  words  in  accordance  with "  be 
omitted,  in  order  to  insert  "  regard  being 
iiad  to. " 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "  in  accordance  with,"  in  order  to 
uisert  the  words  "  regard  being  had  to." 
— (Jfr.  SexUm.) 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  'in 
accordance  witli '  stand  part  of  the  pro- 
posed Amendment." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  324  j 
Noes  144.— (Division  List,  No.  147,) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  CLANCV  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  said, 
he  thought  the  time  had  come  when 
some  protest  should  be  made  against 
further  concessions  of  this  kind.  He 
thought  he  might,  without  exaggeration, 
say  that  when  the  Bill  was  introduced  it 
was  accepted  as  about  the  minimum  that 
the  Irish  Nationalists  could  accept  as  a 
working  settlement.  The  whole  course 
of  the  Committee  up  to  the  present 
moment,  so  far  as  he  could  see,  had  been 
in  the  direction  of  whittling  dowu  the 
Grovernment  proposals.  He  did  not 
profess  to  be  a  great  authority  on  Consti- 
tutional questions  ;  but  he  could  not  shut 
bis  eyes  to  the  fact  that  legal  gentlemen 
of  some  repute  had  staked  their  reputa- 
^n  on  the  £act  tliat  the  Amendment,  if 
cairiedi  would  be  a  serious  encroachment 
upon  the  power  that  had  already  been 
givea  to  the  Irish  Legislature  to  regulate 
their  own  criminal  procedure.  Looking 
at  the  matter  as  a  layman,  he  himself  had 
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come  to  the  conclusion  that  if  the  Amend- 
ment were  adopted  as  it  now  stood  the 
Irish  Legislature  would  be  prevented  from 
legislating  except  in  accordance  with 
settled  precedents  and  principles.  What 
was  the  object  of  a  L^islature  ?  What 
was  the  Imperial  Parliament  doing  every 
day  but  upsetting  settled  precedents  and 
principles  ?  As  an  Irish  Nationalist,  be 
objected  to  the  Irish  Legislature  l>eiog 
prevented  from  legislating  except  in 
accordance  with  settled  precedents  and 
principles,  many  of  which  might  be  shown 
by  experience  to  be  deserviug  of  no  other 
fate  Ulan  to  be  set  aside.  The  Amend- 
ment would  constitute  such  an  encroach- 
ment upon  the  powers  of  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature that  if  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James) 
were  correct  it  would  almost  destroy  the 
title  of  the  Bill.  He  could  not  but  think 
that  the  Government  had  brought  much 
of  the  difficulty  on  themselves  by  intro- 
ducing such  a  sub-section  as  that  now 
before  the  Committee.  The  Bill  of  1886 
contained  no  such  sub-section.  He 
understood  that  Magna  Charta  was  still 
the  law  of  the  land,  and  that  unconstitu- 
tional legislation  under  the  Bill  would, 
therefore,  be  impossible.  He  supposed 
the  sub-section  had  been  introduced  to 
please  Unionists,  who  would  not  be  con- 
ciliated by  any  coQcebsioos,  who  would 
only  make  use  of  the  successive  conces- 
sions that  had  been  made  to  demonstrate 
the  usefulness  of  their  obstructive  tactics, 
and  who  would  gu  up  atid  down  boasting, 
as  they  had  already  boasted  in  that 
House,  that  they  had  extorted  from  the 
Government  nine  successive  Amend- 
ments. In  bis  opinion,  the  Govern- 
ment had  made  a  vast  mistake  in 
introducing  the  sub-section  at  all,  and 
they  had  made  a  still  vaster  mistake  in 
making  concessions  on  any  of  the 
Amendments.  If  it  were  iu  his  power 
now,  he  should  divide  the  Committee  on 
the  question  whether  the  sub-sectiou 
should  stand  part  of  the  Bill  or  not. 
Most  certainly,  on  the  Report  stage,  he 
should  move  to  omit  the  sub-sectiou,  not 
only  on  the  ground  that  it  was  spoilt 
and  rendered  harmful  by  the  adoption  of 
the  Amendment,  but  that  it  was  useless, 
that  it  would  be  simply  a  weapon  in 
the  hands  of  the  opponents  of  Irish 
Nationality,  and  that  it  was  likely  to 
destroy  the  eifectiveness  of  the  Irish 
Legislature  in  the  domain  of  exclusively 
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Irish  affairs  which  the  House  of  Commons 
had  ou  several  occasiouB  in  that  Session 
decided  should  be  within  its  competence. 
He  had  only  to  announcG  that  those  with 
whom  he  usually  actfld — and  he  thought 
ba  might  speak  for  other  Members  also — 
would  most  decidedly  divide  the  Com- 
mittee against  the  Amendnlent,  not  only 
OS  a  protest  against  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  giving  way  on  any  of 
these  Amendments,  but  also  on  the 
ground  that  there  was  a  reasonable 
belief  that  a  vast  and  unjustifiable  en- 
croachment was  about  to  be  made  on  the 
power  of  the  Irish  Government  within 
its  proper  sphere. 

Earl  COMPTON  (York,  W.E., 
Barnsley)  wished  to  exjplain  why  he 
went  into  the  Lobby  with  the  Irish 
Members  in  the  last  Division,  and  why 
he  sfaouid  do  so  if  they  went  to  another 
Division.  He  had  two  reasons.  First 
of  all,  the  words  "  in  accordance  with  " 
decidedly  restricted  the  sub-section  under 
discussion,  and  he  did  not  think  it  re- 
quired any  further  limitation  or  restric- 
tion. In  the  second  place,  he  looked 
apon  the  agreeing  to  Amendment*)  moved 
to  this  sub-section  as  concessions  to  those 
who  were  trying  their  very  best,  night 
after  night,  day  after  day,  and  week 
after  week,  to  wreck  the  Bill.  For  his 
part,  he  was  perfectly  ready  to  do  every- 
thing in  his  power  to  hasten  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill,  and  he  thought  his 
best  way  to  do  that  was  to  remain  silent 
on  the  subject.  He  had  accordingly 
remained  silent  up  till  now,  and  had  only 
broken  that  silence  when  he  thought  it 
right  to  explain  why  he  was  taking  part 
in  voting  against  the  Government  which 
he  was  glad  to  follow.  If  there  was 
anything  done  in  the  way  of  Amendment 
which  he  dionght  would  improve  or 
increase  the  power  of  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature in  a  reastmable  way,  then  he,  for 
one,  should  support  such  an  Amendment 
from  whatever  side  it  came.  But  during 
all  these  weeks  they  had  seen  Amend- 
ment after  Amendment  put  down  in  order 
to  weaken  the  Bill  •  they  had  heard  the 
Opposition  declare  they  meaut  to  make 
the  Bill  more  detestable,  and  he  did  not 
think  it  was  reasonable  to  ask  those  who 
were  supporting  the  Bill  ic  its  entirety 
to  help  tlie  Opposition  to  make  the  Bill 
detestable.  Their  (the  Liberals*)  object 
was,  and  always  had  been,  to  do  their 
n^ost  to  give  Ireland  what  they  thought 

Mr,  Clancy 


the  Irish  people  had  a  right  to  ask  for; 
and  what  they  did  ask  for  at  the  present 
moment  was,  in  his  opinion,  most  reason- 
able. There  ought  to  be  elasticity  in 
this  as  there  had  been  in  other  matters; 
and,  holding  that  opinion,  be  shonld 
certainly  support  the  Irish  Members  in 
the  course  they  were  taking,  and  be 
hoped  the  Government  would  not  be  too 
ready  in  future  to  grant  concessious  to  s 
Party  who  did  not  ask  for  these  con- 
cessions in  order  to  improve  the  Bill,  bat 
in  order  to  destroy  it. 

Mh.  SEXTON  :  I  feel  constrained  to 
join  without  qualification  in  the  protest 
which  has  been  made,  and  to  emphasise 
the  views  expressed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Dublin  in  regard  to  what  I 
must  call  the  unaccountable  fatuity  of  the 
course  of  concessions  lately  pursued  hj 
the  Government  in  the  hopeless  en- 
deavour to  conciliate  an  Opposition  who 
have  avowed  before  the  country  that  their 
object,  and  their  only  object,  is  to  destroy 
the  Bill.  The  Government,  time  after 
time,  have  yielded  to  the  most  andacione 
conspiracy  that  has  ever  avowed  itself, 
and  the  folly  of  the  course  has  been  made 
plain  from  day  to  day ;  because  upon  the 
concession  of  each  Amendment,  altliotigh 
the  Government  may  have  declared  dkat  it 
is  a  concession  merely  in  point  of  form,  the 
Opposition  have  availed  themselves  of  it 
to  justify  and  to  vindicate  a  further  course 
of  obstruction.  That  is  not  carrying 
out  the  will  of  the  people  ;  that  is  not 
fulfilling  the  mandate  of  the  electors. 
We  always  understood  that  the  Home 
Hule  measure  to  be  given  to  Ireland 
would  be  a  measure  entirely  satisfactory 
to  the  people  of  Ireland  and  her  Repre- 
sentatives here.  Of  what  use  will  it  be 
if  it  be  otherwise,  and,  in  the  hopeless 
attempt  to  save  one  hour  or  to  relieve 
yourselves  of  one  speech  to  be  delivered 
from  those  (the  Opposition)  Benches, 
you  day  by  day  incur  the  fatal  danger  of 
alienating  the  people  of  Ireland  ?  I  beg 
that  this  course  may  be  no  longer  pursaed. 
I  have  called  attention  to  it  again  and 
again.  I  have  spoken,  no  doubt,  with 
some  energy,  but,  I  hope,  with  perfect 
respect  to  the  Goverament  and  its  illus- 
trious head.  As  a  Representative  of  the 
Irish  people,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  if  this 
conrse  of  concession  be  furth^  pursued, 
the  Bill,  which,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Dublin  has  said,  is  unquestionably 
the  minimum  which  the  Iiish  people 
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coald  accept  as  a  settlement  of  Home 
Rule,  will  be  rendered  unacceptable,  and 
will  be  DO  settlement  of  the  question.  I 
greatly  fear,  and  I  have  little  doubt,  that 
the  words  which  have  been  just  ac- 
cepted, will  seriously  hamper  the  Irish 
Legislature  in  matters  of  essential 
moment — an  AmendmeDt  put  down  with- 
out notice  upon  the  most  unfortunate 
sub-section  dragged  by  the  heeb  out  of 
the  American  Constitution  which  has  no 
rerelaacy  to  the  case  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  no  relevancy  to  the  case  of 
a  Parliament  unquestionably  sovereign 
here  and  another  Parliament  unquestton- 
sblv  subordinate  to  it  in  Ireland,  pro- 
visions which  are  very  well  where  you 
have  a  written  Coustitution  without 
sovereign  authority.  Federal  Parliaments 
uid  State  Parliaments  which  will  make 
laws  of  their  own  without  a  Federal 
veto,  but  which  have  no  relevancy  what- 
ever to  the  case  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland.  But  you  drag  in  the  snb- 
section,  and  by  doing  so  you  give  an 
opportouity  and  a  most  tempting  occasion 
for  saying,  *'  If  you  find  that  this  part  of 
the  American  Constitution  is  so  valuable, 
why  not  bring  in  all  the  rest  ?"  and  so  we 
have  had  numerous  Amendments,  and 
we  may  have  an  Amendment  to  have  the 
whole  body  of  the  American  Coustitution 
so  far  as  it  concerns  anything  that  can 
be  called  Constitutional  security  super- 
imposed upon  us.  That  would  be  non- 
sensical and  absurd.  I  saj  the  words 
which  you  hfcve  n<fw  agreed  to  may  give 
rise  to  serious  consequences.  For 
instance,  it  may  be  necessary  to  have  a 
compulsory  measure  of  Land  Purchase  in 
Ireland.  The  heart  of  Ulster  is  set 
upon  it.  laugk.l    The  hou.  Mem- 

ber for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Bnssell)  may  laugh ;  but  he  knows 
Tery  well  that  after  having  denounced 
eompnlsory  sale  in  this  House  he  went 
OTtt  ta  South  Tyrone  and  blessed  it 
when  he  required  to  be  elected.  I 
have  given  a  few  minutes*  further  study 
to  these  words,  and  I  am  satisfied  that 
they  would  prevent  the  Irish  Legis- 
latare  from  passing  a  law  for  the 
compulsory  sale  of  laud,  which  law  alone, 
especially  in  the  Province  of  Ulster, 
would  settle  the  Laud  Question.  Under 
the  Laud  Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  upon 
taking  a  piece  of  land  it  is  made  a  settled 

Eriaciple  that  thd  price  of  the  land  must 
B  increaeed  by  a  certain  peroentage, 


Ireland  Bill,  1218 

because  the  land  is  compnlsorily  taken ; 
and  by  the  introduction  of  these  simple 
words,  **  in  accordance  with  settled  prin- 
ciples," you  have  made  it  impossible  for 
the  Irish  Legislature  to  deal  with  the 
question  of  the  compulsory  sale  of  land 
as  the  interest  of  Ireland  would  un- 
questionably desire.  I  will  say  no  more. 
I  have  endeavoured  to  press  upon  the 
Government  the  gravity  of  the  course 
that  they  have  pursued. '  I  have  failed. 
I  should  not  have  thought  it  worth  while 
to  challenge  a  second  Division  on  the 
Amendmeut ;  but  as  the  hon.  Member  is 
disposed  to  divide  we  will  join  with  him. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  S.) 
said,  that  after  the  speech  of  the  hou. 
Member  for  North  Kerry  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether  he  did 
not  think  it  was  his  duty  to  the  conntry 
to  report  Progress  in  order  to  OMisider 
whether  the  &>Ternment  would  not  with- 
draw this  Bill  ? 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  810 ; 
Noes  165. — (Division  List,  No.  147.) 

*Majob  DAfiWIN  (Staffonlshin^ 
Lichfield)  moved  the  following  Amend- 
ment : — 

y»g6  2,  line  82,  after  "laws,"  insert  "or  shall 
escape  liability  for  acts  done  or  omitted  to  be 
done  by  meaoB  of  on  Act  of  Indemnity," 

In  moving  this  Amendment  he  had 
chiefly  in  view  those  illegal  acts  which 
might  be  committed  by  the  Executive  in 
times  of  great  civil  disturbance,  when 
riots  or  insurrection  were  taking  place. 
He  could  not  in  the  least  doubt  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government 
that  no  one  should  be  illegally  punished 
in  Ireland,  and  they  had  been  told  that 
the  checks  under  this  Act  would  be 
applied  automatically — that  was  to  say, 
if  anyone  took  any  part  in  an  illegal 
punishment  or  proceeding,  be  would  be 
liable  to  preseeution  and  pnnishment. 
In  a  previous  discussion  the  Solicitor 
General  stated,  as  a  Constitutional  prin- 
ciple, that  a  subordinate  Parliament 
could  not  pass  an  Act  of  Indemnity  ex- 
cusing any  illegal  act  which  that  Parlia- 
ment could  not,  by  previous  legislation, 
have  made  legal.  That  was,  he  believed^ 
an  undoubted  principle  of  Constitutional 
Law — that  no  Legislature,  other  than  the 
Sujneme  Legislature,  like  the  Imperial 
Psrlutment,  conld  make  that  legal  retro- 
spectively which  it    could  not  have 
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legalised  originally.  Id  discuBsiag  this 
matter  he  would  take  two  cases— that  of 
acts  which  could,  and  that  of  acts 
which  conld  not,  have  been  legalised 
originally.  As  to  acts  which  could  not 
be  legalised,  he  presumed  that  to  mean 
that  the  Irish  Legislature  could  not  in- 
demnify the  Executive  which  had  taken 
part  in  illegal  punishment  without  trial, 
because  there  would  be  no  power  to  legis- 
late for  punishment  without  trial.  He 
would  not  argue  the  legal  aspect,  but 
would  take  the  common-sense  view  of 
the  meaning  of  the  Bill — that  all  powers 
were  given  which  were  dot  excluded.  He 
thought,  therefwe,  the  Irish  Legislature 
would  have  seem  to  have  power  to  pass  an 
Act  of  Indemnity  to  cover  any  acts  of  its 
officers.  Legal  principles  were,  no  doubt, 
necessary  to  the  interpretation  of  an  Act; 
but  he  must  protest  against  legal  prin- 
ciples being  a  reason  for  excluding  words 
necessary  to  giviug  a  plain  meaning. 
That  was  a  bad  principle  to  go  upon. 
The  Act  would  be  so  worded  as  to  be 
capable  of  being  read  by  laymen  as  well 
as  by  lawyers.  Constitutional  principles 
might  change  by  fresh  decisiODS  over 
which  the  Imperial  Parliament  would 
have  no  control  ;  but  the  words  in  the 
Act  could  not  change,  and  he  thought 
these  words  had  better  be  inserted. 
Another  reason  might  also  be  brought 
forward.  Let  them  take  the  case  of  an 
insurrection,  with  illegal  punishments 
followed  by  an  Act  of  Indemnity.  In 
order  to  prosecute,  in  addition  to  the 
ordinary  procedure,  it  would  be  necessary 
to  prove  that  the  Act  of  Indemnity  was 
invalid,  because  the  act  committed  could 
not  have  been  legal.  Surely  that  would 
increase  the  dimculty  of  prosecution  P 
Would  it  not  be  better  to  make  the  Act 
of  Indemnity  invalid  without  question  ? 
They  had  also  to  consider  how  far  advis- 
able it  would  be  to  allow  the  Legislature 
to  excuse  by  Act  of  (udemuity  an  act 
which  they  could  have  legalised  origin- 
ally, still  dealing  with  troubles  likely  to 
arise  at  times  of  riot  or  insurrection. 
Here  the  main  check  was  the  sub-section 
with  reference  to  **due  process."  He 
was  not  going  to  re-open  the  discussion 
upon  that  question,  but  he  must  give  an 
example  in  order  to  make  his  meaning 
clrar.  Taking  the  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment, capital  punishment  for  sheep-steal- 
ing could  be  made  legal.  Hence,  if  any- 
one was  executed  for  sheep-stealing — he 
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admitted,  of  course,  that  this  was  an  ex- 
treme case — and  executed  after  trial, 
then  an  Act  of  Indemnity  would  cover 
tiiose  taking  part.  Arguing  fnm 
analogy,  a  great  number  of  irregnlaritin 
might  be  committed  which  would  be 
covered.  If  "due  process"  had  tbe 
meaning  put  upon  it  by  the  hoo.  tod 
learned  Member  for  Mid  Armagh  (Ur. 
Dunbar  Barton),  then  very  few  seta, 
indeed,  of  any  kind  would  not  be 
covered.  He  was  perfectly  well  swsre 
that  it  would  be  said  there  could  be  do 
harm  in  giving  the  Irish  L^shttore 
power  to  excuse  acts  which  they  conld 
have  rendered  legal.  He  did  not  think  | 
so,  however ;  for  if ,  in  a  bad  time,  tbe 
Legislature  felt  they  had  not  power 
enough,  they  could  legislate  to  meet  ooo- 
tingencies.  If  such  Acts  of  the  Li^is- 
lature  were  unjust,  they  could  be  vetoed. 
Well,  then,  it  might  be  said — "Yon  can  ' 
veto  an  Act  of  Indemnity.^*  But  tbe 
answer  to  that  was  that  it  would  be  too 
late.  If  the  Legislature  had  no  power  ' 
to  pass  an  Act  of  Indemnity,  they  would 
have  to  l^islate  in  advance,  and  an  op- 
portunity would  be  given  of  considering 
such  measures  as  might  be  introduced,  i 
He  did  not  deny  that  at  times  it  would  be  | 
almost  impoBstble  to  avoid  illegalitiei ; 
but  the  Amendment  was  necessary  to 
eosnre  that  in.  all  cases  there  should  be 
discussion  in  Parliament  before  tbe 
officials  were  freed  from  penalties.  The 
Government  had  promised  to  see  to  the 
protection  of  minorities,  and  this  disciw- 
sion  was  necessary  for  that  purpose. 
Tbe  safeguards  of  the  Government  for 
the  protection  of  the  Irish  minority 
would  be  absolutely  useless  unless  th^ 
excluded  tbe  power  of  passing  Acts  « 
Indemnity.  There  were  other  instancee 
which  might  be  cited  as  well  as  tbst 
which  he  had  given.  He  did  not  wish 
to  insult  Irish  Members  ;  but  if  ibis  BUI 
was  to  become  law,  he  should  like  to  see 
this  power  of  iudemoity  withheld  from 
the  Irish  Legislature.  For  these  reasosi 
he  begged  to  move  the  Amendmeal 
standing  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  32,  after  the  word  *'  laws,"  to 
insert  the  woniB  "or  shall  escape  lEaUIItr 
for  acts  done  or  omitted  to  be  done  hj  mesM 
ot  SQ  Act  of  iDtlemnitj." — {^Major  Darwi*.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  wort's 
be  there  inserted.** 
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*SiR  C.  RUSSELL  ;  I  will  reply  to 
the  hoD.  and  gallant  Member  in  a 
single  sentence.  Certain  matters  might 
be  made  the  subject  of  Bills  of  In- 
demnity  divided  in  the  way  in  which  he 
has  divided  them  in  his  speech.  One 
class  of  Bills  of  Indemuitj  might  relate 
to  matters  which  the  Irish  Legislative 
Body  would  have  no  authority  to  legalise 
d  priori.  Any  Bills  of  lodemDity  re- 
lating to  such  matters  and  passed  by  the 
Irish  Legislature  would  be  null  and  void. 
Bat  the  Governroent  intend  that  the 
Irish  L^islature  should  have  the  power 
by  Bills  of  Indemnity  to  legalise  acts 
ratne  in  casa  of  necessity  and  eme^ency 
when  it  would  be  within  the  competency 
of  that  Legislature  to  legalise  such  acts  a 
prion.  I,  therefore,  cannot  accept  the 
Amend  meut. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  said,  he  would  like 
to  know  whether  the  Attoruey  General's 
object  was  carried  out  in  the  Bill  ? 
How  were  they  to  determine,  according 
to  the  priuciple  just  laid  down,  what  was 
and  what  was  not  a  good  Act  of  In- 
demnity ?  He  did  not  see  how  the 
principle  was  to  apply.  If  they  took  the 
case  of  the  coin^;e  and  considered  what 
might  be  done,  the  Attorney  General 
would  see  that,  unless  the  words  of  the 
clause  were  altered,  the  distinction  which 
be  had  drawn  eonld  not  be  observed  in 
practice. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
said,  it  occurred  to  him  that  a  very 
serious  case  that  bad  never  arisen  under 
their  own  Constitution,  but  which  had 
arisen  in  America,  might  arise  under  the 
Irish  Legislature.  Tbe  Committee  had 
been  engaged  for  many  days  enacting 
snb-«ections  which  must  give  rise  to  great 
controversy  when  the  legality  or  illegality 
of  the  Bills  passed  by  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture came  to  be  considered.  Again,  con- 
troversy must  arise  in  every  case  of  new 
procedure  as  to  whether  it  was  in  "due 
process  of  law  "  or  not.  He  would  put 
this  case  :  Suppose  the  Irish  Legislature 
passed  and  Act  which,  prim&  facie,  was 
perfectly  proper  and  within  their  powers, 
and  an  official  proceeding  under  the 
direction  of  the  Executive  to  act  npon 
that  law — ^it  might  be  to  do  something 
that  would  be  an  infringement  of  the 
liberty  of  the  subject  or  of  the  rights  of 
IHt>perty — could  the  Irish  Legislature 
pass  a  Bill  indemnifying  the  official  of 
the  Executive  in  the  event  of  the  former 
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Act  being  subsequently  held  to  be  null 
and  void  ?  He  supposed  they  would  be 
morally  justified  in  trying  to  indemnify 
for  sometfaingd  one  under  an  Act  which 
they  had  themselves  passed ;  but  he 
wanted  to  know,  could  they  do  so  ?  This 
was  not  a  fanciful  case.  They  bad  the 
instance  of  Virginia,  where  an  Act  was 
passed  dealing  with  people's  property ; 
and,  although  it  was  vetoed,  the  Legisla- 
ture went  ou  indemnifying  their  officials 
and  dealing  with  the  property  as 
before.  If  the  Irish  Parliameot  could 
do  that — and  he  saw  nothing  in  the  Bill 
to  prevrait  them— not  one  of  the  excep- 
tions mentioned  in  the  Bill  was  worth  the 
paper  it  was  written  on  as  a  safeguard. 
•Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  the  Government 
were  content  with  the  Bill,  being 
satisfied  that  the  Irish  Legislature  could 
not  pass  such  Acts  of  ludemnity  as 
various  hon.  Members  had  supposed. 

Mr.  CARSON :  Why  ? 
*SiR  J.  BIGBT  said,*  the  reasons  had 
been  given  again  and  again  by  the 
Attorney  General  and  himself,  and  he 
had  no  others  to  offer. 

Sir  J.  GORST  (Cambridge  Uni- 
versity) said,  with  all  defereuce  to  the 
Solicitor  General,  he  would  put  it  to  him 
that,  as  a  question  had  been  asked  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James)  and  another  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
University  (Mr.  Carson),  the  Coramitteo 
ought  not  to  be  dealt  with  in  that  way. 
He  was  sure  the  Solicitor  General  would 
see  the  necessity  of  giving  a  fuller 
explanation  of  the  reasons  influencing 
the  Government  in  opposing  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  could 
understand  the  feelings  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  matter,  for  they  were  open 
to  certain  pains  and  penalties  if  they  ven- 
tured to  reply  to  the  arguments  of  the 
Opposition.  But  in  this  case  the  Govern- 
meut  were  not  asked  to  reply  to  the 
arguments  of  the  Opposition,  but  simply 
to  state  their  own  arguments.  They 
could  hardly  be  allowed  to  retire  under  a 
dignified  silence  when  asked  their  reasons 
for  advancing  certain  legal  propositions 
which  many  hon.  and  learned  Members 
— Members  who  were  leaders  in  their 
profession — thought  were  erroneous  and 
objectionable.  There  could  be  one 
explanation — that  the  Government  were 
afraid  of  their  allies,  or  that  they  had  no 

Digitized  by  GooqIc 


{16  JcNE  1893} 


1223         Government  of  {COMMOKS} 


Ireland  BUI.  1224 


reasons  to  give.  If  thej  had  reasons  he 
hoped  thej  would  replj  to  the  questioas 
addressed  to  them. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  he  had  giTen 
the  reasons  agaiu  aud  agaiu. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon. 
and  learned  Geutlemau  has  merely 
repeated  bis  opinioD,  gWing  no  reason  for 
it. 

*SiR  J.  RJGBY  said,  he  had  shown 
— and  the  Attorney  General  had  repeated 
this — that  it  was  laid  down  by  authori- 
ties that  a  Bill  of  Indemnity  could  only 
be  of  Talidity  when  the  Legislature  pass- 
ing it  might  have  legalised  the  act  done 
beforehand.  He  bad  given  a  particular 
case,  with  the  names  of  the  Judges,  aud 
what  he  had  said  bad  not  been  contra- 
dicted, but  was,  on  the  contrary,  supported 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour).  There  could  be  no  indemnity 
by  a  Body  for  an  act  which  they  might 
not  have  authorised.  He  hoped  that 
would  be  considered  a  plain  answer.  He 
had  given  it  now  for  the  sixth  or  seventh 
time. 

*Mb.  MATTHEWS  (Birmingham,  E.) 
said,  he  would  point  out  to  the  Solicitor 
General  that  he  had  not  dealt  with  the 
concrete  difficulty  that  might  arise.  The 
Irish  Parliament  might  pass  some  Act 
which  would  be  held  afterwards  to  be 
in  excess  of  their  powers  and  in  violation 
of  Clauses  3  and  4.  Under  that  Statute, 
before  its  being  declared  void,  some 
official  of  the  Irish  Parliament  might  in- 
vade the  right  of  liberty  or  property — an 
act  tor  which  he  could  be  proaecnted,  if 
the  Act  under  which  he  did  this  was 
declared  null  and  void.  What  they 
wished  to  understand  was — would  it  be 
in  the  power  of  the  Irish  Legislature 
to  make  certain  acts  lawful  which 
would  otherwise  be  held  to  be  un- 
lawful ?  And  would  they  be  able 
to  indemnify  against  the  commission  of 
those  acts  ?  They  would  be  told  that 
they  had  ample  authority  in  these 
matters  in  the  Imperial  Parliament  ;  but 
upon  the  sabjects  given  over  to  them,  the 
Irish  Parliament  would  be  as  authorita- 
tive, as  all-embracing,  and  as  cafwhle  of 
dealing  with  them  as  they  at  Westminster. 
There  was  the  question  of  the  troops  in 
times  of  riot.  Would  there  be  power  of 
indemnity  io  such  cases  ?  The  Irish 
Parliament  would  have  under  its  juris- 
diction the  whole  Common  and  Criminal 
Law.   They  would  control,  he  assumed, 

Jfr.  A,  J.  Balfour 


the  law  of  ftdse  imprisonment  and  toes- 
pass.  Was  it  intended  that  the  Imli 
Legislature  should  deal  with  such  matters 
by  Bill  of  Indemnity  ?  Were  they  to  be 
considered  as  matters  that  might  have 
been  authorised  beforehand,  and  so  ca- 
pable of  being  justified  by  indemnity  ? 
What  they  asked  the  Solicitor  General 
to  do  was  to  point  out  words  in  the  Bill 
to  prevent  that.  They  had  powers  to 
make  laws  except  so  far  as  they  in  terms 
restricted  them.  Where  were  the  terms 
restricting  them  from  doing  what  he  had 
suggested  ? 

*SiR  C.  RUSSELL  :  There  are  in  thu 
Bill  certaiu  definite  subjects  with  regard 
to  which  the  Irish  Legislative  Body 
have  no  concern  whatever.  There  are 
certain  other  subjects  which  they  have 
only  power  to  deal  with  subject  to 
certain  restrictions  and  qualifications. 
These  two  heads  exclude  from  their 
legislative  authority  divers  matters,  and 
as  to  which  they  could  not  legalise 
a  priori,  or  subsequently  what  is  done 
or  what  is  intended  to  be  done.  But, 
as  regards  other  matters,  we  do  not 
intend  that  the  Irish  Legislature  shall 
not  have  power,  if  they  think  proper,  to 
deal  with  them. 

Sib  H.  JAMES  said,  supposing  there 
was  any  attempt  to  arrest  a  person  who 
had  committed  treason,  what  would  be 
the  indemnity  ?  It  would  have  nothing 
to  do  with  treason — it  would  have  to  do 
with  an  act  of  trespass  ;  and  because  it 
was  attacking  a  traitor,  or  attempting  to 
deal  with  a  supposed  traitor,  their  Act  of 
Indemnity  would  not  touch  treaaon.  It 
would  be  more  <n-  less  an  act  of  trespass 
on  the  land  or  person  of  a  toaitor, 
and  the  Bill  of  Indemnity  would  go 
agaiust  the  trespass.  It  would  be  no 
answer  to  say — "  Oh,  it  is  a  bad  Bill ; 
the  Irish  Legislature  could  not  deal  with 
it,  because  treason  is  one  of  the  subjects 
Clause  3  has  excepted."  But  this  would 
happen  to  be  an  act  of  trespass  on  the 
person  of  a  traitor,  so  that,  if  a  lawless 
act  had  been  done,  the  Irish  Legialatiue 
would  be  enabled  to  justify  and  protect 
the  person  who  had  done  that  lawless  act. 
The  answer  of  the  Attorney  GenerU  that 
it  would  be  invalid,  because  the  Act  had 
some  connection  with  excepted  subjects, 
would  never  be  held  to  prevail ;  and 
unless  this  Amendment  were  accepted, 
they  would  give  unlimited  power  lo  the 
Irish  Legislatiue  to  pass  Acts  of  In- 
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demnitj.  Thej  were  endearouriDg  to 
preveut  the  Irish  Legislature  using 
powers  beyond  what  were  laid  dowu  iu 
this  Bill ;  and  if  their  ageuts  or  anybody 
could  act  beyond  these  powers,  and  the 
Irish  Legislature  could  step  in  and  make 
that  valid  which  was  invalid,  to  the 
extent  of  protecting  such  agents  for  suuh 
action,  it  was  useless  putting  safe- 
guards in  the  Bill,  because  they  escaped 
from  the  prohibitions  lud  down  by  the 
means  he  bad  indicated.  If  the  view  of 
the  Attorney  Greneral  was  to  prevail,  let 
something  be  put  in  the  Bill  to  say  that 
which  he  bad  himself  expressed  it  to 
mean.  He  respectfully  asked  the  Govern- 
ment not  to  shrink  from  saying  iu  the 
Bill  what  their  Representatives  had  said 
on  the  floor  of  the  House. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  inquired  whether 
indemnity  could  be  given  by  the  Irish 
Legislature  to  agents  of  the  Irish 
Government  who  had  committed  tres- 
pass in  attempting  to  enforce  one  of 
these  Statutes  of  the  Irish  Legislature 
which  had  been  passed  in  violation  of 
the  restrictions  imposed  by  the  Bill  ? 
In  that  case  the  whole  of  these  so-called 
safeguards  might  be  evaded. 

•Sir  J.  RIGB  Y  :  In  answer  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bury,  and  to  the  question  just  put  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  already 
said  that  acts  that  cannot  be  authorised 
cannot  be  indemnified.  It  may  be 
possible  that  there  will  be  a  distinction 
between  criminal  proceedings  and  civil 
ones.  But  take  the  case  of  trespass.  A 
man  who  is  an  officer  of  the  Execntive 
Government  is  ordered  to  go  aud  do 
something  illegal — I  do  not  care  what  it 
is,  bat  something  they  have,  neverthe- 
less, effected  by  Statute  and  authorised — 
that  Statute  dealing  with  an  excepted 
subject  is  void ;  therefore,  it  is  only  a 

Sretence  of  authorisation.  Nevertheless, 
e  does  it,  and  afterwards  they  pass  a 
Bill  for  indemnity.  This  is  a  question, 
agun,  of  legislation.  They  have  pro- 
fessed to  aatborise  him  to  do  something 
which  they  have  no  power  to  authorise 
him  to  do.  He  commits  trespass  upon 
any  individual ;  and  after  the  Act  of 
Indemnity  is  given  in  the  widest  con- 
ceivable words,  the  man  on  whom  he  com- 
mitted trespass,  whether  personally,  or  as 
regards  property,  brings  his  action.  What 
is  the  result  ?  'JThe  other  person  pleads 
under  the  Act  of  Indemnity.  The 


answer  would  be,  "  You  are  attempting 
to  make  legal  ex  pott  facto  or  take  away 
a  man^s  right  of  action  ex  post  facto^  and 
that  it  has  been  held  yon  have  no  right  to 
take  it  away  by  a  prior  Act."  That  action 
must  inevitably  result  in  favour  of  the 
plaintiff".  Civil  liability  of  an  officer  of 
the  Executive  could  not  be  taken  away 
by  any  Act  of  Indemnity,  even  though 
the  wrong  may  have  been  committed 
in  pursuance  of  a  direct  order  of  the  Irish 
Executive. 

Mr.  GOSCHKN  asked,  would  it  be  in 
the  power  of  the  Irish  Legislature  in 
such  cases  of  trespass  to  vote  the  money 
for  which  the  agent  would  be  civilly 
liable  ? 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  replied,  that  that  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  question  they 
were  now  upon.  The  answer  was  that 
no  Lord  Lientenant  or  Representative  of 
Her  Majesty  would  allow  such  a  Bill  as 
had  been  referred  to  to  become  law. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  220 ; 
Noes  258. — (Division  List,  No.  M8.) 

•Mr.  HORACE  PLUNKETT  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  moved  the  following  Amend- 
ment : — 

Page  2.  line  S3,  after  "taken,"  Insert 
"  any  person  not  otherwise  provided  for  by 
this  Act  be  depriTed  of  any  public  office  or 
HituatioQ  such  uersoa  may  have  occapiod  on  the 
sppointed  dsy. ' 

He  bad  added  to  the  Amendment  as 
it  stood  on  the  Paper  by  in- 
sertiog  the  following  words — "not 
otherwise  provided  for  by  this  Act." 
He  had  made  that  additiou  iu  order  to 
narrow  the  scope  of  the  Amendment,  and 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  not  now 
say  that  its  scope  was  unduly  wide.  AH 
that  the  Amendment  sought  to  do  was  to 
restrict  the  legislation  of  an  Irish  Par- 
liament for  a  limited  period  in  respect  of 
a  limited  number  of  officials.  The 
Judges,  Constabulary,  and  Civil  servants 
aud  some  who  were  not  Civil  servants, 
but  who  were  paid  by  the  Lord  Lien- 
tenant,  were  provided  for  in  Sections 
26  te  30,  inclusive,  and  also  in 
a  supplemental  paper  dealing  with  the 
5th  schedule.  The  Government  had 
accepted  a  certain  responsibility  with 
regard  to  the  persons  he  had  named. 
The  officers  with  whom  this  Amendment 
chiefly  dealt  were  the  county  officers  in 
Ireland,  such  a»  the  Secretary  and  Trea- 
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surer  to  the  Grand  Jury,  County  Snr- 
veyors,  and  80  forth.  No  doubt  one  of 
tiie  firBt  Acts  of  the  Irish  Legislature 
would  he,  and  probahly  ought  to  be,  a 
Local  GoTemment  Act,  which  would 
abolish  the  present  Grand  Jury  system. 
If  the  late  GoTeniinent  came  in  again 
he  believed  it  was  their  intention  to  do 
the  same ;  and  all  they  wished  was  that 
the  same  geDcrosity  or  fairness  that 
would  be  extended  to  these  servants  by 
an  English  Adminiatratiou  should  be  ex- 
tended to  them  by  an  Irish  Parliament. 
He  maintained  that,  although  these 
men  had  no  legal  contract  or  any 
agreement  for  permanent  employment, 
they  had  a  strong  moral  claim,  not  only 
upon  Ireland,  but  also  upon  this  country, 
and  that  the  same  responsibility  which 
this  country  had  to  the  permanent  Civil 
servants — in  a  less  degree  it  might  be — • 
extended  to  other  classes  of  servants 
whose  position,  although  not  legally,  was 
practically  a  permanent  positioD.  This 
position  would  have  been,  so  to  speak, 
legislated  away.  Then  there  arose 
the  very  difficult  and  unpleasant  question 
as  to  whether  these  servants  would  be 
dealt  with  fairly  by  an  Irish  Parliament. 
He  did  not  care  to  go  down  to  the 
bottom  of  his  dust-bin  to  find  proof  that 
those  who  would  probably  take  the  lead 
in  the  Irish  Parliament  wonld  not  deal 
fairly  with  these  officials  who  had  belonged 
to  what  they  called  the  loyal  minority  in 
Ireland.  There  was  no  doubt  that  the 
first  Irish  Ministry  would  have  a  large 
number  of  claims,  and  they  ought  to  be 
▼ery  glad  if  Parliament  would  enable 
them  to  resist  these  claims,  and  so 
make  their  position  a  greal  deal  easier 
than  it  would  otherwise  be.  There  was 
iilso  the  probability  that  the  "spoils 
system "  would  be  imported  wholesale 
from  America,  aud  the  Irish  machine 
very  largely  run  by  machinemen  from 
New  York  and  elsewhere.  As  a 
precedent  for  the  course  he  sug- 
gested, he  instanced  '  the  Irish 
Church  Act,  and  said  that  al- 
though they  did  not  expect  the 
Government  now  to  go  so  far  as 
they  did,  when  the  Irish  Church  was 
disestablished,  in  respect  of  compensa- 
tion, at  the  same  time  they  did  expect 
them  to  acknowledge  they  had  some 
responfiibility  to  those  who  had  not  been 
provided  for  in  the  Bill,  but  who,  on 
moral  grounds,  had  just  as  goc^  claims 
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as  those  who  had.  He  had  not  dragged 
in  by  the  heels  this  Amendment  from 
the  American  Constitution  ~-  it  wss 
simply  based  upon  common  sense  and 
common  fumesB. 

Amendment  proposed, 

Id  pi^e  2,  line  33,  after  the  word  "  Uken,"  to 
insert  the  words  "  or  an;  person  not  otherwise 
provided  for  in  this  Act  be  deprived  of  any 
public  o£Sc8  or  situation  which  such  person 
may  have  occupied  on  the  appointed  day." — 
(Jtfr.  Horace  Plwniett.)  " 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  not  sure, 
though  J  listened  carefully  to  what  the 
hon.  Member  said  in  this  Amendment, 
that  I  understand  what  he  is  aiming  at, 
because  this  is  a  restriction  upon  l^isla- 
tion.  The  future  Irish  L^islature  is 
not  to  make  any  law  whereby  a  certain 
class  of  persons — whom  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  not  described  accurately  in  detail, 
and  I  confess  I  do  not  know  whom  he 
means — may  be  deprived  of  any  public 
office  which  they  occupy  upon  the  ap- 
pointed day.  Welt,  but  these  officials 
are  either  liable  to  dismissal  at  pleasure 
or  they  are  not. 

•Mb.  H.  PLUNKETT  :  I  was  not 
providing  in  this  Amendment  against 
administrative  harshness,  but  simply 
proposing  ^at  if  the  Irish  Legislature 
wish  to  abolish  the  offices  in  certain 
restricted  cases  they  should  not  do  so 
without  just  compensation. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  hon.  Friend 
says  the  object  of  the  Amendment  is  not 
to  provide  a  safeguard  against  legisla- 
tive harshness,  but  what  he  deprecates 
is  the  abolition  of  office  in  these  cases. 

Ms.  H.  PLUNKETT :  Without  com- 
pensation. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Very  well ;  but 
it  can  be  done  in  these  cases  by  adminis- 
trative act  now.  My  hon.  Friend  admits 
we  have,  in  a  Schedule,  and  in  Clauses  27 
and  28,  dealt  liberally  with  some  classes 
of  existing  Civil  servants,  though  less 
liberally  with  others.  He  is  now  dealing 
with  the  cases  of  those  who  have  no 
vested  interest,  whom  the  Administra- 
tion of  to-day  or  a  future  Irish  Adminis- 
tration can  by  an  administrative  act 
dismiss.  Then  why  on  earth  should  they 
think  it  necessary  to  legislate  ?  I  do 
not  think  my  hon.  Friend  has  clearly 
realised  or  worked  out  in  his  own  mind 
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what  the  words  of  the  Amendment  come 
to. 

Ma.  PLtTNKET  (Dublin  University): 
I  must  saj  that  this  is  a  very  small  cod- 
oession,  and  cue  to  which  the  Govern- 
ment may  well  be  expected  to  give 
favourable  coosideratioa.  What  is  it  my 
hoD.  Friend  aaki  for  ?  He  is  not  asking 
for  any  interference  with  any  adminiatra- 
ti\ie  action  which  the  Irish  Government 
might  thick  it  necessary  to  take.  His 
Amendment  is  a  very  small  and  technical 
one ;  but  it  will  provide  for  a  class  of 
eases  which  might  very  easily  occur. 
What  does  the  Amendment  ask?  It 
asks  that  if  the  Irish  Government  of  the 
future  should  thiuk  fit  to  propose  and 
carry  aoy  legislation  such  as  the  abolition 
of  the  Grand  Jury  system,  involving  the 
dismissal  of  persous  who,  in  the  great 
majority  of  cases,  would  have  just  as 
safe  a  tenure  of  office  as  others  whom  the 
Government  tbemselves  are  willing  to 
provide  for,  without  some  compensation 
beiug  given  them.  If  the  Irish  L^isla- 
ture  abolishes  the  Grand  Jury,  with 
them  must,  of  course,  go  the  servants  of 
the  Grand  Juir.  It  would  be  in  the 
power  of  the  Irisb  Legislature,  passing 
such  an  Act  as  that  for  the  abolition  of  the 
Grand  J ury  to  make  very  inadequate  or  no 
provision  at  all  for  the  position  in  which 
these  dismissed  persoud  would  find  them- 
selves. I  am  sure  that  no  Bill  would 
ever  be  passed  by  this  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment of  such  a  kind  which  would  not 
give — I  do  not  mean  excessive  compensa- 
tioD — ^bat  what  is  described  in  Uie  clause 
as  adequate  and  just  compensation.  What 
the  Amendment  is  intended  to  provide  is 
this  :  that  if  the  Irish  Legislature  should 
proceed  to  carry  such  a  Bill  as  I  speak 
of,  provision  would  have  to-be  made  that 
these  persons  so  dismissed  should  not  be 
dealt  with  in  a  spirit  and  way  different 
from  that  which  they  would  have  been 
dealt  with  if  such  a  measure  were  passed 
by  the  Imperial  Pnrliament.  That  is  the 
whole  of  the  Amendment.  It  is  to  pro- 
vide for  cases  which  may  never  occur, 
but  which,  nevertheless,  ought  to  bepro- 
yided  for  here.  There  is  a  moral  claim 
jost  as  good  for  the  protection  of  these 
poople  as  there  is  in  reference  to  others 
whose  ease  is  provided  for.  They  have 
brought  themselves  into  relations  more  or 
less  uneasy  with  the  sentiment  which 
which  would  be  the  dominant  sentiment 
of  the  Irish  Legislature  of  the  future 
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which  would  not  be  very  trieadly  or 
harmonione  with  the  interests  of  three 
people.  The  concession  that  is  asked 
for  is  a  very  small  one,  and  I  think  my- 
self it  might  very  well  be  granted  by  the 
Government. 

Ms.  SEXTOK  could  not  admit  the 
Amendment  was  either  small  or  techni- 
cal. It  was  large,  and  very  practical, 
and  it  was  also,  he  would  venture  to.  say, 
extremely  bold.  If  it  was  adopted  the 
Irish  Legislature  would  not  have  power 
to  pass  any  law  by  which  any  person 
might  be  deprived  of  any  public  office 
or  situation  which  he  had  oecupied  on 
the  appointed  day  without  just  compensa- 
tioQ.  The  difficulty  was,  what  was  the 
public  office  to  be  ?  The  proposer  of  the 
Resolution  cyidently  had  no  doubt  that 
the  description  of  public  office  should  be 
very,  very  expausive,  and  should  include 
every  person  in  Ireland  in  the  employ- 
ment of  any  Body  in  Ireland  which 
might  be  called  a  Public  Body. 

Mr.  H.  PLUNKETT  said,  he  meant 
any  County  or  Urban  Authority. 

Mb.  SEXTOK  thought  that  all  ser- 
vants of  the  State  were  provided  for  ;  but 
the  hen.  Gentleman  proposed,  by  this 
small  and  technical  Amendment,  as  the 
.right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dublin  University  had  described  it,  to 
deal  with  a  class  of  persons  not  in  the 
employment  of  the  State  at  all,  but  in 
various  other  employments.  Now  he 
said  he  meant  County  and  Urban 
Authorities.  Did  he  include  Boards  of 
Guardiuis  ? 
*Mb.  H.  PLUNKETT  said,  the  officers 
of  the  Boards  of  Guardians  mostly  be- 
longed to  the  majority,  and  would  be 
quite  safe. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  a  young  Member,  and  did  not 
hear  the  very  different  story  that  was 
told  when  it  was  proposed  to  amend  the 
constitution  of  Boards  of  Guardians  in 
Ireland  some  time  ago.  The  words  of 
the  Amendment  would  include  any 
person  who  held  office  under  any  Cor- 
poration, Board  oi  Guardtans,  Harbour 
Authority,  or  similar  Body  which 
exercised  any  function  for  the  public 
good.  These  people  held  office  duriug 
pleasure.  They  had  no  right  to  com- 
pensation at  present,  and  they  might  be 
dismissed  by  their  employers  without 
compensation.  It  was  misleading  to 
speak  of  just  compeu8arion,,because  that 
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implied  that  there  was,  at  the  present 
time,  right  to  compenaation  which  there 
was  not.  Then,  what  would  be  the  effect 
if  this  Ameudmeut  were  carried  ?  One 
of  the  first  things  the  Irish  Legislature 
would  have  to  do  would  be  to  supplant 
the  Graud  Juries  by  County  Councils  ; 
and  it  was  obvious  that  if  the  Irish 
Legislature,  in  the  Act  establishing 
County  Councils,  did  not  provide  that 
compensatiun  should  be  given  to  every- 
one in  the  employment  of  the  Grand 
Juries  the  Privy  Council  would  void  the 
Irish  Act.  The  result  would  be  that 
this  small  and  technical  Amendment  not 
only  cut  at,  but  cut  away,  the  root  of  all 
Local  Government  legislation  by  the 
Irish  Legislature.  That,  he  thought, 
would  be  enough  to  secunf  its  rejection 
by  the  Committee. 

•Mr.  W.  KENNY  (Dublin,  St. 
Stephen's  Green)  said,  the  objection  raised 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr,  Sexton)  to 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  DubDn  was  rather  a  technical 
one,  so  far  as  he  could  see.  The 
hon.  Member,  he  was  sure,  would  be  in- 
clined to  admit  that  certain  officers  de- 
served consideration ;  but  he  rather 
objected  to  the  generality  of  the  Amend- 
ment. If  that  were  the  only  objection" 
to  the  providing  of  some  jnst  compensa- 
tion to  certain  of  these  officers,  it  might 
easily  be  met  by  a  Schedule  being  made 
out  of  those  to  whom  the  Amendment 
was  intended  to  supply.  But  were  not 
these  officers  very  much  in  the  same 
position  as  membOTs  of  the  Civil  Service 
who  were  provided  for  in  the  amended 
Schedules  that  had  been  introduced  by 
the  Government?  Take  the  case,  for 
instance,  of  a  County  Surveyor  in  the 
employment  of  the  Grand  Jury  of  a 
county.  That  gentleman  might  have 
entered  into  the  employment  of  the 
Grand  Jury  when  he  was  only  25  or  30, 
just  starting  upon  his  profession,  and  be 
might  have,  given  up  his  whole  life  to 
the  8ea*vice  in  which  he  was  engaged, 
and  then,  at  his  present  age  of  45  or  50 
years  of  age,  he  would  be  thrown  upon 
the  world  without  pension  or  compensa- 
tion. He  would  say  that  such  an  official 
had  quite  as  strong  a  claim  upon  the 
consideration  of  the  Goverument  as  any 
Civil  servant  that  had  passed  an  ex- 
amination and  spent  16  or  20  years  in 
the  service  of  the  State.  Several  other 
cases  might  be  given,  and  he  would 

Mr.  Sexton 


appeal  to  the  Chief  Secretary  to  say,  at 
least,  that  he  would  give  some  considera- 
tion to  this  Amendment. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend  is  not,  indeed,  a 
large  Amendment  in  tibe  sense  that  it 
would  produce  a  very  great  drain  upon 
the  funds  of  the  Irish  Legislature  which 
this  Bill  proposes  to  establish  ;  but  it  is, 
undoubtedly,  a  most  important  Amend- 
ment, so  far  as  the  feeling  with  which 
the  Bill  will  be  received  in  Ireland  is  con- 
cerned. The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kerry  has  endeavoured  to  show  that 
under  the  Bill  as  it  stands  an  Irish 
County  Government  Act  would  be  ren- 
dered void  by  the  Privy  Council  of  tbis 
country  if  it  did  not  provide  adequate 
compensation  for  one  particular  official, 
Mr.  Jones  or  Mr.  Smith,  [Mr.  Sextox: 
No.]  Well,  it  came  to  that.  The 
argument  of  the  hon.  Member  was  that 
the  Irish  Parliament  might  pass  a  Local 
Government  Act  ;  they  might  fait  to 
give  compensation  to  one  of  the  officials, 
and  that  small  failure  on  their  part  would 
void  the  Act.  I  do  not  believe  that  this 
Bill  is  so  drawn  ;  if  it  is,  it  is  very 
badly  drawn  ;  and  I  think  if  I  am  right 
in  my  interpretation  of  Clanse  33  any 
such  absurd  consequences  would  cer- 
tainly be  avoided.  But  so  much  for 
the  positive  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Kerry  against  the 
Amendment.  The  negative  argument 
and  the  general  tone  of  his  speech  which 
I  complain  of  is  that,  in  dealing  with 
the  rcu  equities  of  the  matter,  he  never 
seems  to  realise  that  this  Bill  in  substance 
is  a  Bill  which  establishes  a  legal  re- 
volution. It  may  be  a  necessary  re- 
volution ;  it  may  be  a  beneficial  re- 
volution ;  but  a  revolution  it  undoubtedly 
is  ;  and  it  is  our  business — and  J  am 
sure  the  Government  are  at  one  with 
us — to  see,  if  this  revolution  is  allowed 
to  take  place,  that  it  shall  not 
C9,^rj  in  its  train  all  those 
serious  consequences  to  individuals 
which  unfortunately  evmi  the  beet 
revolutions  usually  bring  with  them. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  talks  of  these 
officials  as  being,  as  a  rule,  persons  who 
hold  office  during  good  behaviour,  who 
have,  therefore,  no  fixed  tenure  of  office, 
and  eu titled  to  nothing  that  can  be 
properly  described  as  just  compensation. 
Let  me  point  out  that  is  not  the  way  in 
which  Uiis  House,  at^^U  events,  has 
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usually  treated  officials,  who,  if  they  have  I 
so  legal  or  permanent  tenure  of  office, 
still  bave  a  tenure  of  office  wbich,  under 
ordinary  circumstances,  would  last 
tbrougb  tbetr  lives,  which  prevents  them 
haWug  any  other  means  of  liTelihood, 
and  which  may  be  expected  to  last  so 
loDg  as  their  physical  strength  holds  out. 
Let  me  point  out,  in  the  second  place, 
that  if  these  men  at  present  hold  office 
during  good  behaviour,  they  do  not  hold 
it  at  the  will  of  the  Government  as  a  rule, 
and  will  not,  as  a  rule,  hold  it  at  the  will 
of  the  future  Irish  Govemmeut.  They 
are  officials,  not  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment and  future  Irish  Government,  but 
of  those  great  Local  Bodies,  Grand 
J  uries,  and  other  Bodies  ;  and  therefore, 
though  undoubtedly  it  will  lay  in  the 
power  of  the  Irish  Government  to  dis- 
miss th«n,  or  to  have  them  dismissed,  to 
shorten  their  career,  and  to  cast  them 
and  their  families  out  as  beggars  upon 
the  world,  they  will  not  do  it  by  dis- 
missing them,  but  by  destroying  their 
onployers.  They  will  put  an  end  to  the 
Grand  Jury  that  employed  them  ;  and  as 
a  consequence,  unless  some  provision  is 
put  into  the  Act,  these  officials  of  the 
Grand  Jury  will  be  dismissed,  or  may  be 
dismissed,  from  office  at  an  age  when  a 
man  cannot  take  up  a  new  livelihood. 
Surely,  the  Government  would  only  be 
carrying  out  their  own  policy  by 
inserting  provisions  to  remove  the  just 
alarms  of  these  people.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Kerry  has  told  us 
that  the  first  act  <rf  the  Irish  Gove'm- 
meut  will  be  to  bring  in  a  County 
Council  Bill.  Very  likely  it  would,  and 
1  think  very  properly.  If  we  may 
gather  from  his  speech,  and  the  views  be 
takes  of  just  compensation  to  the  people 
who  hold  their  offices  during  pleasure, 
he  does  not  think  that  just  compensation 
will  amount  to  much.  He  will  not  even 
admit  that  just  compensation  can  be  used 
on  their  behalf  at  all ;  and  if,  in  that 
respect,  he  represents  the  prevailing 
spirit  of  the  Assembly  of  which  he  will 
nndoubtely  be  a  great  ornament,  I  say 
the  new  Irish  Parliament  will  be 
animated  by  different  principles  from 
those  which  animate  this. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  misapprehends  my  view. 
I  never  said  they  might  not  be  compen- 
sated. I  rather  think  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture and  the  Bodies  under  it  would  act  in 
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a  different  spirit ;  but  that  is  a  diffbrent 
thing  to  saying  that,  although  these 
persons  have  no  legal  right  to 
compensation  and  such  a  course  would 
involve  burdens  upon  the  public  purse, 
this  may  be  made  the  occasion  of  giving 
them  that  right  which  they  do  not  now 
possess. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  must  recollect  two  things. 
Tbe  first  is  that  the  Party  to  which  he 
belongs  has  certainly  always  been 
animated  by  active  hostility,  political  and 
social,  to  Grand  Juries,  which  they  want 
to  disestablish,  and  through  tbe  Grand 
Juries  the  officials.  [Colonel  Nolam  : 
Not  the  officials.]  Tbe  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  may  be  an  exception  ;  but 
that  is  the  way  I  read  contemporary 
Irish  history.  We  must  recollect,  in  the 
second  place,  that  this  House  when  it 
dealt  with  servants  of  an  English  Body 
which  corresponds  to  the  Irish  Grand 
Jury — that  is,  the  Quarter  Sessions — 
did  insure  that  compensation  which  I 
am  sure  is  only  just  in  such  cases.  When, 
therefore,  we  are  going  to  initiate  an 
Irish  revolution,  and  going  to  hand  over 
to  an  entirely  new  Body  the  lives  and 
future  of  these  people  who  entered  into 
their  present  career  under  a  very  different 
system — be  it  better  or  worse  than  that 
we  are  going  to  establish — before  we 
for  ever  cut  our  connection  with  them  and 
hand  them  over  to  tbe  mercies  of  those 
who  have  not  shown  themselves  very 
tender  of  them  in  the  past,  surely  it  is 
our  duty,  and  in  die  interest  of  the  Go* 
vermnent  themselves,  to  introduce  words 
in  the  Bill  which  may  relieve  their 
apprehensions,  and  relieve  us  and  our 
consciences,  at  all  events,  of  any  doubt 
as  to  whether  we  have  behaved  justly  in 
this  matter. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  perfect!;  justified  in  saying 
that  in  sentiment  and  feeling  on  this 
subject  there  is  no  difference  between 
faim  and  ourselves.  But  I  submit  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  this  Amend- 
ment is  absnrdly  wide.  Granted  that 
there  may  be  a  class  of  public  servants 
— not  servants  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment, but  of  Local  Bodies  such  as  the 
Grand  Juries  ;  granted  there  be  sucli,  the 
language  of  your  Amendment  1^  far  too 
wide,  because  it  trannforms  every  holder 
of  what  may  be  called  any  public  office 
or  situation — it  transforms^hat  post  from 
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the  moment  this  Bill  becomes  law  into 
a  freehold.  [Mr.  Cabsok  :  Without 
compeusatioD.J  It  gives  the  bolder  a 
right  which  he  would  have  if  the  oflBce 
were  a  freehold.  But  surely  the  Com- 
mittee must  see  this  is  a  question  of  detail. 
You  cannot  seriously  profess  to  intend 
in  the  case  of  every  servant,  every 
public  officer  in  a  situation  how- 
ever humble,  to  exempt  him  from 
any  form  of  legislation  or  any 
power  of  administrative  reform  ? 
There  has  been — ^for  the  honour  of  this 
Parliament  and  the  country  I  am  glad  to 
say  it — a  very  jealous  regard  for  this — 
tliat  when  there  has  been  any  reform  in, 
the  system  of  govemmeut,  it  should 
not  be  carried  out  at  the  expense  of 
those  who  bare  administered  the  previous 
system.  I  believe  we  have  done  all  we 
possibly  can  do  to  satisfy  the  claims  of 
these  officials  upon  the  Central  Govern- 
ment. At  all  events^  the  Amendment 
does  not  propose  the  proper  way  of 
dealing  with  any  question  that  may 
remain  for  settlement.  The  proper 
place  for  dealing  with  it  would  be  on 
Clause  2B ;  and  under  the  circamstances 
we  oppose  the  Amendment. 

Me.  W.  REDMOND  (Clare,  E.)  said 
this,  like  the  majority  of  the  Amendments, 
was  founded  on  the  supposition  that  the 
Irish  Legislature  would  do  everything 
that  was  wrong.  He  did  not  think  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Dublin  intended 
by  this  Amendment  to  make  any  sugges- 
tion that  would  be  insulting  to  Ireland; 
hut  be  was  bound  to  say  that  it  was  a 
tax  upon  the  self-restraint  of  Irish 
Members  to  sit  there  night  after  night 
and  listen  to  suggestions  that  they 
were  not  capable  of  l^ing  entrusted  with 
the  smallest  details  of  gOTsmment  in 
Ireland.  He  did  not  believe,  notwith- 
standing the  words  that  had  fallen  from 
the  X^eader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour) — to  the  effect  that  they  would 
drive  these  people  out  as  beggars  upon  the 
world — he  did  not  believe  that  the 
Mover  of  the  Amendment  imagined  any 
Irish  Parliament  would  be  guilty  of  any 
acts  of  injustice  such  as  they  had  heard 
suggested.  They  bad  no  desire  to  do  it; 
and,  be  asked,  was  it  likely  they  would 
do  this,  especially  when  they  considered 
t^t  the  eyes  of  all  the  wwld  would  be 
upon  their  actions  and  their  words — every 
word  spoken  in  the  Irish  Parliament 
would  be  reported,  and  carefully  reported, 

Mr.  J.  Morleg 


in   every    newspaper   in   the  world — 
certainly  in  this  country.    Was  it  likelj, 
he  asked  them  again,  that,  in  these  cir- 
cumbtances,  they  would  be  guilty  of  these 
things?  He  denied  the  right  of  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  to  assume  that  every  thiif 
they  woiUd  do  would  be  based  upon  in- 
justice and  wrong.    It  was  perfectly  true 
they  held  strong  views  upon  this  matter, 
and  they  differed  from  the  Leader  of  tb« 
Oppot^ition  ;  but  that '  did  not  carry  with 
it  the  assumption  that  the  setting  up  of  ao 
Irish  Legislature  must  necessuily  carry 
with  it  the  doing  of  acts  of  injustioe. 
He  said  for  hunself — and  he  was  sure  he 
spoke  for  many  others — that  if  when  u 
Irish  Legislature  were  set  up  an  attempt 
were  made  to  do  these  acta,  he  shoold 
protest  most  strongly  against  it,  and 
do  all  he  could  to  prevent  it..   It  wu 
monstrous   to   suppose,   however,  that 
they  would  bring  their  Parliament  into 
discredit,  and  prove  the  failure  of  the 
Home   Rule    system,   by  perpetrating 
things  of  this  kind.    The  object  of  tlu 
Amendment  was  simply  part  of  the 
general  object  of  the  Party  in  Oppositioii 
— that  was  to  make  the  Bill  as  objection* 
able  as  they  could  make  it.  Some 
people  talked  of  proposing  Amendments 
in  a  way  that  would  lead  one  to  believe 
that  the  first  thing  the  Irish  people 
would  do  when  they  got  their  Parliament 
would  be  to  erect  a  guillotine  In  O'Connell 
Street,  Dublin,  and  set  about  punishing 
every  single  one  of  their  opponents.  Ai 
he  bad  said,  the  Amendment  was  based 
otr  the  assumption  that  they  would  act 
on  the  basis  of  doing  wrong.    He  pat 
that  to  the  Chief  Secretary.    The  ques- 
tion was — Were  they  going  to  have 
Home  Rule,  or  wore  they  not  ?    If  they 
were  not  going  to  trust  them  with  Home 
Role  in  these  small  matters,  then  let 
them  withhold  it  altogether  and  not  give 
it  at  all.     But  if,  on  the  other  baud, 
they  believed  in  the  sense  of  justice,  if 
they  believed  tbat  they  were  entitled  to 
govern  themselves,  then  let  them  banish 
these  groundless  suspicious  and  leave 
them  somethiug  to  manage  when  Hone 
Rule  was  granted. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  thwe  was  something  in  what  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  said.  He  had  aaid 
that  they  should  leave  this  matter  over 
until  they  had  reached  Clause  27.  That 
clause  did  not  deal  with  

Mr.J.  MORLEY:  CUuse  28. 
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•Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  :  Clause  28  ; 
Tery  well.  The  Irish  Parliament  might 
deal  with  the  reform  of  the  Poor  Law,  and 
the  Medical  Officers  under  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  would  be  inyolved  in  that. 
Thej  were  told  that  they  should  trust 
the  Irish  Legislature.  Perhspa  it  did 
not  occur  to  the  GoTerameDt  that  thej 
were  only  prepared  to  trust  men  who 
proved  themselves  trustworthy ;  and, 
that  being  so,  how  were  they  to  regard 
hon.  Members  on  the  opposite  side  as 
being  trustworthy  ?  If  they  could  not 
^nflt  them,  those  bon.  Members  had  only 
themselves  to  blame.    The  hon.  Member 

for  the   City   of    Cork  \_Cries  of 

"  Oh  I  "]  He  knew  ali  about  that ;  but 
hoD.  Gentlemen  who  asked  them  to 
believe  in  the  policy  of  trust  —  the 
Government  that  asked  them  to  believe 
in  it — asked  them  to  go  aboard  a  vessel 
manned  by  pirates.  They  were  not  going 
aboard  themselves,  however.  \_A  laugh^ 
The  hon.  Member  for  Argyllshire  (Mr. 
Macfarlane)  laughed.  The  hon.  Member 
had  once  been  au  Irish  Member,  and  he 
had  trusted  the  Irish  people  and  their 
friends  so  implicitly  that  he  dare  not  go 
back  again.  Well,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  said,  two  years 
ago,  that  the  spirit  of  the  Irish  people 
and  their  Representatives  would  be,  in 
the  end,  that  they  would  have  to  open 
relentless  war  upon  their  foes.  Did  hon. 
Members  on  the  Liberal  Benches  differ 
from  the  Members  below  the  Gangway  ? 
Again,  the  hon.  Member  for  £ast  Mayo 
(Mr.  Dillon)  gave  them  fair  warning, 
for  he  said  that  when  they  were  out  of  the 
struggle  they  would  know  how  to  deal  out 
rewards  to  the  people's  friends  and  punish- 
iQents  to  the  people's  foes.  Those  who 
differed  from  hon.  Members  opposite 
saw  in  these  utterances  good  reason  for 
their  distrust.  They  h(^  "nursed  the 
pinion  that  impelled  the  steel,"  and,  until 
tiiey  (the  Irish  Members)  retracted  the 
sentiments  of  whfch  he  had  reminded 
theC(»nmittee,  they  need  not  expect  any 
sympathy  or  confidence  from  the  minority 
in  Ireland.  If  the  Chief  Secretary  would' 
(dve  an  undertaking  when  they  reached 
Clause  28 — [Mr.  J.  Moblet  dissented] 
— if  an  undertaking  were  given  that  the 
question  would  then  be  considered,  the 
Amendment  might  be  withdrawn.  They 
from  Ulster,  the  Unionist  Members — the 
only  Members,  or  nearly  the  only  Mem- 
ben,  from  Ireland  who  were  elected  with- 
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out  clerical  dictation — represented  those 
medical  men  to  whom  he  had  referred, 
whose  rights  and  privileges  might  be 
imperilled,  and  who  were  entitled  to  pro- 
tection. He  hoped  they  would  have  an 
undertaking,  so  that  when  Clause  28  was 
reached  the  question  might  be  finally 
disposed  of. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  said, 
he  desired  to  say  only  one  word  with  refer- 
ence to  what  had  fallen  from  the  Chief 
Secretary.  He  regretted  to  have  heard 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  invite  Amend- 
ments on  this  subject.  This  was  a  con- 
tinuance of  the  policy  which  had  led  to 
the  obstruction  complained  of  before  ;  he 
believed  it  would  lead  to  further  obstruc- 
tion. They  (the  Irish  Members)  would 
admit  of  no  concession  of  this  character. 
The  Civil  Service  of  Ireland,  and  the 
higher  offices,  were  amply  protected  by 
CUiuses  27  and  28,  and  to  go  on  pro- 
tecting every  person  holding  a  position 
in  Ireland  would  be  to  bind  the  Irish 
Parliament  in  iron  fetters  in  a  way  that 
he  for  one — and  he  was  sure  the  Irish 
Members  who  were  Nationalists — would 
not  endure.  The  assumption  upon  which 
ail  these  Amendments  were  based  was 
that  the  Irish  would  cut  each  other's 
throats,  or  the  throats  of  some  other  set 
of  persons.  The  idea  of  some  gentlemen 
seemed  to  be  that  they  would  cut  the 
other  people's  first  and  their  own  after* 
wards.  He  did  not  find  fault  with 
gentlemen  on  the  Unionist  Benches  who 
went  on  that  assumption ;  but  he  appealed 
to  every  Home  Ruler  in  the  House  who 
did  not  act  upon  this  assumption  to  press 
upon  the  Government  that  the  policy  they 
were  adopting  in  this  matter  would,  if 
continued,  prove  absolutely  fatal,  and 
that,  by  pursuing  it,  they  were  walking 
in  a  way  that  would  alienate  the 
sympathy  of  the  Irish  people  from 
the  Bill.  He  hoped  the  Amendment 
would  not  be  accepted,  and  that  they 
would  hear  no  more  about  it. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  the 
statement  to  which  they  bad  just 
listened  was  most  interesting.  They 
had  sometimes  heard  it  suggested  that 
bon.  Members  opposite  were  the  miuters 
of  the  Government,  and  now  they  had 
the  bon.  Member  telling  them  that  the 
Bill  would  not  bo  accepted  unless  the 
conditions  of  the  Irisih  Members  were 
agreed  to.  The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kerry  (Mr.  Sexton)  said,  earUer  in  the 
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Debate,  that  the  Goronunent  were  guilty 
of  "  anacconotable  fatni^  "  io  yielding 
to  the  AmeDdments  proposed  by  the 
UuioDist  Members.  The  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  spoken  —  and,  indeed, 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland  generally — 
appeared  to  be  under  a  misapprehension 
as  to  the  pledges  of  the  Government. 
They  spoke  of  ^e  GoTernment  satisfying 
the  wishes  of  Ireland  as  if  that  were  the 
only  thing  to  be  considered.  He  would 
remind  them  of  the  declaration  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W. 
Harconrt)  that  the  GoTernment  had  not 
only  to  satisfy  the  people  of  Ireland,  but 
also  the  people  of  Eugland  and  of  Scot- 
land— especially  those  of  Scotland. 
[Cheers  from  the  Opposition  Benches, 
the  allusion  being  taken  as  to  the  success 
of  the  Unionist  candidate  at  Linlithgow- 
shire bye-electiou,  announced  this  morn- 
ing.] They  claimed  that  the  people  of 
England  and  Scotland  should  have  some 
consideration  in  the  course  of  the  discus- 
sion of  the  Bill.  The  moment  that  the 
siightect  concession  was  made  Members 
from  Ireland  got  up  and  said  they  would 
put  pressure  on  the  GoTemment  

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  You  said  you 
only  Vanted  to  destroy  the  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  they 
(the  Irish  Members)  put  pressure  upon 
the  Govemment  to  refuse  discussion 
or  concession  upon  the  Amendments 
brought  forward.  No  great  Bill  had 
ever  been  passed  without  some  concession 
to  the  Opposition.  He  did  not  wish  to 
stand  between  the  House  and  ^e  Divi- 
sion ;  hut  he  might  say  that  he  some- 
times thought  hon.  Members  opposite 
were  riding  for  a  fall,  and  he  would  add 
that  they  would  not  be  riding  for  long. 

Questiou  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  211  ; 
Noes  253. — (Division  List,  No.  142.) 

It  being  after  Seven  of  the  clook,  the 
Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his 
report  to  the  House  at  Nine  of  the 
clock. 

EVENING  SITTING. 
ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

SUPPLY- COMMITTBB. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Ch«r." 

Mr,  J,  Chamhtrlain 


TKBATT  OF  ARBITRATION  WITH  THE  | 
DNITBD  STATES. 

RESOLUTION. 

*Mr.  CREMER  (Shoraditoh,  Hagg«^ 
ston)  rose  to  move — 

"  That  this  House  has  learnt  with  satisfaction  I 
that  both  Houses  of  the  United  States  Congrtts 
hav«  authorised  the  President  to  conclode  a 
Treaty  of  Arbitration  with  any  other  conntn;  i 
and  this  House  expresses  the  hope  that  ner 
Majesty's  Qovernment  will,  at  the  first  con- 
venient opportunity,  open  up  negotiations  with 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  with  %  i 
view  to  the  conclusion  of  such  a  Treaty  betwea  I 
the  two  nations,  so  that  any  differences  or  dis-  i 
putes  arising  between  the  two  GoTemmenti 
which  cannot  be  adjusted  by  diplomacy  shall  be  i 
referred  to  arbitration."  | 

He  said  that  before   proceeding  with  ' 
his   Motion    he    had    the    honour  to 
submit  a  Petition  (which  arrived  too 
late  to  present  in  the  ordinary  coarse) 
from  some  hundreds  of  British  suV 
jects   resident  in  Paris  praying  the 
House  to  pass  the  Resolution  he  was 
submitting.    If  he  had  been  privileged 
to  move  thiE^  Resolution  in  the  last  Psi^ 
liament   very  little  explanation  would 
have  been   necessary,  as  most  of  the 
Members  would  have  been  familiar  with 
the  subject,  a  great  number  of  them 
having  taken  part  in  the  efforts  then 
made  in  favour  of  arbitration  between 
this  country  and  the  United  States. 
But  the  Fates  had  denied  him  that  oppor- 
tunity.  In  1887  an  Address  was  pre- 
sented to  the  President  and  Congress  of 
the  United  States  signed  by  234  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons.  Thst 
address  was  as  follows  : — 
To  the  President  and  Congress  of  the  United 
States  of  America. 
"The  undersigaed,  Members  of  the  Britidi 
Parliament,  learn  with  the  utmost  satasfactioQ 
that  various  proposals  have  been  introduced  iato 
CoDgrees,  urging  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  to  take  the  necessary  steps  tot  coacludiiig 
with  the  Government  of  Great  Britain  a  treaty, 
which  shall  stipulate  that  any  differences  at 
disputes  arising  between  the  two  QovemmenU 
which  cannot  be  adjusted  by  diplomatic  agency 
shall  be  referred  to  arbitration.    Should  socb  a 
proiKtsal  happily  emanate  from  the  CoDgresi  d 
the  United  States,  our  best  influence  tball  be 
need  toens'nrelts  acc^tauce  by  theGovemnMat 
of  Great  Britain.    The  conclasion  of  snefa  s 
treaty  would  be  a  splendid  example  to  tboK 
nations  who  are  wasting  their  resources  in  war- 
provoking  institationg,  and  might  induce  otbe 
Governments  to  join  the  peac^ol  compact." 

For  reasons  which  he  need  not 
tftiee  to,  it  was  not  considered  sd> 
visable  to  ask  Members  of  lUte  Uooss 
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of  Lords  to  sign  the  Address  ;  but  a 
coDsiderable  number  of  Peers  wrote 
eipressiug  their  concurrence  in  the 
effort  that  wag  being  made  to  promote  a 
peaceful  alliance  between  this  country 
and  the  United  States  of  America.  The 
significance  of  that  Address  would  be 
unuderstood  when  it  was  remembered  that 
it  established  an  entirelj  new  precedent. 
He  well  recollected  the  late  Mr.  John 
Bright  observing  when  he  signed  the 
Address  that  it  was  the  first  time 
the  Members  of  one  Legislature  ha<1 
ever  memorialised  the  Members  of 
ftnother.  The  Address  was  presented  to 
President  Cleveland  at  his  official  resi- 
dence in  Washington  on  October  31st, 
1887,  by  a  deputation  of  10  Members  of 
the  late  Parliament  and  three  representa- 
tives of  the  Trade  Union  Congress.  The 
subject  was  discussed  with  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations,  and  it  was  evident, 
from  the  moment  die  deputation  first 
landed  in  America,  that  the  right  chord 
had  been  struck.  The  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  having  carefully  con- 
sidered the  subject,  submitted  to  the 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives the  following  Resolution,  which  was 
nnanimously  adopted  by  both  Houses  on 
April4,  1890:— 

Concnrrent  Resolution  to  invite  International 
Arbitration  as  to  Differences  between 
Nations." 

"That  the  President  be,  and  is  hereby  re- 
qnegted  to  invite,  from  time  to  time  as  fit 
occasions  may  arise,  negotiationB  with  any 
Government  with  whi<di  the  United  States  has, 
or  may  have,  diplfnnatic  relations,  to  the  end 
that  any  differences  or  dispntea  arising  between 
the  two  Goveroments  which  cannot  be  justified 
diplomatic  i^^cy  may  be  retoxed  to 
arbitration,  and  be  peacefully  adjusted  by  such 
means." 

Acareful  reading  of  that  Resolution  would 
show  that  the  prayer  of  the  memorialists 
was  more  than  answered.  The  Memorial 
only  asked  that  this  country  and  the 
United  States  should  agree  to  arbitrate 
ihitax  differences ;    but  the  Resolution 
unanimously  adopted  by  Congress  author- 
ised the  President  to  invite  other  nations 
to  do  the  same.    He  (Mr.  Cremer)  was 
not  aware  that  that  Resolution  was  ever 
officially  communicated  to  Her  Majesty^s 
Government. 
Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  It  was. 
•Mr.  CREMER :  Even  if  it  had  not 
been  submitted  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment,  an    invitation  to  join  the 
United  States  in  a  Treaty  of  Arbitration 


was   subsequently   addressed   to  Lord 
Salisbury's   Government.      The  same 
month  in  which  the  Congress  adopted  the 
Resolution  a  Pan-American  Conference 
meeting  at  Washington  also  adopted  a 
Treaty  of  Arbitration,  and  by  a  sub- 
sequent Resolution  tho  Conference  re- 
solved to  invite  the  Governments  of 
Europe  to  become  assenting  parties  to 
the  Treaty.    That  Resolution  and  a  copy 
of  the  Treaty  was  communicated  to  Lord 
Salisbury  ;  but,  so  far  as  he  was  aware, 
it  was  never  replied  to.    He  was  not 
endeavouring  to  cast  any  reflection  upon 
the  late  Government,  because  he  heartily 
and  cheerfully  acknowledged  the  promp- 
titude with  which  they  bad  endeavoured 
to  settle  more  than  one  difference  with 
other  Powers  by  means  of  arbitration, 
and  he  was  fully  aware  that  many  bon. 
Membm  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  were  favourable  to  the  settlement 
of  international  disputes  by  such  means. 
But  he  had  good  ground  for  asserting 
that  the  Resolution  passed  by  the  Pan, 
American  Conference  was  forwarded  to 
Lord  Salisbury,  and  he  should  be  glad  to 
learn  that  it  was  duly  considered  and 
officially  replied  to.    The  Treaty,  accom- 
panied by  a  Circular  Letter  of  Ihstnictions 
was  sent  to  all  the  Americ&n  diplomatic 
Represeotatires  abroad  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States,  and  the 
instructions  sent  to  those  Kepresenta- 
tives  was  signed  by  Mr.  Blaine.  No 
European  Power  had  as  yet  accepted  the 
invitation  thereby  conveyed,  and  the 
reason  was  obvious.   Each  Government 
was  waiting  what  the  others  would  do, 
and  no  one  had  the  coarage  to  take  the 
initiative  and  set  an  example,  as  the 
present  German   Chancellor   had  said. 
The  King  of  Denmark  bad  made  a  similar 
statement  quite  recently,  adding  that  if 
any   of  the  leading  European  Powers 
would  set  the  example,  he  would  gladly 
follow  suit.    All  the  nations  of  the  old 
world  were  groaning  under  the  burden  of 
military  preparations,  and  it  was  in  the 
hope  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  take  the  initiative  and  set  the 
example  that  he  brought  forward  this 
Motion.    He  was  not  so  sanguine  as  to 
believe  that  if  this  Motion  should  be 
accepted,  and  an  effort  should  be  made 
to   carry  it  into  effect,  that  universal 
peace  would  be  at  once  secured  ;  but  a 
beginning — and  an  important  beginning 
— wonld  have  been  made,  and  a  stinudtiB 
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would  hare  been  given  to  the  movement 
in  many  other  countries.     In  France, 
a  large  number  of  Deputies  and  Senators 
had  indicated  their  desire  for  the  con- 
clusion of  a  Treaty    of  Arbitration 
between  that  country  and  the  United 
States,  and,  but  for  recent  unfortunate 
events,  a  Motion,  similar  to  that  he  was 
now  moving,  would  have  been  submitted 
in  the  Seuate  by  a  distinguished  senator. 
The  Danish  Farliameut  bad  already  by 
a  considerable  majority  expresied  its 
desire  for  the  conclusion  of  a  similar 
Treaty  between  that  country  and  the 
United  States.    Many  Members  of  the 
Italian  Parliament  were  also  in  favour  of 
doing  the  swne,  and  the  Representatives 
of  other  Parliaments  had,  at  the  Con- 
ferences which  had  been  held  at  Paris, 
London,  Rome,  and   Berne,  expressed 
their  hearty  concurrence  in  the  idea.  If 
the  House  of  Commons  should  accept  the 
present  Resolution,  a  powerful  impetus 
would  be  given  to  the  movement  in  every 
country  of  Europe.     He  knew  it  was 
said  that  Governments  would  only  obey 
the  obligations  of  such  a  Treaty  as  long 
as  it  suited  their  purpose  to  do  so.  He 
knew  that  Treaties  had  been  made  and 
broken.     But  the  Treaties  which  had 
been  made  and  violated  were  such  as  the 
conqueror  imposed  on  the  conquered,  and 
now  that  public  opinion  was  such  an  im- 
portant factor  in  the  government  of  the 
world  he  had  yet  to  learn  that  nations 
would  disregard  Treaties  into  which  they 
had  &eely  and  fairly  entered  during  a  time 
of  peace.    It  would  probably  be  urged 
against  the  adoption  of  this  Motion  that 
its  advocates  might  fairly  trust  to  the 
growth  of  public  sentiment  in  favour  of 
arbitration,  and  not  seek  to  tie  the  hands 
of  the  Government  by  compelling  them, 
when  a  dispute  arose  which  could  not  be 
adjusted  by  diplomacy,  to  resort  to  arbi- 
tration before  declaring  war.    But  that 
was  exactly  what  they  wished  to  do. 
They  wished  to  tie  the  hands  of  Goveru- 
meots  so  as  to  render  them  powerless  for 
mischief.    If  the   Government   of  the 
United  States  was  willing  to  submit  to 
the  pinioning  process  why  should  we  ob- 
ject ?    It  might  be  Aat  the  late  CU>vern- 
ment  was,  uid  that  the  present  Govern- 
ment were  also,  favourable  to  a  pacific 
policy ;  but  what  guarantee  was  there 
that  the  next  orsomesubsequentGovern- 
ment  would  be  of  the  same  character  ? 
Governments  come  and  Governments  go ; 
Mr.  Cremer 


and  it  might  be  that  some  GoverDment, 
although  willing  and  anxious  to  preserre 
the  peace,  might,  during  a  period  of 
excitement  similar  to  that  whidh  pre- 
vailed during  the  Trent  outrage  and  the 
Alabama  dispute,  pluuge  the  nation  into 
war.    The  late  Earl  Russell  once  said— 

On  looking  at  all  the  wars  which  hare  ben 
carried  on  during  the  last  centary,  and  examiit- 
ing  into  the  causes  of  them,  I  do  not  see  («w  of 
those  wars  fd  which,  if  there  had  been  pn^ 
temper  between  the  parties,  the  qoestioni  in 
dispute  might  not  have  beeosettled  witbontn- 
coarse  to.  arms." 

He  believed  Earl  Russell  was  right  in  his 

conclusions.  The  best  way  of  restoring 
proper  temper  between  nations  sod 
individuals  who  had  matters  in  dispute 
was  to  afford  them  proper  time  for  re-  | 
flection;  and  he  believed  that  the  | 
sobering  apd  softening  influence  of 
time  which  would  result  from  a  j 
Treaty  of  Arbitration  with  America 
would  render  war  between  the  two 
countries  practically  impossible.  He  did 
not  quite  nnderstsjid  or  know  what  the 
attitude  of  the  Ctovemment  would  bs  in 
regard  to  this  Motion.  He  bad  heard 
that  the  Prime  Minister  would  presently 
declare  the  intention  of  the  Government 
Well,  he  remembered  what  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  said  and  did  in  1873  when 
the  late  Mr.  Henry  Richard  introduced  a 
Motion  in  favour  of  inviting  foreign 
Powers  to  join  in  the  establishment  of  a 
permanent  system  of  iot^national  arbi* 
tration.  But  that  Motion  wasof  a  different 
ctiaracter  from  the  present.  Mr. 
Richard^s  Motion  proposed  that  m 
should  utend  a  general  invitation  to  all 
the  Powers  of  &e  world,  while  the 
present  Motion  was  limited  in  its  appli- 
cation to  the  United  States  of  America. 
Then  we  were  asked  to  invite  ;  now  we 
were  the  invited.  When  the  Alabama 
question  was  under  consideration  iu  the 
House  the  present  Prime  Minister 
said— - 

"  Both  sides  of  this  Rouse  are  animated  by 
one  sentimeot — that  we  should  make  progiCH 
in  gradually  establishing  in  Europe  a  state  of 
opinion  which  will  favour  the  common  action  of 
the  Powers  to  avert  the  terrible  calamity  <d 
war." 

And  speaking  again  on  the  same  snbjeet 
at  the  Guildhall  of  the  City  ot  Loiidoa 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  But  differences  will  occur ;  quarrels  will 
arise,  and  how  are  these  contests  to  be  settled  f 
<  By  blood  I '  has  been  the  unfortunate  re^ 
almost  innuiably  in  forqier  times,  a  giest 
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experiment  is  now  being  tried.  It  may  be  no 
moR  tban  an  experim«nt,  too  bright  and  too 
b^tpj  to  be  capable  of  being  realised  in  thia 
waywaid  and  chequered  world  in  which  we 
liTe;  imt  it  is  an  experiment  worth  the  trial — 
wlwther  it  is  possible  to  bring  the  conflicts  of 
opinion  between  nations  to  the  adjadication  of 
the  tribunal  of  reason  instead  d  to  the  bloody 
arbitrament  of  anus." 

The  snccesfl  of  that  experiment  was  now 
a  matter  of  history,  and  stood  out  in  bold 
relief  aa  one  of  the  most  gloiious  inci- 
dents in  the  illnatrious  career  of  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman.    He  (Mr.  Cremer) 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  with  alt 
the  eamestness  of  his  soul,  whether  the 
dme  had  not  arrived  for  making  another 
experiment  in  the  same  direction  and 
taking  another  step  towards  the  comple- 
tion of  their  hopes  ?    It  was  22  jears 
since  the  Prime  Minister  uttered  those 
memorable  words,  and  during  the  period 
which  had  since  elapsed  there  had  been 
a  wonderfur growth  of  public  opinion  on 
the  subject  among  alt  classes  of  the 
communitj.    Thia  growth  was  strikingly 
shown  In  the  Circular  which  had  been 
distributed  amongst  Members ;  and  the 
fact  that  upwards  of  2,000,000  of  people 
had  by  petition  and  resolution  endorsed 
the  Motion  was,  he  believed,  altogether 
without  parallel.  He  was  anxious  to  know 
what  answer  the  Government  would  give 
to  such  an  extraordinary  expression  of 
public  opinion.    There  were  many  other 
advantages  which  would  accrue  if  arbitra- 
tion were   adopted.    Panics  would  be 
checked,  commerce  would  be  steadied, 
the  funds  would  not  go  up  and  down 
with  every  warlike  rumour,  and  the  way 
would  be  paved  for  a  general  reduction 
of  armaments.    But  he  would  leave  these 
considerations  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
who  would  second  the  Motion  (Sir  J. 
Lubbock^  and  others  who  would  follow 
in  the  Debate.   In  conclusion,  he  hoped 
the  Prime  Minister  would  not  ask  them 
to  be  content  with  mere  expressions  of 
sympathy,  but  would  boldly  do  for  the 
toilers  of  the  latter  half  of  the  19th 
century  what  Moses  did  for  the  Israelites 
and  would  make  an  earnest  effort  to 
deliver    them  from    the    bondage  of 
conscription  and  the  burden  of  anna- 
meute.    He  (Mr.  Cremer)  was  satisfied, 
from   the  experience  he  had  gathered 
amongst  the  masses  of  the  people  in 
every   country  of  the  world,  that  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  waa  only 
bold     enough    to    take    this  step 


he  would  not  only  earn  the  lasting  grati- 
tude of  the  toiling  millions,  but  would 
make  for  himself  a  name  in  history,  and 
occupy  a  position  in  the  future  which  the 
whole  world  would  look  upon  with  ad- 
miration. The  people  of  this  country, 
and  the  Government  and  people  of  the 
United  Statra,  had  manifested  their 
desire  to  take  the  step  proposed  in  his 
Resolution,  and  he  could  not  bring  him- 
self to  believe  that  the  only  barrier  to 
such  a  consummation  would  be  set  up  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  He  begg«l 
to  move  the  Motion  which  stood  in  his 
name. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Univer- 
sity) said,  he  rose  to  second  the  Motion 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Shore- 
ditch.  The  hon.  Member  had  spoken 
for  the  working  men  of  the  eonntiy,  and 
he  (Sir  J.  Lubbock)  believed  the  great 
majority  of  the  mercantile  community 
were  of  the  same  opinion.  He  did  not, 
indeed,  wish  to  put  the  question  on  any 
merely  material  ground,  for  it  appealed  to 
the  great  principles  of  justice,  humanity, 
and  religion.  It  was — and  he  was  sure 
the  House  would  regard  it  as — a  question 
far  above  Party.  The  carnage,  suffering, 
and  misery  which  war  entailed  were  ter; 
rible  to  contemplate,  and  constituted  ao 
irresistible  argument  in  favour  of  arbi- 
tration. It  was  not  from  undervaluing 
these  considerations  that  he  would  argue 
the  question  on  other  grounds,  but  only 
because,  being  anxious  to  save  the  time 
of  the  House,  he  would  confine  his  re- 
marks to  that  point  of  the  questiou  with 
which  he  was  moat  conversant.  The 
present  state  of  things  was  a  disgrace  to 
human  nature.  There  might  be  some 
excuse  for  barbarous  tribes  who  settled 
their  disputes  by  brute  force,  but  that 
civilised  nations  should  do  so  was  nwr- 
vellous,  and  not  only  repugnant  to  our 
moral,  but  also  to  our  common,  sense. 
At  present  even  the  peace  establishments 
of  Europe  comprised  3,500,000  men  ;  the 
war  establishments  were  over  10,000,000, 
and  when  the  proposed  arrangements  were 
completed  would  exceed  20,000,000. 
The  nominal  cost  was  over  £200,000,000 
annually,  but,  as  the  Continental  Armies 
were  to  a  great  extent  under  conscription, 
the  real  cost  was  far  larger.  Of  course, 
there  are  considerations  deeper  and  graver 
than  questions  of  money ;  but  yet  money 
represented  human  labour  and  human 
life.   It  was  impossible  for  anyone  to' 
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contemplate  the  present  military  and 
mtval  arrangements  without  the  gravest 
forebodingB.  Even  if  they  did  uot  end 
in  war,  thej  would  eventually  lead  to 
ruin  and  bankruptcy.  The  principal 
oonntries  of  Europe  were  ruuning  deeper 
and  deeper  into  debt.  During  the  last 
20  years  the  Debt  of  Italr  had  risen 
from  £483,000,000  to  £516,000,000, 
that  of  Austria  from  £340,000,000  to 
£580,000,000,  that  of  Bosaia  from 
£340,000,000,  to  £750,000.000,  and 
that  of  France  from  £500,000,000  to 
£1,300,000,000.  Taking  the  Govern- 
ment Debts  of  the  world  together  they 
amounted  in  1870  to  £4,000,000,000— a 
fabulous,  terrible,  and  crushing  weight. 
But  what  were  they  now  ?  They  had 
risen  to  £6,000,000,000,  and  were  still 
inereasing.  By  far  the  greater  part  of 
this  enormoQSfthis  apalling,  burden-  —this 
terrible  iucnbus — was  represeuted  by  no 
valuable  property,  had  fulfilled  no  useful 
purpose  ;  it  had  been  absolutely  wasted, 
or  what,  from  an  international  point  of 
view,  was  even  worse,  thrown  away  ou 
war  or  in  preparation  for  war.  In  face 
of  these  figures  we  could  not  expect  con- 
fidence and  prosperity,  and  we  could  not 
wonder  at,  however  much  we  might 
regret,  the  growth  of  Social!  at  and 
Anarchist  feeling.  In  fact,  we  never 
had  any  peace  ;  we  lived,  practically,  in  a 
permanent  state  of  war,  happily  without 
battles  or  bloodshed,  but  not  without 
terrible  suffering.  Even  in  our  own  case 
one-third  of  our  national  income  was 
spent  in  preparing  for  future  ware, 
another  third  in  paying  for  past  ones, 
and  only  one-third  was  left  for  the 
government  of  the  country.  Our  in- 
terests at  stake  wore  enormous.  Of  the 
Jf  ercantile  Marino  of  the  world  9,700,000 
tons  belonged  to  Great  Britain,  and  only  ; 
6,700,000  to  the  rest  of  the  world.  Lord 
Derby,  who  always  spoke  with  wisdom  and 
moderation,  wisely  said  that  **  the  greatest 
of  British  interests  is  peace.**  But  if 
we  had  the  greatest  stake  in  peace,  on 
the  other  band  the  economical  condition 
of  Continental  countries  was  far  worse 
than  ours.  The  great  Military  Powers  of 
Europe  were  sinking  deeper  and  deeper 
into  debt ;  the  present  system  would  in- 
evitably lead  to  general  bankruptcy. 
For  his  part,  though  not  a  **  peace-at- 
sny-prica  **  man,  he  was  uot  ashamed  to 
say  he  was  a  peace-at-almost-any-price 
man.   No  doubt  there  wore  some  vital 

Sir  J,  Lubbock 


questions  which  could  not  be  referred  to 
arbitration  ;  but  as  the  hon.  Member  bad 
pointed  out,  Lord  J.  Russell,  a  very  high 
authority,  said  that  there  had  not  been  a 
war  for  the  last  100  years  which  might  not 
well  have  been  settled  without  raconrseto 
arms.  ThelateLordDerby  wasnotaman 
easily  led  away  by  plausible  suggestiotu 
or  visionary  schemes,  and,  speaking  on  a 
diflGculty  with  Spain,  he  said — 

"  Unhappily,  there  is  no  intenutional 
tribanal  to  which  cases  of  this  kind  can  be  n- 
refeired,  and  there  is  no  International  I^w 
by  which  parties  can  be  required  to  refer  caan 
(tf  this  kind.  If  sncb  a  tribnnal  existed  it  woold 
be  a  great  benefit  to  the  civilised  world." 

Lord  Clarendon  in  1856  submitted  the 
following  resolution  to  the  Conference  d 
Paris— 

"  The  Plenipotentiaries  do  not  hesitate  to  ez> 
press,  in  the  name  of  their  Qovemments,  the 
wish  that  States  between  which  any  serioiu 
misunderstanding  may  arise  shoald,  before 
appealing  to  arms,  have  recourse,  ai  far  u  di- 
cnmstances  might  allow,  to  the  good  offices  of  s 
friendly  Power." 

This  proposal  was  unanimously  accepted ; 
would  that  it  had  been  acted  upon  I  Why 
did  Lord  Clarendon  propose  this  if  it  was 
impracticable  ?  The  condition  of  Europe 
could  not   be   viewed   without  alarm. 
Russia  was  honeycombed  with  Nihilism, 
Grermany  alarmed  with  Socialism,  France 
in  a  panic  from  Anarchy.    There  was  do 
justification,  no  excuse  for  recent  dyna- 
mite crimes,  but  nothing  happened  in 
this  world  without  a  cause.  Continental 
workmen  were  working  terribly  long 
hours   for  very  low   wages.     If  bon. 
Members  had  read  the   recent  reports 
from  Italy  they  would  see  the  miserable 
condition  of  agricultural  labourers  in  that 
country,  and  the  small   proprietors  in 
France  and  elsewhere  were  no  better  off. 
He  sympathised  very  much  with  the  desire 
for  an  eight  hours  day,  but  the  resolo* 
tion  passed  in  Hyde  Park  last  year 
wisely  desired  that  it  should  be  ioter- 
national.    If  the  present  military  system 
was  maintained  no   relaxation   of  the 
hours  would  be  possible.    The  only  war 
to  secure  the  eight  hours,  was  to  dimioiu 
military  expenditure.     The  unneccssarT 
Army  and  Navy  expenditure  compelled 
every  man  and  woman  in  Europe  to  work  an 
hour  a  day  more  than  they  otherwise  need. 
He  admitted  that  the  blame  did  not  rest 
on  this  country.   Our  motto  of  "  Defence, 
not  defiance**  applied  not  only  to  the 
Volunteer  Force,  but  to  the  Army  and 
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M«Tj  also.  The  Resolntion  had  direct 
reference  to  t^e  United  States.  War 
with  that  cotantrj'  woold  be  espectallir 
torible.  With  America  we  had  not 
onlj  common  interests,  bnt  the  ties  of 
blood. 

"  Oar  commerce  with  America,"  said  Cobden, 
"unparalleled  la  its  m^oitade,  demaada  no 
umameDt  at  ita  guide  or  SAfegoard ;  nature 
benelf  Is  botii.  And  will  any  ratiooal  mind 
Kcogniae  the  poasibilit;  of  these  two  communi- 
tiea  pattinga  sodden  atop  to  such  afriendly  traffic, 
and,  contrary  to  every  motire  o(  self-interest, 
encoontering  each  other  as  enemies  ?  Such  a 
mptaie  would  he  more  calamitoua  to  Kngland 
I  than  the  sodden  dnrlognp  of  the  River  Tlumes; 
i  azid  more  intolenuile  to  America  than  tiie 
eenatiou  of  sunahine  and  rain  over  the  entire 
soibcB  of  one  of  her  maritime  States." 

If  that  were  true  in  1835  how  much 
more  was  it  true  now  ?  Our  trade  with 
the  United  States  was  then  £10,000,000, 
whilst  now  our  trade  with  them  reached 
£140,000,000.  The  citizens  of  the 
United  States  were  our  own  kith  and  kin, 
they  were  our  own  blood,  and  war  with 
I  them  would  be  a  civil  war.  They  had 
]  iatimated  their  willingness  to  refer  all 
difficulties  to  arbitration.  Surely  we 
ought  to  meet  them  in  the  same  spirit. 
Siurely  we  should  spare  no  effort  apd  lose 
no  chance  of  doing  anything  in  our 
power  to  restore  "  Peace  on  Earth  and 
Groodwill  amongst  Men."  The  attempt 
might  not  succ^,  but  at  least  we  should 
have  the  satisfaction  of  feeling  that  we 
had  done  our  best. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the 
end  of  the  Qoestlon,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  <*thfa  Hoaae   haa  learnt  with  satls- 

factjon  that  both  Houses  of  the  United  States 
Oongreaa  have  authorised  the  President  to  con. 
dude  a  Treaty  of  Arbitration  with  any  other 
country ;  and  this  House  expresses  the  hope 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  will,  at  the 
first  convenient  opportunity,  open  op  negotia- 
tions with  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
with  a  view  to  the  conclusion  of  auch  a  Treaty 
between  the  two  nations,  so  that  any  differences 
or  dispates  arising  l^etween  the  two  Govern- 
ments, which  cannot  be  adjusterl  by  diplomacy, 
shall  be  referred  to  arbitration.  * — (J/r.  C'remtr.') 

Qnestion  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.^* 

Thu  first  lord  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstonx,  Edin- 
borgh,  Midlothian) :  Sir,  I  am  too  much 
in  harmony  with  the  general  tone  of  the 
apeeches  we  have  heard  to  require  to 
wait  for  the  pbrsuasive  addresses  which 


we  may  hear  from  other  quarters  in  order 
to  lead  me  to  lay  my  views  before  the 
House,  and  I  desire  to  do  so  at  this  toit 
early  period  for  a  reason  which  wiU 
presently  become  a^qtarent.  In  the  first 
place,  however,  I  cannot  but  say  that  I 
am  heartily  glad,  even  at  the  close  of  an 
exhausting  week,  that  my  bon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Cremer)  and  my  right  hou.  Friend 
(Sir  J.  Lubbock)  have  found  an  oppor- 
tunity of  striking  a  stroke,  be  it  a  great 
stroke  or  not,  on  behalf  of  humanity.  I 
think  we  are  indebted  to  them  both  for 
calling  our  attention  to  the  subject,  and 
likewise  for  the  excellent  speeches  they 
have  made.  In  those  speeches,  while 
they  were  hearty  from  the  first  word  to 
the  last,  I  do  not  think  the  most  jealous 
critic  could  detect  a  single  unhealthy  or 
exaggerated  sentence.  They  were  the 
speeches  of  men  of  humanity,  the  speeches 
of  men  of  enlightenment,  and  the  speeches 
also  of  sober-minded  men  of  business. 
I  heartily  trust  that  they  will  be  widely 
read  and  deeply  pondered.  The  more 
they  are  read  and  pondered  the  better  it 
will  be  for  the  great  interests  that  are  at 
gitake.  I  think  that  my  hon.  Friend  who 
made  the  Motion  deserves  a  peculiar 
credit  for  the  pains  that  he  has  taken 
and  the  degree  of  success  that  he  has 
achieved  in  giving  an  accurate  account 
of  the  state  of  public  facts  in  relation  to 
bis  case.  I  cannot  be  surprised  that  it 
has  been  impossible  for  him  under  the 
circumstances  to  attain  perfect  accuracy. 
Undoubtedly  events  of  very  great  interest 
have  happened  within  the  last  few  years 
directly  bearing  upon  this  subject. 
While  I  have  no  blame  whatever  to  pro- 
nounce upon  those  who  have  preceded  us 
in  Office,  and  who,  I  believe,  were  ani- 
mated, speaking  genei:ally,  by  the  same 
spirit  as  ourselves,  I  r^ret  that  the 
official  and  formal  record  of  those  events 
has  not  yet  been  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  It  would 
have  been  of  great  advantage  to  my  hon. 
Frieud,  and  of  great  advantage  to  the 
House  to  have  had  it.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey)  will  take  care  that 
the  lack  is  at  once  supplied,  and  that  the 
House  is  put  in  possession  of  those  docn- 
mento  which  were  some  time  ago  com- 
municated to  the  British  Government.  I 
will  by-and-hye  go  through  the  facts 
briefly,  bnt  in  a  way  that  I  hope  will 
convey  to  the  mind  of  the  House  what 
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m&y  be  called  the  present  situation.  In 
ihe  meantime  I  will  say  that  there  are  no 
words  that  mj  hou.  Friends  can  use  for 
the  purpose  of  extolling  the  advantages 
of  arbitration  which  would  be  too  strong 
for  me  to  subscribe  to.  I  obserre  with 
them  that  war  has  of  late  jears  and  of 
late  generations  found  out  for  itself  new 
efaannels  and  new  methods  of  inflicting 
suffering  upon  humanity  hy  means  of  a 
Bystem  known  as  Militarism,  even  iu 
time  of  peace,  auid  even-— I  must  do 
Justice  to  those  who  are  mainly  con- 
cerned—compatibly with  an  honest  and 
honourable  intention  to  promote  peace. 
I  cannot  question  that  intention,  neither 
can  I  question  the  fact  that  militarism 
itself  is  a  tremendous  scourge,  a  tre- 
mendous curse  to  civilisation.  By 
militarism  I  mean  the  vast  establishments 
we  have  now  on  foot  iu  all  countries  of 
Europe.  The  great  question  whether 
militariBm  tends  to  avert  war  or  tends  to 
bring  war  into  existence  is  as  yet  an  un- 
solved problem.  My  faon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Cremer)  quoted  a  saying  of  Lord 
Russeirs,  in  which,  as  I  understood  it,  I 
heartily  concur,  condemning  very  much 
in  the  lump  the  wars  of  the  last  century 
in  which  we  were  concerned.  I  think 
that  saying  may  even  be  generalised.  I 
think  that  if  we  cast  our  gaze  over  the 
whole  field  of  history  we  shall  find  that 
wars  fall  for  the  most  part  into  four 
classes — one  of  them  dynastic  wars, 
another  of  them  territorial  wars,  a  third 
religious  wars,  and  a  fourth  wars  for 
liberty.  Of  these  four  classes,  I  think 
the  three  first  are  all  so  bad  that  it  has 
hardly  ever  happened  that  either  Party 
has  had  h'ln  hands  absolutely  clean  ;  and 
I  am  afraid  it  must  be  admitted  that,  of 
all  the  three  classes,  the  religious  wars 
have  been  the  worst.  There  is  oftentimes 
much  that  is  great  and  noble  in  wars 
waged  for  liberty  ;  yet  even  they  have 
been  stained  by  many  marks  of  human 
infirmity  and  human  crime.  I  must  say  a 
word  upon  the  position  of  this  Honse^  and 
do  not  let  my  hon.  Friend  misunderstand 
me  if  a  word  1  am  about  to  say  may 
seem  to  have  a  cooling  or  chilling  effect. 
I  am  dreadfully  afraid,  on  all  these  ques- 
tions, of  getting  into  a  position  in  which 
profession  outruns  performance  ;  I  would 
much  rather,  if  I  must  take  my  choice, 
be  in  a  position  where  performance  out- 
rans  profiMsion.  Well,  now,  undoubt^ly 
we  can  point  to  something  more  than 

Mr,  m  E.  Gladstone 


mere  expressions  of  sentiment  in  this 
matter.    I  think  that  those  who  look 
back  upon  the  history  of  the  last  70 yean 
will  find  that  in  a  multitude  of  instances 
we  havQ  been    witling   to  submit  oar 
claims  in  national  disputes  to  the  test  of 
arbitration.    However,  there  is  a  cir- 
cumstance which  we  ought  not  to  cod* 
ceal  from  ourselves,  and  which  does  not 
speak  altogether  for  that  mod^stion  oo 
the  part  of  England  in  the  estimate  she 
forms  of  her  claims  that  I  am  sure  we 
should  all  conscientiously  desire  to  see 
her  preserve.    Between  1822  and  1885 
— a  period  of  a  little  more  than  60  years 
— we  have  been  interested  in  14  arbitra- 
tions.   I  am  afraid  the  decisions  given 
in  those  arbitrations  are  a  grave  factor  in 
the  history  of  the  case,  and  that  accord- 
ing to  those  decisions  we  must,  in  some 
degree,  find  the  standud  of  national 
moderation  or  its  reverse.    Out  of  the 
1 4  arbitrations  I  believe  I  am  right  in 
saying  the  number  given  in  our  fiivour 
hius  been  three  or,  at  most,  four.  There- 
fore, Sir,  we  have  something  to  learn 
over  and  above  the  exhibition  of  anxiety 
for  the  prevalence  of  the  principle  of 
arbitration,  and  even  over  and  above  the 
readiness   to   submit   our  claims  to  a 
tribunal  of  that  kind.     Moderation  in 
the  original  estimate  of  those  claims 
will  be  found  to  be  an  element  in  this 
case  not  less  important  and  not  less 
valuable  than  any  other  that  it  is  in 
our  power  to  name.    I  assure  my  hon. 
Friend,  in  the  first  place,  that  I  go  with 
him  up  to  a  point  tolerably  advanced, 
for,  though  a  Treaty  of  Arbitration  is 
undoubtedly  a  novelty,  and  is  undoubtedly 
an  object  which,  iu  former  times,  it 
would  have  beeu  deemed  wild  to  dream 
of,  yet  I  confess  I  do  not  think  that  it  is 
beyond  the  reach  of  reasonable  hope  that 
such  a  Treaty  might  ere  long,  under 
favourable  circumstances,  be  concluded 
between  this  country  and  the  United 
States.    But  I  am  hound  to  point  ont 
that  the  greatest  difficulty  does  not  lis 
on  that  side  of  the  water.   It  is  the  com- 
plexity of  foreign  relations  on  this  side 
of  the  Atlantic  which  imports  difficulty 
into  this  question.    Having  said  that — 
which  I  hope  will  convey  some  sign  of 
concurrence  with  the  general  principlss 
of  my  hon.  Friend— -let  mepoint  out  why 
I  think  the  terms  of  his  Motion  require  s 
change.   He  will  agree  with  me  that  in 
any  recital  made  in  this  House  of  tin 
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ings  of  foreign '  Aotiiorities  and 
couatries,  especially  ttf  foreign 
aathorities  of  such  weight  as  the 
GoTBraing  Body  of  the  United  States, 
Te  ought  DOt  to  commit  onrselTes  to  any 
statement  but  one  of  absolute  precision. 
He  knows  I  am  not  blaming  liim  ;  on 
the  contrary,  I  have  been  astonished  to 
see  how  near,  with  the  private  means  at 
his  disposal,  he  has  come  to  attaining  to 
the  point  of  accuracy.  But  it  would  not 
be  strictly  accurate  to  say  that  the  two 
HoDses  of  Congress  have  authorised  the 
President  to  conclude  Treaties  of  Arbi- 
tntion/  A  Treaty  (rf  Arbitration  iias 
undoubtedly  resulted  from  the  authority 
given  to  the  President ;  but  it  would  not 
be  accurate  to  give  that  description  of 
the  authority  granted  by  the  two  Houses 
of  the  Legislature.  I  am  now  going  to 
quote  the  words  of  the  Resolution,  the 
first  part  of  which  is  embodied  in  the 
JfotioQ  which  the  House  is  now  de- 
bating. This  it  what  the  two  Houses  of 
Congress  said — 

"  We  anthoriM  the  Present  to  invite  from 
time  to  time,  as  fit  occasions  may  arise,  negotia- 
tioni  with  any  OoTemioent  with  which  the 
United  States  has  or  ma;  have  diplomatic  re- 
latioDs,  to  the  end  that  any  differences  or  dig- 
pntes  arifiing  between  the  two  Qovemments 
whic^  cannot  be  adjusted  by  diplomatic 
agencies  may  be  referred  to  arbitration  and 
peaceably  adjusted  by  such  means." 

I  do  not  question  for  a  moment  that  the 
motive  was  that  the  Treaty  of  Arbitra- 
tion was  to  be  in  conformity  with  the 
Resolution;  but  to  say  that  it  bears  out 
the  tenns  of  the  BeB(4ntion  would  not  be 
an  exact  account  of  it.  It  is  very 
obvious  that  what  was  contemplated  by 
that  BesolutioQ  was  that  the  initiative 
should  be  taken  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  who  was  authorised  to 
invite  negotiations  with  any  Govern- 
ment with  which  the  United  States  had 
or  might  have  diplomatic  relations. 
Under  these  circumstances  I  think  it  is 
plain,  even  as  a  matter  of  International 
cotirtesy,  that  in  any  words  we  may  adopt 
we  ought  not  to  close  the  question  and  pre- 
vent ^t  initiative  by  the  President  if 
he  thinks  fit  to  take  it,  but  that  we 
shonld  leave  the  question  open  as  to  the 
quarter  from  which  the  initiative  should 
proceed,  instead  of  binding  ourselves  to 
take  it.   I  think  that  end  would  be  com- 

VOL.  XIII.     [fOCBTH  SBB1B8.] 


pletely  gained  if  we  were  to  adopt,  idter 
"peaceablpr  adjusted  by  such  means,"  the 
words  which  I  should  be  very  glad  to 
move  if  my  hon.  Friend  withdraws  his 
Resolution.    Those  words  are — 

*'And  that  the  House,  cordially  sympathising 
with  the  pnrpoae  in  view,  expreaees  tbe  hope 
that  Her  Majes^'s  CN>vemment  wilt  lend  thdr 
ready  co-operation  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  upon  tbe  basis  of  the  foregoing 
Be«)lQtion.'* 

•Mr.  STANSFELD  (Halifax) :  WiU 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  kindly  read 
the  whole  Resolution  as  he  snggesta  it 

should  be  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Cer- 
tainly. The  entire  Resolution  would 
then  read  as  follows: — 

"  That  this  House  has  learned  with  .satis&w- 
tion  that  both  Houses  of  the  United  States 
CoDgress  have  anthorised  the  President  to  invite 
from  time  to  time,  as  fit  occasions  may  aris^ 
o^otiatiims  with  any  Oovenunent  with  whiidi 
the  United  States  has  or  may  have  diplomatic 
relations,  to  the  end  that  any  differences  or  dis> 
pates  arising  between  the  two  Governments 
which  cannot  be  adjusted  by  diplomatic 
agencies  may  be  referred  to  arbitration  and 
peaceably  adjusted  by  such  means.  And  that 
this  House,  cordially  sympathising  with  the 
pnrpose  in  view,  expresses  the  hope  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  lend  their  ready  co- 
operation to  the  Government  of  tbe  United 
States  apcm  tbe  basis  <A  the  forcing  Beaolu- 
tion." 

It  will  be  interesting  to  the  House  if, 
without  drawing  unreasonably  upon  its 
time  and  patience — and  iu  that  respect  I 
am  bound  to  acknowledge  the  admirable 
example  set  by  the  Mover  and  Seconder 
— I  were  to  point  out  what  has  already 
taken  place,  and  set  forth  the  leading 
points  in  auch  a  way  as  will  enabls 
me  in  a  not  very  great  number  of 
minutM  to  submit  the  essential  questions 
to  he  borne  in  mind.  The  Besolntion  of 
the  United  States  Congress  was  passed 
in  February,  1890.  I  have  read  nearly 
the  whole  of  that  Resolution,  and  incor- 
porated it  in  tbe  draft  Amendment  I 
have  prepared.  In  April,  1890,  a  Con- 
ference met  of  no  less  than  18  of  the 
American  Republics. 

*Mr.  CREMER:  I  have  received 
information,  which  has  been  corro- 
borated from  several  quarters,  that  the 
Resolution  of  the  Congress  was  passed 
on  April  4,  1890.  Still,  it  is  no  great 
matter  whether  it  is  April  or  FebruuT. 

3  H  n  \ 
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■  Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Of 
course,  I  am  speaking,  not  from  original 
knowledge  of  my  own,  but  from  the 
official  recorda,  which  I  will  place  in  the 
hands  of  taj  hon.  Friend  to  enable  him 
to  check  the  statement.  It  is  not,  how- 
ever, a  very  important  matter,  and  the 
hon.  Member  will  be  able  to  satisfj  him- 
self as  to  the  date  from  the  Papers  that 
'trill  be  laid  on  the  Table.  In  April, 
1890,  according- to  mj  statement,  oolj 
two  months  aftdr  this  Reeolntion  had 
.been  passed,  a  Conference  of  18  Re- 
-publics  gathered  together  and  agreed  to 
a  Resolution  recommending  arbitration 
for  the  settlement  of  International  dis- 
jj^utes,  and  finally  they  agreed  to  a  form 
'.  tjl  Arbitration  Treaty.  This  Treaty  was 
^aced  immediately  in  the  hands  of  this 
^ouse,  and  it  was  signed  by  10  out  of 
^e  18  Governments  concerned.  The 
character  of  the  Treaty  is  not  at  all 
obscure  or  complex.  It  begins — I  think 
it  is  the  second  Article — 'by  pointing  out 
B  number  of  important  sabjeots  which 
-were  fitting  subjects  for  arbitration,  and 
which  the  contracting  parties  bound 
themselves  to  refer  to  arbitration.  The 
next  Article  was  more  sweeping,  and 
.said  th^t  subjects  of  International 
'dispute  generally  ought  to  be,  and  should 
1)6,  referred  to  arbitratiou.  Then  comes 
another  Article — I  think  it  is  Article  5 
— which  makes  an  important  reservation, 
'  and  states  that  there  is  one  exception 
to  the  scope  of  the  foregoing  Articles, 
and  it  4B  this — that  no  country  is  to  be 
boond  to  refer  to  lu-bitration  any  subject- 
matter  with  regard  to  which  it  may  be 
■of  opinion  that  the  matter  ,  in  dispute 
tends  to  imperil  its  independence.  Well, 
of  course  that  is  a  very  important  reserva- 
tion, but  not  so  important  in  America 
probably  as  it  would  be  in  Europe,  or,  I 
should  rather  say,  not  so  obstructive  to 
■the  Treaty.  Hon.  Members  will  observe 
that  this  is  the  case  of  a  Treaty  between 
the  great  vast  Republic  of  the  North  and 
the  comparatively  minor  States  of  the 
South,   I  am  not  quite  sure  which  of 

-  the  Southern  States  signed  «the  Treaty, 

-  or  whether  'Brasil  did  so  or  not.   It  is 
obvious,  in  the  first  place,  that  the  Re- 

'  public  of  the  United  States  is  in  very 
little  daBger>  of  having  any  question 


raised  between  itself  and  one  of  tbe 
South  American  Republics  which  might 
possibly  imperil  its  independence.  More> 
over,  I  should  not  imagine  that  any  U 
the  South  American  States  would  hm 
the  smallest  dispositiou  or  cause  to  run 
any  quarrel  with  the  United  States  Re- 
public which  would  be  likely  to  imperil 
their  own  independence.  Almost  all  of 
them  must  be  exempted  from  any  muk 
apprehension  .  or  desire.  It  is  evident 
that  what  we  have  opened  to  us  here  ii 
a  system  very  simple  upon  the  whole, 
fairly  workable  accm^ing  to  all  eX' 
perience,  most  beneficial  in  tbe  character 
of  tiie  stipulations  it  coutainsi,  and  in  the 
example  it  sets  to  the  rest  of  mankiiid. 
But  it  is  equally  evident  that  when  we 
come  to  cross  the  Atlantic  we  have  maxSk 
greater  difficulties  to  encounter,  for  there 
vast  Armies  are  maintained  by  the  great 
States  ;  and,  although  aU  may  have  the 
best  intentions  tu  maintain  peace,  the 
cause  of  peace  is  ever  trembling,  in  the 
balance.  Therefore,  we  must  not 
suppose  that  the  question  ia  so  easy  od 
this  side  of  the  Atlantic.  That  is  tbe 
nature  of  the  Treaty,  and  I  think  I  hare 
given  a  sufficient  account  of  it.  Id 
October,  1890,  after  no  vray  prolonged 
delay,  the  United  States  GovemmeDt 
brought  the  Resolution  by  a  Circnitr 
Despatch  which  will  be  laid  before  the 
House  to  the  knowledge  of  the  European 
Governments,  including  our  own ;  and 
now  I  am  going  to  quote  words  which 
express  exactly  the  point  to  which  the 
President  deemed  it  discreet  to  go  in  the 
exercise  of  the  powers  he  had  received. 
As  I  have  said,  he  forwarded  an  account 
of  the  Treaty,  and,  I  believe,  the  Treaty 
itself,  and  he  expressed  a  hope  in  these 
words — 

*'  That  the  important  objects  now  sought  to 
be  attained  may  favourably  impress  this  apon 
Her  Majesty's  Ooremment.** 

Those  were  significant  words,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  it  is  plain  that  they  wore 
words  which  did  not  amount  to  an  invi- 
tation to  negotiation,  though  tiiey  opened 
the  subject  and  gave  an  oppOTtunity  to 
the  Grovemments  to  whom  they  wan 
addressed  to  make  replies  more  mhea 
favourable  in  their  tone.  A;  reply  on  the 
merits  of  the  question  was  not,  howerer, 
challenged.  The  only  recoil  of  aoy 
reply  that  we  have  is  that  tbe  United 
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States  GovernmeDt  were  informed  very 
shortly  afterwards  that  the  proposal 
would  receive  the  careful  coDflideratioa 
of  Her  Majesty's  Govemmeot.  I  know 
not  exactly  what  steps  were  taken  towards 
tlwt  careful  oonsideration ;  but  I  do 
know — and  I  acknowledge  with  pleasure 
die  faet— that  the  proeeediogs  now  going 
on  in  Paris  bear  emphatic  testimony  to  the 
desire  to  promote  the  settlement  of  dis- 
putes by  the  method  of  arbitration.  But 
I  am  bound  to  tell  my  hoo.  Friends  that 
the  whole  evidence  was  not  entirely  on 
one  aide.  In  October,  1891,  President 
Hanrib<m  made  an  address  V>  a  Beligious 
Body,  the  (Ecumenical  Methodist  Coun- 
cil, an  address  which  was,  perhaps,  some- 
what sanguinary  in  its  tone.  He  pointed 
oat  that  there  are  limitations  as  yet  to 
the'  complete  and  general  adoption  of 
such  a  scheme,  and  he  goes  on — 

"  It  is  quite  possible  to  apply  arbitration  to  a 
dispute  as  to  a  boundary  line.  It  is  quite  im- 
pOMible,  it  seems  to  me,  so  to  apply  it  to  the 
case  of  International  fend.  If  there  is  present 
an  aggresnve  spirit  to  seize  territory  or  a 
spirit  of  national  aggrandisemeut  which  does 
not  stop  to  consider  the  rights  of  other  people, 
in  flocn  a  case  and  in  such  a  spirit  Interna- 
tional arbitr^on  is  a  remote  and  difficult 
operation." 

And  he  went  on  to  say  that  it  mi^t  be 
that  the  full  application  of  the  principle 
was  not  at  present  possible,  "the  devil 
being  still  anchained,"  and  they  would 
probably  best  promote  the  settlement  of 
International  disputes  by  arbitration  by 
letting  it  be  known  that  if  there  was  an 
appeal  to  a  fiercer  tribunal  the  United 
States  wonld  not  be  out  of  the  debate. 
That  seems  to  qualify  the  very  rosy 
colour  which  my  hon.  Friend  has  placed 
on  past  proceedings  on  this  question, 
and  will,  perhaps,  assist  the  House  to 
forto  its  own  judgment  on  the  matter. 
I  will  only  say,  in  conclusion,  these  few 
words  ;  and  although  these  declarations  in 
favour  of  arbitration  and  in  the  general 
interests  of  peace  as  well  as  against  vast 
military  establishments  are  of  great 
value,  there  is  another  metiiod  of  pro- 
ceeding which,  I  think,  in  our  limited 
sphere,  we  upon  this  Bench  have  en- 
deavoured to  promote,  and  to  which  I 
have  attached  very  considerable  value, 
and  that  is  the  promotion  of  what  I 
may  call  a  Central  Tribunal  in  Europe, 
a  Ckiamul  of  the  Great  Powers,  in  which 


it  may  be  anticipated,  or,  at  all  events, 
may  be  favourably  conjectured,  that 
the  rival  selfishnesseB,  if  I  may  use  so 
barbarous  an  expression,  may  neutral- 
ise one  another,  and    something  like 
impartial  authority  may  be  attained  for 
the  settlement  of  disputes.    I  am  quite 
convinced  that  if  selfishnesses  were  to  be 
sunk  and  each  State  were  to  attain  to 
some  tolerable  capacity  of  forming  a 
moderate  estimate  of  its  own  clauns,  in 
such  a   case  the  action  of  a  Central 
Authority  in  Europe  would  be  of  in- 
estimable value.    iSet  us  do  all  we  can 
in  the  direction  which  the  hon.  Member 
desires  us   to  take  by   encouraging  a 
preponderance  of  collective  opinion  in, 
Europe  over  the  individual  selfishness  of 
separate  Powers.    Bat  depend  upon  it 
the  root  of  the  whole  matter  lies  in  the 
fact  to  which  I  referred  some  time  ago, 
that  the  true  way  to  promote  the  cause 
of  peace,  and  the  most  effective  (Tf  all 
ways,  is  to  cherish  that  habit  of  mind  by 
which  we  are  enabled  and  accustomed  to 
form  just,  moderate,  rational  estimates  of 
our    own   claims,    and    not   to  pitch 
those  claims  at  an  extravagant  height, 
and  so  lay  the  basis  of  future  quurel 
and  possible  bloodshed. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Haggerston  Division  intends 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment  in  favour  of 
that  of  the  Prime  Minister,  I  think  it 
would  be  more  convenient  if  he  were  to 
take  that  course  at  once,  instead  of 
waiting  till  his  present  Amendment  be- 
comes the  substantive  Motion. 

*Mr.  CREMER:  After  consultation 

with  the  Seconder  of  the  Motion,  and 
with  some. of'  my  friends  who  have 
been  good  enough  to  promise  to  support 
me,  I  may  say  I  think  it  would  be 
advisable,  for  many  reasons  with  which 
I  need  not  trouble  the  House,  to  with- 
draw my  Motion,  and  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  a^in  proposed,  TJiat 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  ^e  Chair.** 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  tlie 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  this  House  has  learnt  with  satisfaction  thi^ 
both  Houses  o£  the  United  States  Congress 
hav^  hy  Besolation,  requested  the  taident  to 
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invito  from  time  to  time,  as  fit  occasioiu  toav 
ai!iB&  n^tiationa  with  Any  GoverDment  with 
which  the  United  States  have,  or  may  have, 
diplomatic  relations,  to  the  end  that  any  differ- 
ences or  dispatee  arising  between  the  two 
GoTemments  which  cannot  be  adjusted  by 
diplomatic  agency  may  be  referred  to  arbitra- 
tion, and  peaceably  adjusted  by  such  means  ; 
and  that  this  House,  cordially  sympathising 
with  the  purpose  in  view,  expresses  the  hope 
that  Her  Majesty's  Governmeat  will  lend  their 
ready  co-operation  to  tha  Government  of  the 
United  States  upon  the  basis  of  the  forwoing 
Besolution,"— (.t/r.  W.  B.  Oladttme,) 

— instead  thereof. 


Queetion  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  l^t  oat  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

•Mr.  J.W.  LOWTHER  (Camberland, 
Penrith)  :  I  hope  that  the  House  will 
accord  me  some  d^ree  of  sympathy  in 
the  difficult  position  in  which  I  find 
myself  at  the  present  moment.    I  hare 
to  follow  a  speech  to  which  the  whole 
House  has  listened  with  rapt  attention, 
all  the  more  marked,  I  think,  because 
it  comes  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  last  Fariiamentary  evening  of  a 
very  arduous  and  somewhat  contentious 
week.   I  trust  that,  in  the  few  observa- 
tions which  I  shall  have  to  offer,  I  shall 
in  no  degree  disturb  the  barmojiy  which 
seems  to  exist,  and  which  found  in  the 
speech  of  the  Prime  Miuister  an  echo 
from  the  speeches  of  the  Mover  and 
Seconder  of  the  Resolution.     I  feel 
bound  to  say,  liowever,  that  I  cannot 
take  quite   such  a  rosy  view   of  the 
results  which  are  likely  to  follow  the 
acceptatice  of  the  Resolution  as  wax 
taken,   apparently,   by  lion.  Members 
opposite.    This  question  of  International 
arbitral  iou  has  been  before  the  House 
for  a  long  period  of  time.    I  think  it 
was  last  discussed  here  in  1873  ;  and  I 
am  bound  to  say,  for  my  part,  that  the 
Resolution  now  before  us,  and  which  is 
likely  to  be  accepted,  is  a  great  im- 
provement on  the  one  carried  iu  the  year 
1873,  for  that  seems  to  me  to  have  been 
totally  impracticable.    This  one,  at  all 
events,  can  do  no  harm  whatever,  even 
if  it  may  not  do  a  great  deal  of  good.  I 
think,  also,  the  fact  that  since  1843  we 
have  been  engaged  in  nnmeroas  arbitra- 
tions on  a  great  variety  of  subjects 
proves   more   conclusively    than  any 


Resolution  we  could  adopt  that  this 
country  has  accepted  the  principle  of 
(urbitration  for  International  dispotn. 
The  Prime  Minister,  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  gave  a  list  of  the  arbitrations 
which  hare  taken  place  since  1822,  and, 
according  to  his  calcolation,  there  were 
14.  I  bare  also  been  at  pains  to 
examine  the  number,  and  accwding  to 
my  calculation  it  is  18. 

Mr.  Wi  E.  GLADSTONE :  My  list 
only  came  down  to  1885. 

•Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER :  Since  then 
there  have  been  four — one  eompkted, 

one  approaching  a  solution,  and  two  not 
rery  far  advanced.    And  it  is  extremely 
satisfactory  to  note  that  eight  of  these 
arbitrations  hare  been  with  the  Govera- 
ment  of  the  United  States,  thus  giving 
proof  of  our  strong  desire  to  apply  the 
principle  of  arbitration  to  disputes  which 
may,  unfortunately,  from  time  to  time 
arise.    The  Prime  Minister,  when  deal- 
ing with  this  question,  seemed  rather 
to  auggfflt  that  the  result  of  these 
arbitrations  might  tend  to  throw  cold 
water  upon  our  anxiety  to  adopt  the 
principle  in  the  future.    I  think,  on  the 
contrary,  that  the  mere  fact  that  we 
have  so  often  been  defeated  in  these 
arbitrations,  and  have,  nerertheless,  gone 
on  steadily  applying  the  principle  when- 
ever it  could  be  applied,  constitutes  an 
argument   which   shows  we  are  as  a 
nation,  whatever  Government  may  be  in 
power,  dotenniued,  whenever  opportunity 
properly  arises,  to  apply  the  principle.  I 
would  point  out  that  during  the  last  10 
years  we  have  insOTted  in  several  Com- 
mercial Treaties  an  Arbitration  Clanse 
for  the  settlement  by  arbitration  of  differ- 
ences that  might  arise  out  of  those 
Treaties  ;  and  in  the  Act  which  resulted 
from  the  Berlin  Conference  of  1885  & 
clause  was  also  inserted  providing,  not 
exactly  perhaps  by  arbitration,  but  by 
mediation,  for  adjusting  any  disputes 
that  might  arise  between  the  signatory 
Powers  iu  reference  to  territorial  posses- 
sions on  the  Congo  or  in  West  Africa*. 
Therefore  in  this  matter  w^  have  a  clean 
record.    We  have  set  a  good  example 
to  the  world.    Whether  tUs  Resolution 
in  £|i.vouT  of  International  arbitration  ia 
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pMsed  or  rejected,  the  mind  of  the  coun- 
try is  undoubtedly  Bet  upon  carrying  out 
the  priDcipIe  of  arbitration,  and  succes- 
sive GoTemments  have  applied  it  as 
Cu*  as  it  has  been  in  their  power  to 
do  so.    I  rather  regret  that  the  Mover 
and  Secouder  of  the  Resolution  dealt  so 
much  in  generalities.    I  am  certain  that 
no  one  on  this  side  of  the  House  would 
dispute  their  condemnation  of  the  horrors 
of  war,  and  the  terrible  expense  it  in- 
volves ;   but  I  am  sorry  they  did  not 
address  themselves  to  the  more  practical 
question  of  how  a  Treaty  of  Arbitration 
with  the  United  States  would  advance 
matters.  I  pointed  to  the  fact  that  during 
recent  years  we  have  on  no  fewer  than 
eight  occasions  entered  into  arbitration 
with  the  United  States  in  cases  where 
differences  had  arisen  between  us  ;  and  I 
say  that  if  a  Treaty  of  Arbitration  had 
been  in  existence  during  those  years  no 
more  could  have  been  done  than  has  been 
effected  without  the  existence  of  such  a 
Treaty.    For  it  must  be  borne  io  mtnd 
that  if  such  a  Treaty  was  in  existence, 
each  separate  question  of  difference  as  it 
arose  must  itself  be  the  subject  of  a  fresh 
Treaty.  I  do  bot  suppose  it  is  suggested 
that  we  should  try  to  fix  upon  some 
tribunal  which  is  for  all  time  to  settle 
differences  that  may  srise  between  our- 
selves and   the  United  States.  That 
would  be  a  very  dangerous  proposal  to 
adopt.    I  need  not  go  into  the  question 
of  the  reasons  which  make  some  Grovem- 
ments  jealous  of  our  own,   nor  need 
I  go  into  the  reasons  why  from  time  to 
time  our  relations  with  other  Govern- 
ments undergo  a  process  of  change.  I 
tiunk  I  may  content  myself  with  saying 
that     it     may   very    well     be  that 
the  Government  upon  which  the  United 
States  and  ourselves  may  agree  at  the 
{H^ent  time  as  a  very  proper  and  just 
tribunal  to  settle  our  diffierences  may,  in 
the  course  of  a  few  years,  become  any- 
thing but  an  acceptable  tribunal,  either 
totbe  United  States  or  to  ourselves,  before 
vhich  to  lay  our  differences.  As  each  case 
of  difference  arises  there  will  have  to  be 
a  fresh  tribunal,  and  the  basis  on  which 
the  arbitratioa  is  to  take  place  will  have 
to  be  settled.   Bemember,  also,  that  an 
Arbitntion  Treaty  in  itself  cannot  com- 
pel arbitration.  Suppose  a  grave  question 
were  unfortunately  to  arise  between  oar- 
selves  and  the  United  States,  on  which 


the  people  of  both  countries  felt  very 
deeply — a  question  which  was  felt  to 
be  worth  fighting   for,   it  would  be 
easy  to  tear  up  the  Treaty  of  friendship 
we  now  have  with  the  United  States  and 
the  Arbitration  Treaty  besides.  Arbi- 
tration doea  not  necessarily  preclude  war. 
For  instance,  suppose  one  of  the  parties 
to  an  arbitration  declined  to  carry  out  the 
award  of  the  arbitration  ?     A  case  of 
that  kind  actually  occurred  in  1839,  when 
the  Government  of  the  United  States 
and  the  Goremment  of  Mexico  entered 
into  an  agreement  to  refer  certain  claims 
made  against  the  Government  of  Mexico 
to  four  Commissioners,  and  in  the  event 
of  the  Commissioners  disagreeing  an 
appeal  was  to  be  made  to  the  King  of 
ft-iissia.    The  Commissioners  met  the 
following  year ;   they  allowed  certain 
claims,  and  it  became  the  duty  Of  the 
Government  of  Mexico  to  carry  out  the 
award.    They  declined  to  do  so,  and  the 
United    States   declared    war  against 
Mexico  in  order  to  enforpe  the  arbitrar 
tioD.   I  do  not  say  whethw  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  were  right 
or  wrong  in  the  course  they  took.    I  am 
not  passing  any  judgment  whatever  upon 
it.    I  am  simply  laying  down  the  general 
proposition   that  arbitration  does  not 
necessarily  of  itself  preclude  war.    If  I 
thought  that  by  passing  the  present  or 
any  similar  Resolution,  and  by  entering 
into  a  Treaty  of  Arbitration  with  the 
United  States,  we  would  get  rid  of  the 
chance — even  the  remote  chance— of  war 
arising,  I  would  vote  for  it  at  once.  But 
we  have  to  look  at  the  matter  as  practical 
men.   Even  with  regard  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  itself,  and  the 
Resolution  of  Congress  in  1890,  to  the 
histor?  of  which  the  Prime  Minister 
referred,  there  is  a  singular  circumstance 
to  be  noted.     The  Joint  Resolution  of 
Congress  was  passed  in  February,  1890  ; 
but  in  June  of  the  same  year,  only  a  few 
months  afterwards,  another  Joint  Resolu- 
tion was  passed  by  Congress  authorising 
the  President  to  take  such  measures  as 
might  be  necessary  to  promptly  obtain 
indemnity  from  the  Venezneum  Groveni- 
ment  for  injuries  sustained  in  respect  of  a 
Steamship  Company  at  the  hands  of 
Venezuelan  belligerents  in  1871.  The 
professions  of  universal  peace,  which  the 
month  of  February  witnessed,  were  in 
the  month  of  Jane,  in  the  case  of  Vene- 
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cnela,  unfortunately  forgotten.  Tfawe 
can  be  no  doubt — the  Prime  Minister 
was  very  careful  to  put  the  poiutclearly — 
that  cases  may  arise  between  nations 
which  cannot  be  referred  to  arbitration  ; 
and  I  can  only  hope,  it  the  Resolution  is 
passed}  and  if  the  Government  thereupon 
proceed  to  euter  into  negotiations  with 
the  United  States  for  a  Treaty,  they  will 
be  careful  to  exclude  such  questions. 
There  was  one  circumstance,  by  the  way, 
to  which  the  Prime  Minister  did  not 
refer  when  he  quoted  the  speech  of 
President  Harrison  at  the  (Ecumenical 
Conference.  After  dwelling  on  the 
adTButages  of  peace  at  the  Conference, 
President  Harrison,  I  find  it  recorded, 
went  fltraight  to  the  arsenal  and  speut 
many  bours  inspecting  the  gnus.  In  the 
great  Debate  which  took  place  in  1849 
Lord  John  Russell  indicated  very  clearly 
those  questions  which  no  country  would 
be  prepared  to  submit  to  arbitration. 
He  said— 

"  There  are  questions  which  occur  between 
nations  that  cannot  well  or  fitly  besabmitted  to 
arbitrntinn—questioDB  involving  the  dearest 
interests,  the  hoooar,  or  safety  of  a  country, 
which  if  a  Government  proposed  tosubmit  toan 
arbitrator,  the  force  of  public  opinion  and  public 
feelinfF  woold  be  snch  as  to  lender  It  impoeeible 
for  a  QoTemment  to  carry  ontsnch  a  purpose." 

I  do  not  think  I  need  detain  the  House 
further.  J  say  the  facts  of  the  last  few 
years  are  the  best  assurance  as  to  the 
future.  I  think  we  can  see  in  the  fact 
that  OTcr  and  over  during  the  last  60 
or  70  years  we  have  -been  prepared 
to  refer  cases  of  great  moment  exciUng  a 
great  deal  of  feeling  to  arbitration,  an 
earnest  and  a  pledge  that  future  Govern- 
ments will  be  prepared  to  carry  out  the 
principle  of  International  arbitration. 

*Mr.  STANSFELD  (Halifax)  said, 
he  found  some  difficulty  in  apprehending 
the  object  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
seemed,  while  not  professing  any  inten- 
tion of  opposing  the  Resolutiou,  to  throw 
oold  water  upon  it.  Instead  of  address- 
ing himself  to  the  great  subject  placed 
before  the  House,  the  hon.  Member  in- 
vited the  House  to  consider  the  merits  of 
former  Governments  in  enteriug  upon 
arbitrations  in  which  tliey  had  been 
beaten,  and  propounded  the  proposition 
that  it  was  better  to  follow  the  policy  of 
Mr.  J.  fV.Lmotker 


the  past  than  to  enter  into  Arbitntkn 
Treaties. 

•Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER :  I  am  sorry 
to  intemipt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 

but  I  do  not  think  my  argument  cui 
bear  that  coustructlon.  I  said  the  fact 
that  though  we  had  been  beaten  several 
times  in  arbitration  we  were  quite  pre- 
pared to  accept  it  told  very  strongly  in 
favour  of  continuing  the  principle  of 
arbitration. 

•Mr.  STANSFELD  said,  the  hon. 
Member  advocated  the  principle  of  being 
ready  to  enter  into  arbitration  when  the 
time  arose,  bat  of  not  entering  into  in 
Arbitration  Treaty.  That  position  was 
precisely  the  reverse  of  the  position 
taken  by  those  who  supported  the  Motion. 
Tbey  felt  that  no  greater  benefit  could 
accrue  to  general  progress  and  peace 
than  by  arriving  at  a  relationship  be- 
tween  nations  which  would  substitute 
the  arbitration  of  competent  tribunals  for 
the  arbitrament  of  the  sword.  He  wonU 
address  himself  to  the  subject  raised  by 
the  Resolution.  His  excuse  for  so  doing 
was  that  he  was  one  of  the  234  Members 
who  in  1887  signed  a  Memorial  to  the 
President  and  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  which  was  the  origin  of  the  pro- 
ceedings which  had  culminated  in  the 
Resolution  before  the  House.  His  ri^it 
hoo.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister  had  sub* 
stituted  for  the  original  Resolution  a 
Resolution  of  his  own,  with  the  conseot 
of  the  Morer-and  Seconder.  He  believed 
that  the  amended  Resolution  was  more 
binding  upon  the  Government,  by  whose 
Chief  it  had  been  proposed,  and  would 
have  far  greater  weight  and  value  in 
European  International  discussions  than 
if  it  had  simply  been  assented  to  by  the 
Government  and  accepted  by  the  House 
in  its  original  form.  He  was  under  no 
obligations  ;  his  free  speech  was  uohanK 
pered,  and  he  wished  to  say  what  be 
thought  on  this  subject  in  the  feveit 
possible  words.  He  himself  wont  further 
than  the  Resolution.  What  object  or 
interest  conld  compare  in  value  for  this 
country  with  the  object  and  interest 
peace  ?  As  the  Seconder  of  the  Resohi- 
tion  bad  poiuted  out,  Lord  Derby  declared 
that  peace  was  the  greatest  interest  d 
this  country.    As  fu-  as  Intematioiiat 
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affairs  were  oonceraed,  peace  was  almost 
the  only  interest  of  this  country.  What 
lutonational  Keform  could  coDceiv- 
ably  compare  with  it  ?  .Unleaa  ther 
were  to  go  further;  and  there  was  a 
farther  nmd  to  travel  and  a  further  goal 
to  reach  than  the  goal  of  Arbitration 
Treaties.  No  country  was  more  in- 
terested in  peace  than  ourselves,  for  we 
had  given  more  hostages  to  fortune  than 
any  other  country,  and  we  had  more 
vuloerahle  poiuts — we  had  more  to  lose 
and  less  to  gain  by  war,  and  it  would  be 
utter  folly  if  we  did  not  uudorstaud  that 
it  would  be  for  our  best  advantage  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment  to  enter  into  a 
Treaty  of  Peace  and  Arbitration  with 
the  great  Anglo-Sucon  raee  on  the 
other  side  of  the  Aliantie.  But  arbi- 
tration was  not  the  goal.  The  nltimate 
ideal  was  an  International  Law, 
created  by  the  society  of  nations,  for- 
bidding International  breaches  of  the 
peace,  and  settling  disputes  between 
nations  as  the  disputes  between  the 
citizens  of  individual  States  were  settled. 
That  was  a  distant  ideal ;  bat  it  was 
well  to  have  it  always  in  view.  Diplo- 
macy was  the  first  step  to  its  attainment. 
The  assertion  of  neutral  rights  and 
interests  was  the  second,  with  the  con- 
sequent restrietion  of  the  rights  of 
belligerents.  They  all  knew  that  the 
old  International  Law  was  a  law  of 
belligerents,  created  by  belligerents,  and 
hnposed  upon  neutrals ;  but  the  true 
International  Law  —  the  International 
Law  of  the  future— must  be  settled  by 
neutrals  and  imposed  on  belligerents,  and 
must  restrict  the  acts  of  individual  nations 
in  the  interest  ofi  the  world  at  large. 
Conferences  and  Congresses  of  Nations 
were  useful  as  training  them  towards 
the  ideal;  and  the  highest  exnmple 
of  these  was  the  Alabama  Treaty 
Conference,  a  part  in  which  was 
the  proudest  privilege  he  had  ever 
enjoyed.  The  Prime  Minister  referred 
to  the  great  conception  of  some  per- 
manent Council  of  the  Great  Power^j 
sitting  to  judge  and  adjust  the  quarrels 
of  the  nations  of  the  civilised  world. 
That  was  the  future  completion  of  the 
idea  of  Congresses  of  Nations.  These 
Congresses  would  train  the  nations  to  the 
building  up  of  a  true  International  Law 
to  find  its  sanction  in  the  future.  A 
general  system  of  arbitration  was  a  still' 


further  step  towards  that  ultimate  law 
which  would  mean  a  general  disarma- 
ment, and  the  almost  impossibility 
of  war  between  the  great  civilised 
States  of  the  world.  Above  all 
other  things,  it  was  the  interest 
of  Great  Britain,  as  a  peaceful,  wealthy, 
and  industrial  nation,  to  lead  the  way 
in  this  matter ;  and  the  opportunity  was 
afforded  by  the  action  and  initiative 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 
No  time  could  be  more  fitting.  Some 
people  might  imagine  that  in  the  present 
condition  of  Europe  the  time  was  not 
propitious.  He  believed  that  the  present 
condition  of  Europe  made  the  present  not 
the  less,  but  the  more  fitting  time  for 
taking  some  step  towards  the  goal  of 
which  he  had  spoken.  Europe  groaned 
beneath  the  weight  of  her  armunents,. 
and  trembled  beneath  the  tread  of  millions 
of  armed  men,  and  some  way  out  of  the 
present  impasse  must  be  found.  If  they 
did  not  find  a  way  out  of  the  difficulty, 
'  the  greatest  catastrophe,  the  most  frightful 
loss,  the  greatest  social  ruin  were  the  in- 
evitable future  of  the  civilised  world.. 
Everyone  in  Europe  felt  the  future  coming 
like  a  dread  doom.  As  a  matter  of  fact,, 
these  conditions  of  Europe  which  he  had 
eadeavoured  to  desorilie  were  already 
affecting  the  minds  of  men,  and  preparing 
them  for  a  perfect  revolution  of  ideas. 
They  had  a  chance  of  setting  an  example; 
and  he  asked  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  endeavoured  to  chill  their  en- 
thusiasm why  should  they  not  hope  the 
most  from  arbitration,  or  what  had  they 
to  fear  from  it  ?  When  the  two  Angl(K 
Saxon  communities  on  both  sides  of  the 
Atlantic  had  agreed  together  by  Treaty 
for  the  constitution  of  Courts  of  Arbitra- 
tion, they  would  feel  a  mutual  sense 
of  inunense  relief,  and  they  would  be 
setting  a  fruitful  example  of  the 
supremest  common  sense  to  the  world. 
He  held  the  opinion  that  the  opportunity 
offered  them  was  the  best  possible 
opportunity.  The  Resolution,  even  as 
amended  by  the  Prime  Minister,  did  not 
ask  the  Government  to  open  any  general 
communications  and  negotiations  witii 
all  the  nations  of  the  world  or  to  under- 
take an  initiative,  but  simply  to  lend  a 
favourable  ear  and  give  a  favouraUe 
response  to  an  initiative  propounded. 
The  precedent  of  1873,  referred  to 
by   the   Prime   Minister,    was   of  a 
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different  kind  ;  the  proposition,  ihen,  was 
that  the  Foreign  Secretary  should  be 
authorised  and  requested  to  enter  into 
general  negotiations  towards  the  com- 
position of  some  InternatioDal  tribunal 
to  settle  International  disputes.  That 
proposition  was  open  to  manj  objections  ; 
but  to  what  objection  was  this  proposition 
open  ?  Surely  it  was  well  wortii  while 
to  try  to  make  a  sensible  Treaty  on  the 
subject.  Nothing  could  be  easier  than 
that  proposed  to  be  done.  The  United 
States  were  prepared  to  receive  readily 
any  negotiatioiir)  to  which  they  might  be 
inrited  by  the  President  of  that  country, 
who  had  been  requested  by  Congress  to 
enter  into  sucb  negotiations.  Mean- 
time, this  was  a  subject  not  merely  for 
the  Gorernmeut,  but  for  the  House. 
They  bad  now  secured  the  acquiescence 
of  their  own  Government.  Nothing 
conld  be  truer  and  greater  than  the 
proposition  that  iu  the  midst  of  armed 
Europe,  with  millions  of  men  crushing 
down  the  industries  of  the  time,  the  still 
small  voice  of  political  conscience  should 
be  raised  to  say  that  all  this  was  folly 
that  should  be  put  a  stop  to.  When 
public  opinion  had  once  mastered  this 
subject — and  the  people  of  the  world 
were  fast  being  driven  to  the  conclusitin 
that  they  should  compel  their  Govern- 
ments to  this  conclusion — they  would 
have  succeeded  in  creating  at  once  a 
moral  and  physical  European  collective 
power,  against  which  all  the  ambition  of 
warlike  nations  and  the  tendencies  and 
temptations  of  individual  nations  would 
strive  iu  vain.  He  earnestly  recom- 
mended the  Besolution. 

'  Sir  G.BADEN-POWELL  (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale)  Baid,he  had  not  tbecapacity,even 
if  he  had  the  desire,  to  follow  his  right 
hon.  Friend  to  the  high  level  of  what  he 
conld  not.  but  call  an  International 
Millennium,  for  he  did  not  think  that  in 
his  lifetime,  at  all  events,  they  would 
ever  arrive  at  it.  But,  as  many  Members 
of  the  House  knew,  he  recently  had  had 
practical  experience  in  a  great  case  of 
arbitration,  and  from  that  practical  ex- 
perience he  might  be  able  to  offer  a  few 
words  which  would  have  weight  with  the 
House.  In  two  directions  he  thought 
his  experience  would  be  useful  to  them. 
In  one  of  those  directions  diey  had  to  deal 
Mr.  Stansfeld 


with  the  case  not  only  of  present  danger 
to  the  peace  existing  between  two  great 
nations,  but  to  deal  with  a  case  of  uncommoB 
perplexity  of  detail.  The  other  directioc 
in  which  they  had  to  work  was  one  ii 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  who  had 
just  sat  down  would  not  have  regarded 
arbiUvtions  as  always  easy.  They  had 
to  deal  with  a  nation  which  they  knew 
had  already  in  Congress  proposed  that 
arbitration  should  always  prevail  betweea 
themselves  and  us.  And  although  both 
nations  and  both  Governments  and  the 
Commissioners  on  both  sides  were  all  of 
them  anxious  in  this  matter  of  arbitra- 
tion, yet  they  found  difficulties  provided 
at  every  turn,  which  prevented  them 
obtaining  an  adequate  Treaty.  He  was 
not  in  a  position  to  tell  the  House  what 
was  occurring  and  what  had  occurred  in 
this  furbitration ;  but  he  would  say  they 
had  met  with  a  measure  of  very  con- 
siderable success,  if  only  in  the  fact  that 
they  had  obtained  and  secured  that  these 
very  complex  questions  should  be  sub- 
mitted to  arbitration ;  and  be  ventured  to 
say  from  his  experience  of  that  work, 
which  had  now  occupied  htm  personally 
since  May,  1891,  that  he  had  far  greater 
hope  iu  the  ultimate  success  of  arbitra- 
tion between  nations  than  he  evw  had 
before.  Hope  and  confidence  were 
founded  not  on  theory,  on  what  they 
might  wish  to  see  iu  the  fntnre,  hut  od 
actual  practical  experience,  which  was 
already  matter  of  history.  He  would 
like  to  point  out  that  in  this,  as  in  all 
other  arbitrations,  the  one  great  difficulty 
was  that  of  ultimate  sanction,  and  it  was  a 
problem  that  remained  yet  unsolved. 
With  regard  to  the  14  cases  of  arbitra- 
tion which  the  Prime  Minister  bad  put 
before  them  as  showiug  the  difficulty  <tf 
entering  upon  such  a  course,  it  was  quite 
true  that  they  had  failed  in  a  great  many 
of  those  which  affected  their  just  in- 
terests ;  but  he  had  been  at  some  puns 
to  study  the  history  of  those  (nses,  and 
he  ventured  to  assert  that  the  lesson  to 
be  derived  from  those  cases  was  that, 
as  a  nation,  they  had  been  too  apt  to 
enter  upon  arbitration  without  having 
acquired  a  proper  and  adequate  know- 
ledge of  the  facts  of  the  case,  and  he 
might  add  that  in  the  most  recent  c&se 
they  had  endeavoured  to  arrive  at  a  fall 
knowledge  of  the  facta  of  the  case 
before    they  entered   the  ArbitratioD 
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Court.  There  were  many  cases  in  which 
ve  coutd  obtun  the  aettlonent  of  dis- 
pates  bj  arbitration,  and  by  so  doing  we 
should  be  pioneers  in  a  policy  which 
would  conduce  to  our  own  prosperity  and 
to  the  saving  of  modern  civilisation  from 
tiie  fate  that  wars  had  brought  upon 
pnTious  civilisations. 

•Captain  NORTON  (Newington, 
W.)  said,  that  having  for  years 
been  connected  with  one  of  the  great 
fighting  professions,  he  did  not  wish 
that  their  motives  should  be  misjudged 
in  this  matter.  He  held  that  under 
certain  conditions — where  the  existence 
or  freedom  (d  a  nation  was  concerned — 
war  must  be  the  ultimate  issue  ;  but  he 
agreed  with  the  distinguished  soldier, 
the  late  Gtenefal  Sheridan,  that  things 
were  moving  in  a  very  different  direction 
now  to  what  they  did  some  years  ago. 
They  were  told  less  than  a  century 
ago  that  to  abolish  duelling  would 
be  impossible ;  but  duelling  bad  now 
{omotically  ceased  to  exist  in  this  country, 
and  the  reason  why  it  still  existed  in 
certain  foreign  countries  was  that  it  had 
become  a  farce.  He  believed  with 
Greneral  Sheridan  that  the  great  precision 
of  modern  weapons — the  destructiveneas 
of  which  they  might  judge  by  a  recent 
invention — would  lead  to  such  a  state  of 
things  that  among  civilised  nations  war 
woulS  become  practically  impossible. 
Neither  France  nor  Germany  had  gained 
anything  by  the  war  of  1870.  John 
Bright  pointed  out  that  if  the  case  of 
the  Crimean  War  bad  been  referred  to 
arbitration  it  would,  in  all  probability, 
never  have  taken  place.  Of  one  thing  he 
was  convinced — that  as  civilisation  and 
education  advanced  the  democracies  of 
Europe  would  certainly  be  averse  to 
being  pushed  into  war  by  diplomats 
before  the  matter  had  been  referred  to 
arbitration.  It  had  been  frequently 
stated  that  democracies  were  aggressive, 
and  they  were  referred  to  the  wars  of 
France  after  the  First  Revolution  ;  but 
that  was  a  brutal  and  an  unedncated 
democracy.  America  was  then  pointed 
to— the  war  between  North  and  South  ; 
but  there  they  were  fighting,  on  the  one 
hand,  for  great  material  interests,  and,  on 
the  other,  for  a  grand  principle.  He 
VOL.  Xm.    [fourth  series.] 


therefore  maintained  that,  though  there 
might  be  many  instances  in  which  it 
might  be  impossible  to  avoid  war,  there 
were  also  many  in  which,  by  means  of 
arbitration,  great  and  disastrous  wars 
might  be  avoided.  He  believed  that  before 
a  century  had  rolled  by  we  should  see  a 
great  people — the  Anglo-Saxon  race — 
numbering  not  100,000,000,  but  in  all  pro- 
bability 300,000,000  or  400,000,000,  with 
such  vast  power,  such  vast  moral  influence, 
and  such  illimitable  wealth  that  that  nation 
would  be  practically  able  to  dictate  terms 
of  peace  to  the  world. 

•Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said}  he  would  not  follow  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  (Capti^ 
Norton)  into  his  fairyland  of  day  dreams, 
but  rose  to  vindicate  the  eminently 
sensible,  judicious,  and  practical  speech 
delivered  by  the  late  Undo*  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  from  the 
adverse  criticism  directed  against  it  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld).  As  a 
miserable  sinner,  he,  of  course,  humbly 
accepted  the  doctrine  preached  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  horrors 
of  war ;  but  he  felt  that  the  difficulty  lay 
in  the  application  of  the  doctrine.  The 
question  was,  how  were  they  to  prevent 
war  in  certain  circumstances  ?  Would  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Halifax  kindly 
instruct  the  House  what  we  were  to  do  if 
we  were  insulted  nationally,  if  the  juat 
interests  of  our  teeming  millions  were 
attacked,  or  if  we  were  invaded  ?  Nobody 
had  a  more  tender  or  affectionate  regard 
than  he  had  for  our  American  cousins ; 
but  would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
kindly  instruct  them  as  to  how  the  desir- 
able object  they  all  had  in  view  was  to  be 
attained  if  the  United  States  were,  un- 
fortunately, to  inaiat  on  an  International 
dispute  .''  It  was  not  enough  to  preach 
to  them  the  doctrine  of  general  policy  ; 
they  must  be  shown  what  they  were  to 
do,  and  how  they  were  to  do  it.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  late  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  endeavoured  to 
show  some  practical  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  the  proposal,  whereupon  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Halifax  accused  him  of 
throwing  cold  water  upon  it  and  giving 
it  a  chilling  reception.  He  (Sir  B. 
Temple)  entirely  demurred  to  that.  His 
3  I 
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hon.  Friend  did  Botiungctf  the  Icind.  What 
he  did  was  simply  to  pohit  ont  some  of 
the  practical  diffionltiee,  and  to  show  how 
hard  they  would  be  to  overcome.  This 
Resoln^a  proposed  bj  the  Prime 
Minister  was  in  general  terms  ;  but  if  it 
was  to  lead  to  any  result  there  must  be 
some  agreement.  There  must  be  some- 
thing :in  writing.  He  did  not  suppose 
any  hon.  Gentleman  would  wish  them  to 
be  content  with  a  mere  Terhal  nnder- 
8tanding»  a  mere  interchange  of  diplomatic 
omnmnnications ;  hut  they  would  wish  to 
see  something  definite  proposed.  He 
supposed  they  roust  be  in  the  shape 
of  diplomatic  Protocols,  following  by 
'some  agreement  terminating  in  a  Treaty. 
He  concluded  that  a  Treaty,  in  some 
*hape  or  other,  sooner  or  later  there  must 
be.  The  tenour  of  that  Treaty  would  be 
to  set  forth  that  whatever  disputes 
should  arise  between  us  and  the  United 
States  should  be  settled  by  arbitration. 
What  happened  then  ?  Were  we  to  be 
subject  to  a  general  system  ot  arbitra- 
"tiou  ?  If  it  were  a  question  of  boundaries, 
)or  territory,  commercial  relations,  or  the 
869-1  catching  in  the  Bebring  Sea  and  the 
fisheries  in  thePacificOcean,nodoubt  these 
questions  would  form  fitting  subjects  for 
arbitration.  But,  as  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther)  had  pointed 
out,  they  had  that  already,  and  there 
was  no  dispute  of  that  sort  whidi 
had  arisen  within  the  last  two  genera- 
tions but  bad  been  referred  to  arbitra- 
tion ;  and,  no  donbt,  whatever  dispute  of 
this  nature  arose  in  the  future  would  be 
so  referred.  But  behind  all  this  there 
were  greater  questions  which  might 
arise  between  two  high-spirited  nations  ; 
and,  DO  doubt,  of  all  disputes  the  most 
serious  were  family  disputes.  Now,  dis- 
putes between  Great  Britain  and  the  United 
States  were  essentially  of  a  family  cha- 
racter. Looking  to  questions  of  that 
kind,  he  would  jnst  again  refer  to  a 
passage  from  the  speech  of  President 
Harrison.  What  did  the  President  say  ? 
He  said — 

*'  It  is  quite  possible  to  appl;  arbitration  to  a 
dispute  an  to  a  boundary  line.  It  is  quite  ini> 
posti^ible,  it  seeme  to  me,  so  to  apply  it  to  the 
case  of  InterDational  feud.  If  there  is  present 
an  aggressive  spirit  to  seize  territory  or  a  Bpirit 
of  national  a^randisement  which  does  not  stop 
to  uoDsider  the  rights  of  other  people,  in  such  a 
ca^e  and  in  such  a  spirit  International  arbitra- 
tion is  a  remote  and  difficult  operation," 

Sir  R.  Te  mple 


had  no  doubt  hob.  Gentlemen 
posite  would  say  that  these  remarks  ap> 
plied  merely  to  us — to  that  nationality 

which  was  symbolised  by  the  British 
lion.  No  doubt  they  did  apply  to  us  w 
much  as  to  any  nation ;  but  surely  they  did 
not  apply  to  us  alone,  and  they  certainlj 
applied  as  much  to  our  American  consini. 
The  dispositions  of  the  two  races  wen 
very  much  alike.  The  spirit  was  equally 
high  in  both,  and  in  all  these  matten  it 
would  be  found  that  the  Americans  were 
very  British  indeed.  Were  we  prepared 
to  say,  or  to  ask  the  United  States  to 
say,  that  any  conceivable  matter  which 
might  form  the  subject  of  dispute  between 
the  two  nations  should  be  referred  to  arbi- 
tration ?  ["Why  not?"]  Some  hon. 
Gentleman  asked.  Why  not  ?  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  consent  to  sneh 
a  proposal,  he  apprehended  that  neither 
his  countrymen  nor  their  Ameriean 
cousins  would.  While  sympathising 
thoroughly  with  the  object  of  the  Reath 
Intiou,  he  felt  bound  to  point  out  the 
practical  diflicultles  which'  had  already 
been  indicated  by  his  hon.  Friend  below 
him.  He  yielded  to  no  man  in  the 
House;  in  regard,  indeed,  in  affection  fot 
the  Americans,  and  war  with  them  wonld 
be  fratricidal,  indeed  suicidal,  to  both 
parties.  And  having  pointed  ont  the 
difiiculties  in  detail,  he  subscribed  heartily 
to  the  general  terms  of  the  Resolution.  ' 

Sm  W.  HAECOUBT:  I  only 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  asking  the 
House  to'  pass  this  Resofaition.  The 
Resolution,  which  is  of  immense  import- 
ance, was  supported  by  the  authority  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  and  it  affords  me  the 
greatest  satisfaction  to  know  that  the 
House  is  about  to  pass  it  unanimously. 
I  trust  that  the  House  will  now  take 
sudh  steps  as  are  necessary  to  place  npw 
the  Journals  one  of  the  most  importuit 
Resolutions  that  can  be  submitted  to  it. 

*Mr.  SKAFE  (Lancashire.  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood)  observed,  that  as  the  speech  of 
President  Harrison  had  been  quoted  by 
the  Prime  Minister  and  other  speakers, 
he  (Mr.  Snape)  wished  to  say  that  he 
was  present  at  the  (Eeumenical  Coofo^ 
ence  at  Washington,  at  which  it  was 
made,  having  been  invited  to  read  a 
paper  there  on  the  subject  of  Intcp- 
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national  arbitration.  He  oould  testify 
tlut  FresideDt  Harrison  expressed  the 
greatest  sympathy  with  International 
ivbitration.  The  United  States  Legis- 
lature had  committed  itself  again  and 
again  to  the  principle  of  arbitration ;  and 
no  country  in  the  world  was  so  adTanced 
Qpon  this  question  as  the  United  States. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  pnt,  and 
agreed  to. 

Beaolred,  That  this  House  has  learnt  with 
Mtfefactioii  that  both  Houses  of  the  United 
States  Congress  have,  by  lesolation,  rec^uested 
the  President. to  invite,  from  time  to  time,  as 
fit  occarions  may  arise,  negotiations  with  any 
GoTemmeat  with  which  the  United  Stat^ 
have  or  may  have  diplomatic  relaUons,  to  the 
end  that  any  differences  or  dispates  arisiDg 
between  the  two  Governments  which  cannot 
be  adjmsted  by  diplomatic  agency  may  be 
referred  to  arbitration  and  peaceably  adjusted 
1^  aach  means :  and  that  this  House,  cordially 
sympathising  with  the  purpose  in  view,  ex- 
presses  the  hope  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
meat  will  lend  their  ready  co-operation  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  upon  the 
basis  of  the  fore^ing  resolution. 

IMPROVEMENT  OF  LAND  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.— (No.  385). 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  BROMLEY  DAVENPORT 
(Cheshire,  Macclesfield)  objected. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Marjoribanks,  Berwick- 
shire) observed  that  the  Bill  was  sup- 
ported by  Members  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House. 

Mb.  DAVENPORT  said,  that  was 
not  enough.  They  should  have  some 
statement  as  to  the  object  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  said,  the 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  place  land- 
owners in  Scotland  in  the  same  position 
as  they  were  in  in  England  with  regard 
to  the  planting  of  trees. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  surely  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
oontd  gire  them  some-  explanation  as  to 
the  details  of  the  Bill. 


•SiK  J.  GOLDSMID  (St.  Panoras, 
S.)  said,  that  a  Bill  of  this  sort  might  be 
very  useful,  but  it  certainly  should  be 
explained.  The  Government  at  present  • 
offered  no  explanation  of  any  Bill  except 
the  Government  of  Ireland  Bill. 

Sir  C.  PEARSON  (Edinburgh  and 
St.  Andrews  University)  said,  that 
although  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated  that,  the  Bill  was  supported  from 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  HonsOr 
he  observed  there  was  a  Notice  on  ihe 
Paper  to  the  effect  that  it  be  read  » 
second  time  that  day  six  months  ;  there- 
fore, there  was  at  least  some  necessity  for 
some  explanation  being  given  about  the 

Bill. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER(SirW.  HA«couRT,Derby): 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  represents  himself  as 

an  opponent  of  the  Bill  

SiB  C.  PEARSON  :  Certainly  not. 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Wigton,  I  am  in- 
formed, is  the  principal  promoter  of  the 
Bill,  which  is  the  outcome  of  the  delibe- 
rations of  the  Committee  on  Re-afibrestry. 
The  whole  Bill  is  contained  in  one  olsnse, 
which  states  that  the — 

"  Enumeration  of  the  improvements  con- 
tained in  Section  9  of  the  Improvement  of 
Land  Act,  1864,  is  hereby  extended  to  the 
purpose  o|  applications  made  to  the  Board  ot 
A^rricnlture  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  ao  as 
to  include  the  planting  of  wcNjds  and  trees." 

It  appears  from  this  that  the  Act  only 
applies  to  England,  and  does  not  apply 
to  Scotland,  and  surely  no  one  can 
object  to  extending  it  to  Scotland  so  as 
to  facilitate  the  planting  of  woods  and 
trees.  Dr.  Johnson  said  himself  there 
were  no  trees  in  Scotland,  and  if  that  is 
so,  it  is  very  desirable  that  this  particular 
Bill  should  be  passed. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

NEW  LICENCES  (IRELAND)  BILL 

(No.  94.) 

COMMITTEE.  \_Progr€s$j  S27id  February.'} 

Bill  eousidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Question    again     proposed,    "  That 
Clause  1  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 
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Mb.  BROMLEY  DAVENPORT 
said,  as  there  appeared  to  be  no  one 
present  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill,  he 

•  moved  to  report  ProgrcBS. 

r/Motiou  made,  and  QueBtion  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  —  (JUr. 
Bromley  Davenport.) 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  this 
measure  had  been  in  oharge  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Lonth  for  a  long  time 
He  (Mr.  Rusaell)  opposed  it  last  Session 
beeaase  it  contained  clauses  that  he  con- 
sidered objectionable.  Those  clauses 
bad  been  removed,  and  as  the  measure  in 
no  way  fleeted  present  licence-holders, 
but  only  affected  new  licences,  he  hoped 
his  hon.  Friend  would  not  persist  in 
moving  to  report  Progress. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) remarked,  that  the  Bill  had  been 
before  the  notice  of  the  House  for  a 
considerable  time  and  had  been  fully 
explained.  He  believed  that  it  was 
favourably  viewed  by  both  sides  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  davenport  said,  his  recollec- 
tion was  that  on  the  Second  Reading 
objection  was  taken  from  those  (the 
Oppositiou)  Beuvfaes,  and  the  hon. 
Member  in  charge  of  the  Bill  made  & 
protest  and  an  appeal,  stating  that  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  were  in  favour  of 
the  measure,  and  under  those  circum- 
stances they  allowed  the  Bill  to  be  taken 
after  12  o'clock.  It  tran8pire<l,  however, 
that  there  wa»  an  objection  to  the  Bill 
from  the  colleagues  of  tlie  hon.  Member 
in  charge  of  it. 

Mb.  M,  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid.)  : 
What  colleagues  ? 

Me.  DAVENPORT  :  I  am  unable  to 
say.  I  know  there  was  an  objection  by 
one  hou.  Member — ^I  think  the  Member 
for  South  Down. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  :  It  was  with- 
drawn. 

Mb.  DAVENPORT  knew  nothing 
about  it  being  withdrawn,  but  the  notice 
of  objection  was  on  the  Paper,  Shortly 
aiUif  the  occasion  to  which  he  referred  it 
was  proposed  to  take  the  Committee 


stage,  and  they  wwe  told  than  was  u 
objection,  but  again  it  transpired  that  the 
objection  had  not  been  removed.  The 
Second  Reading  having  been  taken  under 
circumstances  not  exactly  in  accordance 
with  the  manner  in  which  Bills  ought  to 
be  taken,  after  12  o'clock,  he  must  persist 
in  his  Motion  to  report  Progress. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  :  May  I  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member,  who  has  a  facoltj 
for  opposing,  in  an  unwarrantable  mamior, 
every  kind  of  Bill,  that  every  NoUce  (tf 
Motion  for  opposing  this  Bill  has  beat 
withdrawn,  and  that  there  is  not  now  a 
single  Notice  on  the  Paper  in  oppositi<Hi 
to  it. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  the  bon. 
Member  who  was  referred  to  as  having 
objected  to  the  Bill  was  present,  and  he 
showed  no  disposition  to  object  now. 
There  was  no  opposition  on  the  port  of 
the  Irish  Members,  and  he  took  it  that 
whatever  objection  there  had  been  before 
was  more  to  taking  the  BUI  after  12 
o'clock  at  night  than  anything  else. 

Mb.  DAVENPORT  declined  to  with- 
draw his  Motion. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  19; 
Noes  108. — (Division  List,  No.  150.) 

It  being  after  Midnight,  the  Chairmati 
left  the  Chair  to  make  his  report  to  the 
House. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNUENT  (IRELAND)  PBO- 
VISIONAL  OBDEU  (No.  6)  BILL.-(Na 
S74.) 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

LOCAL    GOVBBNHENT  PBOVISIOKAL 

0RDER6  (No.  14)  BtLL.— (No.  367.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

LOCAL  GOTBBNHBNT  (IRBi^D)  PBO- 
VISIONAL  OBDBB  (Na  7)  BlLL.-(Na 

376.) 

As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  re»d 
the  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 
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LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER     (HOUSING     OF  WORKING 
CLASSES)  (No.  2)  BILL.— (No.  870.) 
As  amended,  consiclered ;  to  be  read 

the  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 

LOCAL   OOVERNUBNt  PR0VI8I0NAL 
ORDERS  (No.  16)  BILL.— (Na  366.) 
As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read 
tlw  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 

LOCAL    OOVBRKUBNT  PROVISIONAL 
OBDBBS  (No.  Ifi)  BILL.— (No.  S69.) 
As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read 
tbe  third  time  npon  Monday  next. 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (POOR  LAW)  BILL.— (No.  256.) 
As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  dpoo  Monday  next. 

WXTER    PROVISIONAL   ORDERS    (nO.  2) 

BiLX,  (by  Order), 
Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instniction  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Water  ProTisional  Orders 
(Na  2)  Bill  that  they  have  power  to  ineert  a 
clause  into  the  Llandrindotl  Wells  Water  Order 
empowering  the  Llandrlndod  Wells  Local 
Board  of  Health  to  purchase  the  Llandrindod 
Wells  Water  Company's  rights,  powers,  privi- 
leges, works,  and  property  at  a  price  to  be  agreed 
upon  by  the  jartiea,  such  price  in  case  of  dis- 
pute to  be  settled  by  arbitration  in  the  usual 
way.— (Jfr,  Eiheardt.') 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  17)  BILL.— (No.  376.) 

Reported,  with  Amendments  [Pro- 
nsional  Order  relating  to  the  City  of 
Coventry  not  to  be  proceeded  with ;  re- 
maining Order  confirmed]  [Title 
Amended.] 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon 
Monday  next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (Na  9)  BILL.— (No. 
378.) 

Reported,  with  Amendments  [Fro- 
Tieional  Order  confinned]  ;  as  amended, 
to  be  considered  upon  Monday  next. 

VOL.  XIII.   [focrth  skrixs.] 


LOCAL     GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  12)  BILL.— (Na  366.) 
Reported,  with  Amendments  [Pro- 
visional  Orders  confirmed]  ;  as  amended, 
to  be  considered  upon  Monday  next. 

TRAMWATS  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS 
BILL.- (No.  336.) 

Reported,  with  Amendments  [P^o- 
visional  Orders  confirmed]  ;  Report  to  lie 
npon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

BUI,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon 
Monday  next. 

SEAL  FISHERY  (NORTH  PACIFIC)  BILL. 

Read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a  second 
time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.    [BiU  893.] 

HIDWIVES*  REOISTRATON. 

The  Select  Committee  on  Midwires'  Registra- 
tion was  nominated  of, — Mr.  Albert  Bright,  Mr. 
Tatton  Egerton,  Dr.  Farquharson,  Dr.  Fox,  Sir 
Frederick  FitzWygram,  Sir  Henry  Howorth, 
Mr.  Fell  Pease,  Mr.  Priestley,  Mr.  Rathbone, 
Mr.  Stephens,  and  Ur.  Arthur  Williams. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have 
power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 

records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum. — 
(Mr.  Henry  Fell  Piase.) 

PRISON  (OFFICERS'  SUPERANNUATION) 
(No.  2)  BILL.— (No.  359.) 
Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without  Amendment ;  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed, 

SOUTHERN  RAILWAY  (IRELAND)  BILL.— 

(No.  364.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  witiidrawn. 

PUBLIC  W0RK:B  LOANS  BILL.— (No.  883.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
Monday  next. 
3  K 
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CHAFF-CUTTING    MACHINES  BILL. 
(No.  302.) 

'  Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
Monday  next. 

INDUSTRIAL  AND  PBOVIDfiNT 
SOCIBTIBS  BILL.— (No.,2M.) 

Bead  a  Beoond  tine,  and  committed  for 
l^onday  next. 

HBBBAOB  PROM  THE  LOBDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to,— Nortii  Sea 
FMfaeries  Bill,  Looid  GoTemment  Fro- 
visional  Order  Bill,  Local  Government 
Provisional  Order  (No.  3)  Bill,  Local 
Government  Provisional  Order  (Housing 
of  Working  Classes)  BiU,  RaUway  Rates 
and  Charges  Provisional  Order  [Cran- 
lirook  and  Paddook  Wood  Railway,  &c.] 
BUI,  without  Amendment. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  entitled, 
"An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
under  the  Electric  Lighting  Acts,  1882 
|and  1888,  relating  to  Reading."  [Electric 
Lighting  Provisional  Order  (No.  5)  Bill 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  5)  BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  the  first  time ;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills,  and  to  be  printed.    [BiU  394.] 

PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS. 
(Standing  Ordeb  applicable  tbebeto 
cohpued  with.) 
Me.  SPEAKER  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  referred  on 
the  First  Beading  thereof,  the  Standing 
Order  which  is  applicable  thereto  has 
been  complied  with,  namely  :-— Salmon 
Fiifaery  Provision^  Order  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  BUI  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Monday  next. 

EMPL0TEB6*  LIABILITY  (SHIPPING 

.  iINTBBBBTS  ABBOAD). 
Retnm  [presented  15th  June]  to  be 
printed.    [No.  257.] 


ABRESTB  FOR  DBaNEENNBSS 
(SCOTLAND). 
Return  [presented  15th  June]  to  be 
printed.    [No.  258.] 

GREENWICH  HOSPITAL  AND  TRAVBE8' 
■FOUNDATION. 
Paper  [presented  15di  June]  to  be 
printed.    [No.  259.] 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD. 
Copy  presented, —  of  Supplement,  in 
continuation  of  the  Report  of  the 
Medical  Officer  for  1891-2,  to  the 
Twentyfirst  Annual  Report  [by  Com- 
mand]  ;  to  Ue  upon  the  Table. 

ARMY  (YEOMANRY  PAY  AND  SOLDIERS' 
PENSIONS). 
Copy  presented, — of  Further  Regula- 
tions relating  to  the  Pay  of  tlie 
Yeomanry  Cavahry  and  to  Pensions  of 
Soldiers  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

TREATY  SERIES  (No.  9,  1893). 
Copy  presented, —-of  Agreement  be- 
tween Great  Britain  and  (xermany 
respecting  the  Bio  del  Rev,  on  the  West 
Coast  of  Africa.  Signed  at  Berlin, 
Uth  April  1893  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

STANDING  ORDERS. 

Resolution  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee ;  '*  That,  in  the  case  of  the  East  Fife 
Central  Railway  Bill  [I^rds],  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  ought  to  be  dispensed 
with  : — That  the  parties  be  permitted  to 
proceed  with  their  Bill,  on  condition  of 
the  name  of  the  Anstruther  and  St. 
Andrew's  Railway  Company  being  struck 
out  of  Clause  49." 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

House  at^oimed  at  ten  minntes  after 
Twelve  o'clock  till  Mtmday  next. 
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HOUSE   OF  LORDS. 
Monday,  39th  Jm  189S, 


EABL  OF  DBOQHSDA. 
cxuuh  to  votk  fob  rbprb8ehta.tite 
Peers  fob  Ireland. 

Ordered     aad     Directed,     That  a 

^  Certificate  be  sent  hj  tKe  Clerk  of  the 

%  PaiiiamentB  to  the  Clerk  of  tfaeCrowD  in 

J  Ii^nd,  stating  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 

^  (tf  the  United  Kingdom  has  reported  to 

^  the  Honse  of  Lords  that  the  right  of  the 

^  Earl  of  Drogheda  to  vote  at  the  elections 

^  of  Bepresentative  Peers  for  Ireland  has 

J  been  established  to  the  satisfaction  of 

I  him  the  said  Lord  Chancellor  ;  and  that 

I  the  House  of  Lords  has  ordered  such 

*  report  to  be  sent  to  the  said  Clerk  of  the 
I  Crown  in  Ireland  :  And  it  is  hereby  also 
J  ordered,  That  the  said  Report  of  the 
J  said  ItOtd  Chancellor  be  sent  to  the  Clerk 
<  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland. 

|.  NEW  FBEBB. 

g       Sir  Frederick  Sleigh  Roberts,  Baronet, 

y  G.C.B.,  G.C.LE.,  V.C.,  General  and  late 

*  Commauder-in-Chief  of  Her  Majesty'a 
I  Forces  in  India,  having  been  created 
i  Barou  Roberts  of  Kandahar  in  Afghan- 
I  istan,  and  of  the  City  of  Waterford — 
I  Was  (in  the  usual  manner)  introduced. 

I       Sir  Henry  Hussey  Vivian,  Baronet, 

«  having  been  created  Baron  Swansea  of 

5  Singleton  in  the  County  Glamorgan — 

^  Was  (in  the  usual  manner)  introduced. 

r      Several  Lords — Took  the  Oath. 

I  SAT  FIRST. 

I       The  Lord  Mowbray,  after  the  death  of 

^  his  fa&er. 

A 

^  BBBAD-STDPPS. 
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Kingdom  shall  not  at  any  time  tall  below  the 
amoQDt  Deoeasary  to  proWde  bread  for  the  whole 
popalation  for  six  months." 

He  said  that,  if  any  doubts  at  this 

moment  surrounded  the  question  of  the 
security  of  our  food  supply  in  time  of 
war,  it  was  a  good  thing  by  public  dis- 
cussion and  debate  to  dissolve  and  remove 
thosedoubts ;  and,  if  such  a  discussion  were 
to  take  place,  it  was  important  that  it  should 
take  place  in  time  of  profound  peace, 
when  the  political  atmosphere  was  not 
charged  with  electricity  ;  and  when, 
therefore,  the  discussion  of  the  question 
would  not  have  the  effect  of  ^nging 
upon  us  the  storm  which  might  otherwise 
break.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
there  was  a  growing  anxiety  in  the 
country  as  to  the  security  of  the  food 
supply  ;  and  it  arose  from  a  greater 
understanding  of  the  problem  with  which 
we  should  have  to  deal,  aud  the  struggle 
which  tbe  country  would  have  to  face  if 
engaged  in  war  with  a  great  Maritime 
Power.  It  arose,  also,  from  the  increas- 
ing depecdonce  on  foreign  countries  for 
bread  -  stuffs.  Last  week  the  noble 
Marquess  who  was  at  the  head  of  the 
late  Government,  speaking  in  the  South 
of  London,  said — 

**  It  is  our  great  dlffionlty  and  danger  that 
two-thfrds  of  the  food  we  consume  we  obtain 
from  foreign  lands,  and  therefore  it  is  apou  GiA 
ooean  that  the  battle  will  have  to  be  fought." 

The  accuracy  of  the  noble  Marquesses 
figures  was  not  in  dispute  ;  but  he,  in 
part,  differed  from  the  noble  Marquess  in 
thinking  that  the  battle  would  have  to  be 
fought  on  the  ocean.  Although  the  ulti- 
mate  issue  must  be  decided  on  the  ocean, 
there  was  a  step  which  common-sense 
men  could  take  in  time,  and  which  would 
place,  if  not  the  whole,  a  substauttal  part 
of  the  issue  in  a  position  of  absolute 
security,  not  on  sea,  but  on  land.  The 
danger  really  to  be  apprehended  was  not  so 
much  the  possibility  that  thefood  supply  of 
the  country  would  be  actually  interrupted, 
or  that  the  Navy  would  be  unable  to 
afford  substantial  protection  to  it ;  it  was 
to  be  fouud  in  considerations  which 
hitherto  had  been  almost  overlooked — • 
the  position  of  the  food  supply  imme- 
diately after  war  was  declared,  and 
before  it  could  be  shown  that  the  most 
admirable  naval  airangements  were  suffi- 
cient. At  present  27,000,000  qusftera 
was  the  supply  of  bread-stuffs  seeded 
to  keep  the  British  population  beyond 
want.    Of  the  annual  supply  16,000,000 
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The  Eabl  op  WINCHILSEA  and 
NOTTINGHAM  moved  to  resolve— 

"  That  In  view  of  the  grave  danger  which 
Uireateni  this  country  in  time  of  war,  owing  to 
tbe  bet  that  it  would  be  entirely  dependent  for 
its  sopply  of  daily  bread  upon  uninterrupted 
communication  with  other  countries  by  sea,  this 
Honse  urges  upon  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment 
the  duty  A  providing,  hj  inunediato  Isolation, 
that  the  quantity  of  brBad<8tuffB  in  the  United 
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quarters  came  from  abroad,  and  the  home 
BUpply  was  only  9,250,000.  This  home 
supply,  moreover,  was  ocly  available 
between  the  months  of  harvest  and  Feb- 
ruary ;  because  the  British  fanner,  being 
needy,  could  not  afford  to  hold  his  pro- 
duce, but  must  sell  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment.  He  would,  therefore,  call  their 
Lordships*  attention  to  this  strategic 
poiut.  At  the  very  time  when,  in  all 
probability,  war  would  be  declared — ^the 
early  spring — the  whole  of  the  home 
supply  of  bread-stuffs  would  hare  been 
exhausted,  and  for  the  next  six  months 
the  country  would  be  absolutely  depend- 
ent on  the  supply  from  abroad.  On  the 
1st  June  in  the  present  year  the  supply 
of  Eaglish  corn  in  the  country  only 
amounted  to  one  month's  consumption, 
or  2,250,000  quarters.  He  would  point 
out  the  dangers  which  surrounded  such 
a  position  ;  and  he  would  submit  a  simple, 
effectual,  costlMS,  and  opportune  plau  by 
which  the  statesmen  oi  this  country,  if 
they  would  take  a  common-sense  view  of 
the  matter,  could  place  the  country  out 
of  the  reach  of  immediate  danger.  The 
average  supply  of  bread-stuffs  in  this 
country  at  any  given  moment  did  not 
exceed  one  mouth's  consumption  for  the 
whole  population  ;  and  within  the  last 
10  years  it  had  more  than  once  happened 
that  the  supply  of  bread  stuffs  bad  been 
reduced  to  14  days'  consumption.  There 
was  no  law  to  insure  even  that  very  pre- 
carious condition  of  things  ;  ^  and  what 
would  happen  if,  iu  the  miust  of  it,  as  was 
not  inconceivable,the  country  were  plunged 
into  a  war  in  which  France  and  Russia 
vere  arrayed  against  us  ?  The  Amend- 
ment which  had  been  placed  on  the 
Paper  by  Lord  Sudeley  was  of  au  extra- 
ordinary character  on  account  of  the 
grave  admissions  which  it  contained — 
admissions  which  noble  Lords  on  either 
side  of  the  House  would  not  be  likely  to 
agree  to.  Everyone  who  had  followed 
the  course  of  naval  history  during  the 
last  seven  years  must  have  seen  that  the 
attention  of  both  Parties  equally  in  Par- 
liament and  in  the  country  had  been 
wakened  to  the  ahaolute  necessity  of 
placing  the  Navy  in  a  position  of  supre- 
macy ;  and,  therefore,  to  ask  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  to  accept  an 
Amendment  pledging  them  at  this  hour 
to  provide  a  Navy  which  would  insure 
this  country's  supremaoy  at  sea  was  to 
pot  them  in  a  peculiarly  unfortunate  and 

rA«  Earl  of  Winchilsea 


even  ridiculous  position.  The  Ameod- 
meut  did  not  traverse  his  Resolution,  bat 
urged  upon  the  Government  the  dutj  of 
providing — 

"  For  the  maintenance  of  Bach.aNaTyasirill, 
In  their  opinion  and  on  their  responsibility, 
insure  to  this  cwuntry  the  supremacy  of  the 
sea." 

He  thought  it  would  be  most  unfortunate 
if  it  were  to  go  forth  to  the  world  upoa 
the  authority  of  their  Lordships  that  our 
Navy  was  not,  at  the  present  m(»Qent,in 
a  position  to  insure  the  supremacy  of  tiie 
seas,  for  he  thought  that  politiciaDS  on 
all  sides  were  agreed  that  we  had  not 
only  done  our  utmost,  but  that  we  had 
done  sufficient  to  place  our  Navy  in  that 
position.  If  this  Amendment  were  to  be 
moved  at  all,  it  should  be  moved  as  a- 
substantive  Resolution  ;  and  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  if  he  agreed  with 
it,  should  bring  it  forward  on  his  own 
authority,  and  it  would  then  form  ^ 
subject  of  many  and  important  Debates 
in  their  LordBuips*  House.  His  point, 
however,  was  not  that  the  Navy  was  in- 
sufficient  for  our  present  requirements  ; 
and,  therefore,  he  believed  it  would  be 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  accept 
the  Amendment.  He  trusted  the  noble 
Lord  would  see  the  desirability  of  with- 
drawing his  Amendment,  inasmuch  as 
the  Resolution  did  not  traverse  the  posi- 
tion which  the  noble  Lord  took  up  in 
that  Amendment.  Suppose  that  we  vera 
engaged  in  a  war  with  two  first-clasa 
Maritime  Powers,  such  as  Franoe  and 
Russia — ^this  digression  was  imposed  upon 
him  by  the  noble  Lord's  Amendment — 
what  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Govero- 
meut  ?  We  should  have  to  send  a  battle 
fleet  to  keep  the  battleships  of  these  two 
nations  in  their  own  ports ;  we  should 
have  to  send  fleets  to  the  Baltic,  Black 
Sea,  Toulon,  Cherbourg,  and  to  the 
Pacific,  where  Russia  had  a  naval 
station ;  and  in  each  case  it  would  be 
necessary  that  the  blockadiog  force 
should  M  at  least  one-third  in  excess  of 
the  force  to  be  hemmed  in,  inasmadi  as- 
that  force  would  not  necessarily  be  under 
steam  at  all,  whereas  we  should  be  under 
steam  and  far  away  from  our  coaling 
stations.  We  should  not  only  have  to 
protect  our  grain  ships  from  the  attacks 
of  cruisers  and  armed  merchantmen 
issuing  from  hostile  ports,  but  we 
should  have  to  watch  neutral  coaling 
stations  where  those  TJMsels  mugfat  tske 
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ia  snpplies  of  coal.  We'  should  also 
have  to  send  out  fleets  of  protection  to 
vatch  pointB  of  accumulation  where  the 
shipping  of  the  world  converges,  such  as 
the  Atlantic  Equatorial  crossing,  making 
their  way  to  our  ports  to  discharge  their 
cargoes.  These  operatious  would  have  to 
)X)  conducted  simaltaueouslj,  and  there 
ghould  not  even  be  a  week's  delay  after 
war  broke  out  before  these  vessels  were  at 
their  different  stations,  for,  otherwise, 
what  was  to  become  of  this  country  with 
onr  limited  supply  of  provisions  ?  He 
hoped  the  Goverument  would  not  put 
forward  the  objection  that  if  hostilities 
were  to  break  out  we  should  then  be 
ready  to  take  the  necessary  steps  in 
regard  to  our  food  supply,  for  it  would 
certainly  be  impossible  to  do  anything  of 
the  kind.  Another  danger  would  be  that, 
assuming  our  telegraphic  communica- 
tion was  imperfect — and  there  were  few 
persons  who  were  not  aware  how  weak 
we  were  in  this  matter,  for  not  many 
years  ago,  when  there  was  a  breakdown 
on  the  Suez  Canal  route,  every  message 
that  was  sent  to  our  Indian  Empire  and  to 
Australia  had  to  go  through  Bussia — 
we  should  have  to  communicate  through 
other  countries.  Pleasant  messages  in 
time  of  war  to  send  through  Russia 
that  we  urgently  required  a  supply  of 
grain  from  any  quarter  of  the  world  I 
Again,  the  tasks  that  would  be  imposed 
upon  our  Navy  under  the  ordinary  con- 
ditions of  war  would  be  immensely  en- 
hanced by  an  unfriendly  or  hostile 
attitude  on  the  part  of  Ireland.  The 
noble  Marquess,  in  his  speech  in  South 
London,  had  referred  to  Uiis  matter,  and 
had  drawn  attention  to  1iie  position 
which  Ireland  occupied  towards  Glasgow, 
Liverpool,  and  Bristol,  and  to  the  fact 
that  our  food  supply  came  from  the  West. 
The  fact  that  the  Goverument  which  it 
was  proposed  to  set  up  in  Ireland  would 
focus  all  the  disloyalty  and  disaffection 
of  that  country,  and  that  they  would,  no 
doubt,  be  in  sympathy  with  large  classes 
of  their  fellow-countrymen  who  were  an 
influential  voting  power  in  the  United 
States,  would  bring  us  face  to  face  with 
another  difficulty.  At  present  no  less 
than  38  prar  cent,  of  our  foreign  food 
supply  came  from  the  United  States,  and 
12  per  cent,  from  Russia.  Supposing 
that  by  an  Act  which  could  not  be  con- 
strued into  an  act  of  war,  the  United 
States  were  to  say  they  would  prevent 


chat  38  per  cent,  of  grain  from  coming 
to  us,  Bussia  would,  of  course,  close  her 
ports,  and  we  should  have  then  50  per 
cent,  of  our  food  supply  cut  o%  and  wo 
should  not  be  able  to  prevent  it. 
It  would  be  in  vain  that  our  Navy 
was  there  ready  and  willing  to 
protect  the  grain  -  ships,  if  they 
were  prevented  from  starting  at  all. 
He  was  not  disposed  to  concede  anythiug 
to  the  argument  which  might  be  advanced 
that  even  if  onr  own  commerue  was 
driven  from  the  seas  we  could  get  our 
supply  of  grain  in  neutral  bottoms.  No 
less  than  80  per  cent,  of  the  whole  ocean- 
carrying  trade  of  the  world  was  done 
under  the  British  Flag,  and  only  20  per 
cent,  remained,  therefore  for  neutral 
bottoms.  When  it  was  considered  that 
these  would  be  scattered  all  over  the 
world,  aud  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
unite  them  in  reasonable  time,  as  we 
might  have  to  rely  on  them  at  a  fort- 
night's notice,  he  thought  that  the  argu- 
ment would  be  seen  to  be  sufficiently 
absurd.  But,  even  supposing  the  Go- 
vernment were  to  say  that  some  of  our 
ships  might  be  transferred  from  the 
British  Flag  to  neutral  flags  for  this 
purpose,  this  expedient  would  merely  be 
ft  colourable  pretence  which  no  Court  of 
Law  would  entertain  for  a  moment. 
Besides,  what  was  there  to  prevent  a 
belligerent  from  declaring  bread-stuffs 
contraband  of  war  ?  It  would  be  in  the 
recollection  of  their  Lordships  that, 
during  the  war  between  France  and 
Bussia,  France  declared  rice  to  be  a  con- 
traband of  war,  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  the  main  food  supply  of  the  country 
with  which  it  was  at  war.  He  would 
concede  that  it  might  be  probable  or  pos- 
sible, witliio  even  a  few  weeks,  to  make 
the  naval  dispositions  to  which  be  had 
referred.  But  that  was  where  the  crux 
of  the  whole  question  lay.  What  would 
happen  to  this  country  while  the  naval 
arrangements  were  being  made  ?  What 
was  wanted  in  this  matter  was  not  an 
admirable  theory — not  the  opinion  of  the 
Government,  not  even  their  responsibility, 
whatever  that  might  mean  in  these  days, 
but  an  absolute  security,  something  that 
the  people  of  this  country  eould  se^ 
touch,  and  handle.  They  wanted  the 
supply  of  corn  on  shore,  and  not  at  the 
mercy  of  the  winds,  the  waves,  and  our 
enemies,  though  they  might  believe  that 
the  united  Fleets  were  inferior  to  our 
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own.  The  real  danger,  in  his  opinion,  lay 
at  the  point  at  which  war  was  declared 
or  be^n.     The  naval  warfare  of  the 
fatore  was  a  matter  of  experiment.  It 
existed  only,  so  far,  on  paper  ;  it  had  not 
yet  been  tried  ;  and,  however  admirable  it 
might  be  on  paper,  tfaey  could  not  know 
for  certain  that  there  wete  no  contin- 
gencies to  provide  against.  History 
i^orded  instances  in  which  the  c^cnlft- 
tions  of  the  most  eminent  statesmen  had 
been  corrected  by  experience.  Supposing 
war  broke  out  and  an  attempt  was  made 
to  put  this  naval  programme  into  force. 
In  1815,  when  this  country  was  a  self- 
supplying   nation,  the  conditions  were 
totally  different.     Even  at  that  time 
however,  although  our  Fleet  was  not 
diverted  as  it  was  now  from  the  primary 
duty  of  protecting  the  interests  of  the 
country  at  lai^  in  order  to  maintain  oor 
food  supply,  yet  with  our  Fleet,  domi- 
nating the  eea  there   were  captures 
reckoned  by  hundreds  under  our  very 
guns  and  in  the  Channel  itself.  What 
would    happen     supposing  anything 
of  the  kind   took  place  under  present 
conditions  ?     There  was  nothing  more 
certain  than  that  a  declaration  of  war 
would  produce  two  economic  results  in 
this  country.    In  the  first  place,  it  would 
produce  a  great  rise  in  the  price  of  bread. 
In  May,  1887,  when  there  was  a  rumour 
of  war  with  Russia,  the  price  of  wheat 
went  np  to  Gos.  lOd.  per  quarter,  and  in 
the  Crimean  War  bread  went  up  to  lid. 

?er  loaf.   If  the  price  should  go  up  to 
B.  per  loaf,  that  made  a  difference  in 
extra   payment   to   the   people  of  the 
country  of  £109,000,000  a  year  as  com- 
pared with  the  price  of  bread  at  this 
moment.     Other  things  would  tend  to 
raise  the  price  of  bread.   In  the  next 
place,  there  would  be  an  immense  in- 
crease in  insurance  and  freights,  and  the 
English  holder  of  wheat  would  be  sud- 
denly transformed  from  a  weak  into  a 
strong  holder.    Tfaey  had  also  to  add 
tSie  rumours  which  might  be  expected  to 
arise  from  interested  speculators  on  the 
Stock  Exchange   and  elsewhere.  Not 
only  would  there  be  a  rise  in  the  price 
of  bread,  but  in  the  price  of  raw  material 
as  well.    The  margin   of  profit  would 
disappeiu' ;  the  price  of  bread  would  be 
raised  to  a  point  at  which  the  working 
classes  would  be  unable  to  pay  for  it, 
while  large  numbers  of  labourers  and 
artisans  would  be  thrown  out  of  mnploy- 
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ment  owing  to  the  inability  of  maQO^ 
turers  to  employ  them.    What  would  be 
the  effect  ?    Was  it  to  be  supposed  Uut, 
in  a  Government  ruled  by  uie  people 
the  people  wold  wait  until  the  condition 
of  affairs  was  equalised  again  ?  Would 
the  people  believe  the  assurances  of  tbe 
Government  when  it  was  known  tliat 
the  GrOTemment  had  nothing  else  tmt 
assurances  to  give  ?   Even  though  the 
food  supplies  were  safe  and  on  the  road, 
the  Grovemment  could  not  assure  the 
people  that  they  would  be  able  to  bay 
supplies  at  a  reasonable  price.  Tbie 
result  of  an  outbreak  of  war,  no  matt^ 
how  strong  our  Fleet  might  be,  wonld 
be  to  strangely  move  the  working  classes 
of  the  country,  possibly  to  social  dis- 
order and  panic  ;  and  the  people  would 
come  knocking  at  the  doors  of  Parlia- 
ment insisting  that  they  should  have 
their  food  supply  guaranteed  to  then, 
so  that  the  hands  of  the  Maval  and 
Military  D^wrtments  would  be  tied  at 
the  very  moment  when  they  should  be 
most  free.    Under  the  plan  he  suggested 
the  Government  would  have  It  in  its 
power  to  insure   the  working  classes 
their  daily  supply  of  bread  ;  and  surely, 
if  that  could  be  done  without  sacrificing 
public  money,  it  should  be  done.  The 
time  now  was  opportune.    They  would 
have  behind  them  at  the  time  wheD 
the  greatest  tension  was  put  on  the 
chain  a  six  months*  supply  of  grain; 
and  they  would  insure  that  t^e  most 
important  link  of  all,  the  moral  sup- 
port of  the  people,  would  not  be  wanting 
behind  them.     He  submitted  that  this 
fact,  of  itself,  showed  that  the  scheme 
was  well  worthy  the  consideration  of 
their  Lordships'  House.    But,  besides 
conferring  these  benefits,  the  plan  would 
be  economical.    Suppose  war  declared 
in  April,  it  would  not  be  as  in  the 
time  of  the  Thirty  Years'  War,  wheo 
the   troops  vent  quietly  into  winter 
quarters,  and  renewed  operations  in  the 
following  spring.     The  war  between 
France  and  Germany  was  declared  and 
over  in  a  very  short  time — practically 
settled  in  less  than  a  month.  War 
declared  in  April  might  be  reasonably 
expected  to  be  decided  by  the  following 
August  ;  and  what  would  be  the  use  of 
our  starving  population  knowing  there 
were  millions  of  acres  of  land  in  the 
country  on  which  the  corn  was  six  inches 
high  ?   No  doubt  the  encouragement  of 
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wheat-growing  was  a  subsidiary  element 
of  value.  But  what  was  the  real  an- 
swer to  the  problem  ?  He  suggested  that 
they  should  establish  State  granaries. 
{^Laughler,"]  He  saw  that  some  noble 
Lords  laughed  at  that  idea ;  bat  it  wag 
not  an  original  idea  on  his  part.  The 
idea  dated  back  to  almost  prehistoric 
times,  and  was  following  the  example  of 
Joseph  ih  Egypt.  It  was  at  least  3,000 
years  old,  and  this  would,  no  doubt, 
commend  it  to  the  Conservative  mind 
generally.  It  had  been  the  means  of 
saving  a  great  historical  people,  and  he 
believed,  if  well  managed,  it  would  add 
to  the  resources  of  the  Imperial  Treasury. 
He  did  not  know  what  answer  would  be 
given  on  the  part  of  the  Government ; 
but  he  would  proceed  to  show  that  the 
establishment  of  these  granaries  would 
cos^  the  State  nothing,  and  might  be 
made,  as  he  said,  to  increase  the  Bevenue. 
Now,  his  proposal  was  that  these 
granaries  should  be  established  in  different 
parts  of  the  country,  easily  accessible  by 
sea,  and  within  easy  distance  from  the  great 
centres  of  population.  They  would  be 
erected  by  tbe  Government,  and  the 
Government  would  be  obliged  by  law  to 
see  that  the  contents  never  sank  beneatb 
six  months'  food  for  the  people.  He  did 
not  desire  to  go  into  detailed  figures  on 
the  question ;  but  he  had  had  some  leading 
figures  supplied  to  him.  The  minimum 
iu  the  granaries  ought  to  be  13,000,000 
quarters,  and  for  a  maximum  of 
20,000,000  quarters  the  cost  of  storage 
at  30s.  per  quarter,  including  coat  of 
buildings  and  interest  at  2^  per  cent. — 
for  which  they  could  easily  borrow  tbe 
money — a  sum  of  between  £32,000,000 
and  £33,000,000  would  be  needed.  The 
plan  would  be  to  buy  English  wheat  in 
the  autumn,  and  by  keeping  that  in  the 
gmnaries  under  proper  engineering  ap- 
pliances the  wheat  would  increase  m 
value,  and  could  be  sold  iu  the  spring  as 
first-class  English  wheat.  Those  who 
knew  what  fluctuations  took  place  in 
the  grain  market  and  the  difference  be- 
tween buying  and  selling  prices  would 
not  be  surprised  to  hear  that,  managed 
by  a  Government  Department,  the  profit 
was  calculated  at  £1,000,000  a  year  to 
the  country.  This  would  pay  the  interest 
on  the  loan  and  leave  a  margin.  He 
submitted  that  tb6  plan  he  set  out  would 
be  a  measure  of  great  public  security  ; 
and  he  failed  to  see  how  the  Government 
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could  any  longer  refuse  to  avail  them- 
selves of  so  obvious  an  escape  from  the 
difficulty.  There  was  much,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  to  make  a  proposal  of  this 
kind  opportune.  The  crisis  in  tbe  agri- 
cultural counties  was  accentuated  by  the 
present  exceptional  drought ;  and  if  the 
plan  were  adopted  they  would,  iu  addi- 
tion to  taking  a  measure  to  establish 
national  security,  render  an  important 
service  to  the  agricultural  interest.  They 
would  render  an  enormous  service  to  ihe 
market  where  sales  were  made  at  cost 
price,  aud  the  increase  in  the  price  of 
wheat  would  not  affect  the  price  of 
bread,  for  it  was  well  known  that  the 
price  of  bread  did  not  rise  proportionately 
with  the  price  of  wheat.  They  would 
bring  tliat  hope  to  the  farmers  which 
they  had  hitherto  looked  for  in  vain.  It 
was  possible  that  some  of  their  Lordships 
had  underrated  the  inherent  importance 
of  the  matter.  The  working  classes  of 
this  country  might  possibly  persuade 
themselves  on  the  occurrence  of  a  crisis 
that  it  was  their  duty  to  wait  events 
patiently  ;  but  how  could  a  statesman 
look  forward  with  complacency  to  the 
certainty  that  those  classes  would  have 
to  face  privation  that  might  be  averted 
by  a  simple  economic  arrangement  which' 
would  give  tbem  bread  at  a  reasonable 
price  ?  Surely  a  strong  case  was  made 
out  for  consideration  ;  and,  at  any  rate, 
he  hoped  their  Lordships  would  not  ac- 
cept the  proposed  Amendment,  which 
seemed  to  imply  that  oar  Navy  was  not 
equal  to  the  task  that  would  devolve 
upon  it.  At  least,  he  hoped  their  Lord- 
ships would  not  decline  any  longer  to 
look  in  the  face  those  difHculties  that 
were  inevitable,  and  difficulties  such  as 
no  man  of  common  sense  would  ignore 
in  the  case  of  his  own  family.  Surely 
the  possible  starvation  of  the  people 
could  not  possibly  be  tortured  into  a 
Party  question.  The  question  was  not 
one  of  protection  in  any  other  sense  than 
protecting  the  lives  and  liberties  of  the 
people;  and,  therefore,  he  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  accept  the  Resolution. 

Moved  to  resolve — 

"Tbat  in  view  of  the  gmve  danger  which 
threateriB  this  country  in  time  of  war,  owing  to 
the  fact  that  it  would  be  entirely  dependent  for 
its  supply  of  daily  brciul  upon  uninterrupted 
communication  with  other  countries  by  sea, 
this  House  urges  upon  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment the  tlnty  of  providing,  by  immediate 
legislation,  Uiat  the  quantity!^  bread-iitDflB  in 
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United  Kingdom  Bhall  not  at  any  time  fall 
below  the  amoant  neceasaiy  to  prorfde  bread 
for  the  whole  pi^DUtion  for  six  months."  — 
(7»0  JS»rl     ^YiHehUtea  and  Kottingkam.) 

•Lord  SUDELEY  moved  (as  an 
Amendment  to  the  above  Motion)  to 
leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word 
("providing,")  and  insert — 

"  Ff>r  the  maintenance  of  9nch  a  Navjr  as  will 
in  their  opinion  and  on  resixmsibility 
insare  to  this  coanty  the  supremacy  of  the 
sea." 

He  agreed  with  the  noble  Earl  it  so  far 
as  he  had  pointed  out  the  grave  danger 
that  would  threaten  this  country  in  time 
of  war  if  commerce  were  interrupted,  but 
did  not  agree  in  his  remedy.  Tlie  noble 
Earl  had  persuaded  himself,  on  insuffi- 
cient data^  that  we  conld  not  undertake 
to  keep  such  command  of  the  sea  as 
would  prevent  our  commerce  being  de- 
stroyed. To  take  the  measures  he  pro- 
posed of  locking  up  enormous  quantities 
of  bread-stuffs  to  feed  the  30,000,000  of 
our  people  during  six  months  would  be 
attempting  an  impossible  task  at  an 
enormous  expenditure.  It  would  be,  at 
the  same  time,  proclaiming  to  the  world 
that  we  had  given  up  once  for  all  that 
splendid  positiou  of  naval  supremacy 
which  prevented  any  interniption  of  our 
commerce,  and  of  which  we  had  hitherto 
been  so  proud.  If  the  financial  difficulties 
wore  overcome,  he  could  not  but  come  to 
the  eonclnsion  that  sucb  a  scheme  was 
utterly  wrong,  and  wftS  one  thftt  could 
only  be  resorted  to  if  we  had  been  reduced 
to  a  second-rate  Power,  and  had  no  Navy 
to  depend  upon.  If  we  were  prepared  to 
spend  a  large  sum  of  money  for  such  an 
insurance,  let  it  be  spent  on  making  and 
keeping  our  Navy  absolutely  efficient. 
During  the  last  two  years  we  had  had 
"  the  influence  of  sea  power  "  in  all  its 
conditions  most  admirably  laid  before  us 
in  that  very  powerful  work  written  by 
Captain  Mahan,  of  the  United  States 
Navy,  which  completely  proved  his 
(Lord  Sudeley*s)  case.  It  had  been 
well  said  by  Mr.  Dasent — 

"That  the  valae  of  Captain  Mahan's  work 
conBigts  above  all  in  thig,  that  they  enable  even 
civilians  to  grasp  the  principles  which  govern 
modem  wanare,  the  principles  on  which  the 
British  Empire  most  be  ctofended  it  the  jmsent 
time  as  in  former  years." 

Did  the  noble  Earl  want  us  to 
adopt  a  new  policy  ?  Were  we 
to    sit   in    passive    defence  behind 


great  fortifications  and,  like  Egypt  in 
patriarchal  times,  to  lay  in  stores  of 
grain  and  to  fill  our  granaries,  and  was  the 
nolile  Karl  to  become  a  second  Joseph  ? 
Nobody  could  have  read  these  works  of 
Captain  Mahan's  and  then  vote  for  the 
Resolution.  So  long  as  we  had  a  Navy 
commensurate  to  the  requirements 
this  country  there  need  be  no  fear ;  bat 
otherwise  some  proposal  like  the  noble 
Earl's  might  become  necessary.  The 
noble  Earl's  Motion  expressed  a  feeling 
which  was  spreading  gradually  through- 
out the  country — that  our  Navy  was  not 
in  such  a  state  of  efficiency,  as  compared 
with  other  Navies,  as  would  render  the 
security  of  our  commerce  absolute  in 
time  of  war.  Unfortunately,  this  waa 
correct,  and  ought  to  be  remedied.  Credit 
was  due  to  the  late  Government  for  the 
strides  they  made  under  the  Naval  De- 
fence Act,  and  that  policy,  to  the  credit 
of  the  present  Government,  was  being 
continued ;  but  vastly  more  was  required 
to  foe  done,  both  as  to  materiel  and 
personnel — we  ought  to  have  more  ships 
and  more  men.  What  was  the  retl 
state  of  the  Navy  at  the  present  moment  F 
We  were  not  in  the  same  position  re- 
latively with  other  nations  that  we  once 
were,  franco  and  Russia  had,  during 
the  last  few  weeks,  determined  to  in- 
crease their  shipbuilding  progranune  to 
such  an  extent  that  they  were  together 
spending  £2,000,000  a  yeu*  more  than 
we  were.  Our  ships  were  magnificently 
built,  our  officers  and  men  were  a  splendid 
,  set  of  sailors  devoted  to  their  duty  in 
every  way  ;  but,  unfortunately,  we  had 
not  a  sufficient  supply  of  either  ships, 
officers,  or  men.  It  would  be  easy  to 
show  any  Committee  of  Inquiry  that  it 
was  the  opinion  of  all  naval  experts  that 
we  had  not  enough  battleships,  not 
enough  torpedo-boat  destroyers,  and  not 
enough  cruisers.  Amongst  many  other 
requirements,  there  was  not  even  a  single 
shell  on  board  the  ships  ready  to  fire 
melinite  or  picric  acid  like  the  Navies  of 
France,  Germany,  and  Italy.  What- 
ever might  be  the  result  of  the  noble 
Earl's  Motion,  he  (Lord  Sudeley)  hoped 
that,  at  any  rate,  it  would  call  attention 
to  the  danger  we  were  in  unless  we 
had  an  absolutely  powerful  Navy.  The 
position  of  the  Naval  Reserve  also  was  not 
satisfactory.  We  were  supposed  to  have 
23,000  of  them  ready  trained ;  but,  u 
a  matter  of  fact,  only  about  500  of  them 
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had  ever  been  trained  on  aea-going  men- 
of-war.  They  were  simply  trained  in 
hulks  with  obsolete  guns,  and  the  whole 
matter  required  looking  into  most  ur- 
gently. Again,  our  armaments  were  of 
far  too  diverse  a  character,  necessitating 
stores  of  the  most  complicated  kind  all 
over  the  world,  instead  of  having  four  or 
five  special  types.  The  policy  of  the 
noble  £arl  might  be  summed  up  in  the 
words  of  the  parable — "  Soul  take  thy 
ease,  thou  hast  goods  laid  up  for  many 
years."  He  counselled,  on  the  other 
hand,  that  their  Lordships  should  re- 
member that  the  command  of  the  sea 
made  costly  forts  and  stores  unneces- 
sary, and  that  it  was  the  only  way  for 
insuring  a  ready  supply  of  food  for  our 
people.  He,  therefore,  begged  to  move 
his  Amendment. 

Amendment  moved. 

To  leave  out  all  the  worda  after  the  word 
("  providiD^  ")  and  insert  ("for  the  maintenance 
of  BQch  a  Navy  as  will  in  their  opinion  and  on 
their  responsiliility  insure  to  thia  country  the 
Bupremacy  of  the  sea.")— (7%*  Lord  Sudeley.} 

Lord  FLAYFATR  said,  he  declined 
to  be  diverted  into  a  discussion  upon  the 
efficiency  of  the  Navy,  and  would  deal 
with  the  Resolution  offered  for  the  ac- 
ceptance of  the  House.  It  was  an  ex- 
tremely important  one,  and  he  wished  to 
discuss  it  upon  the  merits  of  the  pro- 
posal itself.  He  was  not  surprised  that 
the  noble  Earl  thought  the  time  had 
come  when  statesmen  should  consider 
the  altered  condition  of  British  agri- 
enlture.  From  1850  to  1860  our  home 
supply  of  wheat  and  flour  amounted  to 
73  per  cent,  of  our  consumption.  At 
the  present  time  the  home  production  of 
wheat  and  flour  only  amounted  to  32 
per  cent,  of  the  consumption,  and  the 
foreign  supply  to  68  per  cent.  The 
noble  Earl  dealt  wltn  this  as  a  startitug 
change  ;  but  there  were  many  startling 
things  connected  with  the  production  of 
food  and  manufactures.  It  was  very 
startling,  for  example,  to  learn  for  the 
first  time  that  the  whole  world  was  within 
12  months  of  starvation.  It  was  very 
startling  to  think  that  if  the  production 
of  manufactures  were  stopped  for  two 
years  the  whole  world  would  become 
as  naked  aa  the  most  primitive  savages. 
But,  somehow,  the  world  was  able  to 
get  on  tolerably  well,  notwithstanding 
these  not  very  probable  contingencies  ; 
and  the  reason  was  that  commercial 


activities  adapted  themselves  in  a  wonder* 
ful  way  to  supply  a  demand.   Now,  what 
was  the  case  which  the  noble  Lonl  put 
before  their  Lordships  ?    As  to  some  of 
his  figures,  there  coold  be  little  dispute, 
but  with   others  ho  could   not  agree. 
The   money  value  of  the  26,500,000 
quarters  at  30s.  per  quarter,  to  which  he 
referred,  was  £39,750,000  sterling,  or  say, 
in  round  numbera,  £40,000,000.  Thenoble 
Lord's  proposal  was  very  simple  :  that 
the  Government  should  be  under  statu- 
tory obligation  always  to  keep  up  a 
reserve  of  13,000,000  quarters  at  public 
granaries  at  a  cost  of  £2&,000,000, 
reducible  by  sales.    The  initial  cost 
would  be  much  greater,  for  we  mtist,  of 
course,  build  public  granaries  to  receive 
and  store  the  cora.    The  noble  Lord 
said  we  might  tax  foreign  corn  Is.  a 
quarter   to    .pay   the   interest   on  the 
£20,000,000,  and,  as  he  thought  the 
foreigner  paid  the  tax,  he  would  rejoice 
at  the  imposition.    But  Free  Traders 
contended  that  all  Import  Taxes  came 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  consumers  in 
this  country,  who  would  not  appreciate 
this  annual  tax  of  £950,000  sterling. 
He  further  believed  that  a  smart  Govern- 
ment Department  would  necessarily  buy 
in  a  cheap  market  and  sell  in  a  dear  one, 
and,  like  the  Post  Office,  be  a  revenue- 
producing    Department,    agreeable  to 
Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer.  Whether 
the  noble  Lord  had  ever  submitted  his 
scheme  to  experienced  merchants  he  did 
not  know  ;  but  corn  merchants  assured 
him — and  it  was  his  own  opinion — that  if 
Government  were  to  go  into  the  com 
trade  all  private  trade  would  be  dis- 
jointed, and  might  even  be  paralysed. 
It  was  a  trade  tmit  needed  the  greatest 
watchfulness.     People  engaged  in  it 
required  to  watch  its  variations  from 
week  to  week,  and  almost  from  day  to 
day.    If  a  Government  were  continually 
to  interfere  in  the  markets,  trade  calcu- 
lations would  become  unreliable.  But 
one  thing  was  certain — that  when  Govern- 
ment had  to  buy  for  replenishment  of  its 
granaries  it  would  have  to  buy  at  the 
top  of  the  market,  and  when  it  unloaded 
its  stores  it  would  have  to  sell  at  the 
bottom  of  the  market.    Suppose  the 
GoTcmment  had  to  purchase  5,000,000 
quarters  at  a  given  time,  under  con- 
ditions of  a  bad  harvest,  the  effect  on 
foreign  markets  would  be  to  raise  the 
price  j  from  10s.  to  205.  a  quarter  —  a 

Digitized  by  Google 


1295  Bread-Stuffs, 


{LORDS} 


Bread-Stuff*.  1296 


result  which  would  please  the  noble  Lord 
greatly,  but  would  make  bread  much 
dearer  to  the  people  of  this  country  than 
it  would  have  been  under  the  operations 
of  individual  enterprise.    Let  their  Lord- 
ships consider  a  case  which  was  far  from 
being   infrequent.    In   October,    1 891, 
tbere  was  a  bad  harvest  in  this  country, 
and  also  in  France.    Californiau  wheat, 
which  now  sold  at  29s.  3d.,  rose  under  1 
the  apprehended  scarcity  to  46s.  6d. 
under  individual  trading  ;  and  it  probably 
would  hare  cost  the  Government,  buying 
under  statutory  obligation,  from  SOs. 
to  60s.    Bnt  the  scare  passed  away,  and 
in  a  few  months  it  dropped  to  36s.,  so 
that  there  would  have  been  a  loss  of 
£5,000,(X)0    or  £6,000,000    upon  the 
transaction.      Would    the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  be    pleased,  under 
those    circumstanc.es,   with   the  nobte 
Lord^s   methwl   of    storing   up   corn  ? 
What  would  be  the  position  of  a  Govern- 
ment which  had  filled  its  public  grana- 
ries at  50s.  or  60s.,  and  found  itself  en- 
cumbered with  a  six  months^  supply  at  a 
shranken  valuation  of  £5,000,000  or 
£6,000,000  sterling  ?      It  must  sell  be- 
cause  the  commodity  was  perishable, 
arid  it  must  either  face  the  loss  or  try  to 
get  the  higher  price  by  charging  the 
people  with  an  extra  2d.  on  the  41b.  loaf. 
This  would  lead  to  bread  riots  if  per- 
sisted in,  and  the  Government  would  bo 
forced  rather  to  submit  to  the  loss  of 
£5,000,000  or  £6,000,000  sterling,  and 
BO  derange  the  Budget  for  the  year. 
The  noble  Lord  look^,  no  doubt,  to  his 
scheme  for  raising  the  price  of  wheat  to 
a  more  remunerative  figure  than  it  was 
at  present.    In  normal  years  it  would,  on 
the  contrary,  have  a  tendency  to  lower 
the  price.    Whenever  the  foreign  supply 
of  wheat  in  spring  or  summer  reached 
about  6,000,000  quarters  in   port  and 
afloat  prices  generally  yielded  and  be- 
came low,  because  then  the  quantity 
was  inconveniently  large  for  millers  and 
bakers,  and  might  deteriorate  by  storage. 
By  the  plan  of  the  noble  Lord  we  mnst 
always  have  13,000,000  quarters  stored, 
or  about  double  the  amount  which  was 
now  found    to    break   down  prices. 
Traders  would  never  know  when  the 
Government  might  unload,  which  they 
must  do  frequently  to  prevent  deteriora- 
tion.  Consequently  prices  mnst  fluctuate 
greatly.    As  a  rule,  when  Government 
sold  prices  would  fall,  and  when  it 

Lord  Ptajffair 


bought  prices  of  foreign  wheat  wonU 
rise,  because  the  Govemmeat  must  bay 
in  the  cheapest  market,  which  woald  be 
abroad  and  not  at  home.  The  noble 
Lord  doubtless  believed  that  his  scheme 
would  benefit  British  agriculture,  while 
hecontended  thatitwould  seriously  injure 
it.  He  did  not  know  whether  the  noble 
Lord  was  aware  of  the  gigantic  Socialism 
of  his  plan.  A  paternal  GoTemment 
could  not  work  economically  in  com- 
petition with  individual  effort ;  hot  it 
might  succeed  in  deranging  that  wondn> 
ful  working  of  production  and  distribB- 
tion  which  followed  the  usual  comrsedF 
undisturbed  trade.  It  was  far  safer  to 
leave  our  provision  trade  to  those 
agencies  even  in  the  eventuality  of  war. 
His  estimates  of  the,  supplies  of  wbest 
and  flour  available  in  this  country  at 
difTereut  periods  of  the  year  were  very 
different  from  those  of  the  noble  Lord, 
who  said  in  the  letter  that  he  had  aheady 
quoted — 

"  We  have  only  aboot  enough  wheat  at  a 
time  in  the  whole  of  England  to  last  tht 
country  a  f  ortnigbt," 

The  figures  which  he  gave  had  been 
placed  at  his  disposal  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
and  the  War  OflSce,  and  tbef 
differed  immensely  from  those  of  the 
noble  Lord.  Suppose  their  Lordships 
began  with  September  after  the  harvest. 
At  that  time  our  usual  supply  was  tor 
six  and  a  half  months.  It  was  made  up 
as  follows  : — Home  product,  less  seed, 
7,500,000  quarters ;  foreign  supply  *i 
our  ports,  3,000,000 ;  and  4,000,000,  of 
which  two-thirds  was  always  within 
one  week  of  delivery,  afloat  on  its  way  to 
our  shores.  To  that  might  be  added  the 
supply  of  three-quarters  of  a  month  which 
was  estimated  to  -be  in  the  hands  of 
millers  and  bakers,  and  that  would  give 
upwards  of  seven  months'  supply  liter 
harvest.  But  what  would  be  our  position 
in  March  ?  Well,  in  that  month  it  was 
estimated  that  3,300,000  quartets  of 
English  wheat  were  still  undelivered. 
The  stock  of  foreign  wheat  and  flour  at 
the  ports  was  3,800,000  quarters,  and  the 
(unount  afloat  on  its  way  to  England  was 
3,200,000  quarters.  Adding  these  figare* 
together,  there  would  be  a  supply  of  foor 
months  and  three-quarters  in  advance  of  , 
consumption,  and   with   the   stores  of 

I millers  aud  bakers  an  actual  supply  of 
5,500,000  in  advance  q{  the  ccmsumptioD 
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in  March,  when  the  noble  Lord  bad 
supposed  war  would  begin.  He  would 
refer  only  to  one  other  period,  the  month 
of  June,  which  was  that  of  lowest  supply. 
In  the  first  week  of  that  month  it  was 
estimated  that  1,700,000  quarters  of 
English  wheat  were  still  undelivered  ; 
2,600,000  of  foreign  wheat  were  in  our 
ports,  and  3,900,000  were  afloat,  raakiog 
8,200,000  quarters,  or  three  and  three- 
quarter  months  in  ad vaoceof  consumption. 
If  to  this  amount  the  millers^  and  bakers' 
stores  were  added,  there  would  be  iu  the 
month  of  June  four  and  a  half  months  iu 
advance  of  what  was  required  for  con- 
sumption. Besides,  we  should  then  be 
within  a  few  weeks  of  a  new  harvest. 
At  present  only  oue-eighth  of  our  arable 
land  was  under  wheat ;  but  with 
threatened  war  a  much  larger  proportion 
would  be  devoted  to  it,  and  having  this 
store  iu  hand  what  was  the  use  of  being 
in  a  panic  ?  The  only  exception  that 
the  noble  Lord  couM  take  to  these  figures 
was  that  they  included  the  supply  afloat. 
But  could  their  lordships  conceive  that 
any  combination  of  Powers  could  make 
their  preparalions  bo  speedily  for  an 
affective  blockade  of  England  as  to  pre* 
vent  our  receiving  the  supplies  alr^y 
actoally  on  the  sea.  In  fact,  at  the 
present  time  nearly  two-thirds  of  these 
were  within  a  week  of  England.  The 
probability  of  an  approaching  war  and 
attempted  blockade  must  be  known  to  all 
the  world,  and  there  would  be  a  rush  to 
supply  us  from  all  the  wheat-producing 
countries.  Our  total  foreign  supply  was 
4,000,000  toDs,  and  this  country  in  an 
emergency  could  readily  get  1,000,000 
tons  of  shipping  to  bring  snpplies  from 
neighbouring  countries.  This  would 
victual  us  Car  beyond  the  six  months' 
reserve  which  the  noble  Lord  thought 
necessary.  Although  he  thought  that 
the  noble  Lord's  scheme  of  forming  a 
gigantic  Government  Corn  Company  was 
Socialistic  in  principle  and  unwise  iu 
practice,  he  admitted  that  much  could  be 
said  for  it  if  there  were  a  general  con- 
sensus of  military  authorities  that  this 
<»nntry  could  not  be  defended  without  a 
public  reserve  of  food.  But  there  was  no 
such  consensus,  and  he  was  authorised  on 
the  part  of  the  War  Office  to  say  that 
they  saw  no  need  for  legislation  in  regard 
to  food  reserves.  He  now  turned  to  the 
Amendment  of  his  noble  Friend  behind 
him.     He  entirely  agreed   with  that 


noble  Lord  that  we  should  rely 
on  the  efficiency  of  our  naval  streng^i 
to  protect  our  commerce  at  sea. 
If  it  w^  not  •  already  sufficient  for  that 
purpose  it  would  be  fur  cheaper  and 
better  to  spend  money  iu  that  direction 
than  in  the  proposal  contained  in  the 
original  Resolution.  But  he  was  not 
prepared  to  admit  that  our  Navy  was  not 
efficient.  Of  course,  it  wiig  obvious  to 
all  that  if  any  hostile  Powers  ever  be- 
came so  strong  as  to  defeat  our  first  line 
of  defence  at  sea  so  as  to  establish  an 
efficient  blockade,  it  was  not  starvation 
that  we  should  have  to  fear,  hot 
serious  disaster  to  our  com- 
merce. He  had  shown  that  there 
was  no  danger  as  to  our  supplies  of 
wheat  and  flour,  while  there  were  other 
large  stores  of  cereals,  such  as  oats, 
barley,  and  maize.  Oatcake  formed  s 
large  and  nutritious  portion  of  the  food 
supply  of  Scotland.  The  barley  and 
maize  alone  nearly  equalled  the  supply 
of  wheat  and  flour.  There  were  also 
abundant  supplies  of  potatoes,  an  inex- 
haustible supply  of  fish,  in  addition  to 
lai^e  quantities  of  live  stock,  cattle  and 

?ig8,  as  well  as  preserved  animal  food, 
'be  starvation  of  England,  by  any  com- 
binatioD  of  Continental  Powers,  was  an 
absolutely  chimerical  idea.  Our  insular 
position  and  numerous  ports  would  make 
an  efficieut  blockade  almost  impossible. 
The  hostile  Powers  would  have  to  deal 
with  the  United  States  in  addition  to 
England.  The  sympathies  as  well  aa 
the  interests  of  that  great  country  would 
be  on  our  side;  and  unless  the  blockade 
were  very  efficient  the  United  States 
would  refuse  to  recognise  it.  Food  pro- 
ducts formed  her  chief  exports,  and 
England  was  her  chief  market.  It  was 
not  our  food,  but  our  commerce,  that  re- 
quired protection,  and  if  the  Amendment 
related  to  that  only  it  would  be  a  truism. 
But  Lord  Sudeley's  Amendment  adopted 
the  first  part  of  the  noble  Earl's  Resolu- 
tion, and  thus  raised  unnecessary  alarm 
as  to  food  supplies.  Besides,  he  ended 
his  Amendment  with  an  old  formula, 
particularly  disagreeable  to  foreign 
nations,  that  Britain  mnsi  always  pre- 
serve the  supremacy  of  the  sea.  It  was 
this  supposed  wish  for  an  arrogant 
supremacy  on  the  part  of  England  that 
made  France  so  unwilling  to  join  with  us 
in  naval  undertakings.  It  was  that 
jealousy  which  had  prevented  France 
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joining  with  us  in  the  North  Sea  liquor 
traffic  legislation,  and  ou  various  other 
occasions  which  their  Lordships  would 
remember.  Great  Britaju,  at  least  in 
modern  days,  wanted  no  supremacy  of 
the  seas.  What  she  did  want,  and  ought 
to  have,  was  a  sufficiently  powerful  Navy 
to  protect  and  defend  her  great  Imperial 
interests  in  all  parts  of  the  world,  with- 
out any  thoughts  of  aggression  against 
any  other  Power,  and  without  constantly 
dramming  and  telling  other  countries 
that  "  Britannia  rules  the  waves."  He 
hoped  that  both  Motion  and  Amendmeut 
might  be  withdrawn,  and  that  the  two' 
noble  Lords  would  be  satisfied  with 
having  raised  a  useful  discussion  which 
might  prove  instructive  to  the  outside 
public. 

The  Earl  of  CRANBROOK  :  My 
Lords,  1  hope  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
will  take  ^e  advice  which  has  been 
tendered  to  him  by  my  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Playfair),  and  will  withdraw  his 
Amendment,  and  then  the  noble  Earl 
behind  me  will  do  the  same  with  his 
Resolution.  I  do  not  wish  to  go  further 
into  the  discuRsion  now;  but  I  cannot 
conceive  anything  more  calculated 
to  destroy  the  trade  of  this  country 
than  that  the  Government  should  itself 
become  a  great  trader. 
*LoBD  SUDELEY  said,  he  was  willing 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

The  Earl  of  WINCHILSEA  and 
NOTTINGHAM  said,  he  would  also 
consent  to  withdraw  the  Motion. 

Amendment  and  Original  Motion  (by 
leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

BBFOBMATORY  SCHOOLS  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 
8EC0HD  BZADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read, 

*LoBD  NORTON  said,  it  was  now  more 
than  40  years  since  legislation  on  the 
subject  began  in  1853,  and  it  was  con- 

solidated  in  the  Acts  dating  from  1866. 
In  1880  Sir  Godfrey  Lushington,  in  a 
Home  Office  Memorandum,  pressed 
urgently  for  a  revision  of  the  system  of 
both  reformatory  and  industrial  schools, 
the  idea  of  such  schools  not  being  yet 
clearly  recognised.  Reformatories  were 
schools  for  children  who  had  been 
punished  upon  conviction  for  crime,  and 

Lord  JPtayfair  ' 


had  no  good  homes  to  go  back  to  from 
which  they  would  attend  natioD&l 
schools.  Their  crimes  were  not  of 
the  more  serious  kind,  which  most 
be  dealt  with  otherwise.  It  was  essentitl 
that  parents  should  not  by  their  neglect 
throw  the  whole  cost  of  their  children's 
care  and  education  on  their  neighbours. 
At  present  the  public  were  taxed  Itn 
reformatories  alone  to  the  amount  of 
£140,000  a  year,  parents  being  chained 
only  £7,000.  InI884aRoyal Commission, 
of  which  he  was  a  Member,  and  Lord 
Aberdare  Chairman,  reported  in  favonr 
of  several  improvements  of  the  system, 
and  that  they  were  urgently  required. 
The  first  recommendation  was  the  partial 
transference  of  these  schools  from  the 
police  to  the  Education  Department 
This  was  obviously  to  the  interests  of  all 
concerned ;  but  he  postponed  dealing 
with  that  matter  till  it  was  better  under- 
stood. The  second  recommendation  was 
that  punishment  of  juvenile  offendas 
by  imprisonment  should  not  be  iu  common 
gaols  if  there  were  any  other  means 
of  confining  them  elsewhere  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Court  committing 
them  ;  and  that  boys  for  ordinaiy 
offences  should  rather  receive  summary 
corporal  punishment  than  any  imprison- 
ment whatever.  This  recommendation 
was  supported  by  almost  all  the  Petty 
Sessions  in  the  Kingdom  to  whom  the 
Commission  referred.  Thirdly,  a  better 
enforcement  of  parents*  payments  for 
their  children's  schooling,  after  such 
punishment  for  crime.  Fourthly,  that  the 
children  should  be  earlier  got  out  from 
school  to  work,  not  only  on  licence,  but 
whenever  opportunity  offered,  by  apprwi- 
ticiug  or  enlistment,  or  emigration,  and  uot 
be  shut  out  from  public  service,  or  free 
industrial  employment  ;  instead  of  keep- 
ing them  in  the  reformatories  till  the  age 
of  17  or  18,  which  was  an  entire  mistidce 
both  in  their-  own  and  in  the  puUic 
interest.  Bills  for  consolidating  the  lav 
on  these  recommendations  had  been  in- 
troduced by  the  Government  for  two  or 
three  Sessions.  Failing  these,  this  Bill 
dealt  with  a  few  of  the  most  pressing 
Amendments,  which  might  be  made  with- 
out further  delay.  The  1st  clause  gave 
a  preference  to  any  other  place  the  Court 
might  approve  for  imprisonment  rather 
than  a  common  gaol,  and  preferred 
whipping  to  imprisonment  for  (wdinsiy 
cases  of  boys*  punishment.    The  2dA 
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clause  proposed  earlier  discharge  of  tbe 
school  children,  not  only  let  out  tied  by 
the  leg  on  licence,  but  that  they  should 
also  be  sent  out  whenever  fit  opportunity 
offered  for  industrial  apprenticeship  and 
free  engagements  in  service.  The  3rd 
clause  adopted  the  Report  that  boys  should 
not  be  sent  to  ship  r^ormatories  without  a 
medical  certificate  of  fitness  for  sea  life. 
At  present  50  per  cent,  of  the  boys  sent 
to  ship  schools  never  went  to  sea  ;  they 
were  totally  unfit  for  it,  and  were 
brought  up  as  tailors  in  the  places  where 
it  was  pretended  they  were  being  made 
into  sailors.  The  4th  clause  enforced 
parents  contributing  to  the  extent  of  at 
least  what  their  children  must  have  coat 
them  at  home,  so  that  such  parents 
should  not  make  a  profit  by  neglect.  The 
dth  clause  threw  this  enforcement  of 
payment  on  the  Local  Authority.  The 
Commission  proposed  the  Guardians. 
£ither  would  be  better  than  the  present 
ineflTective  mode.  The  7th  clause  adopted 
the  Government  Bill's  resort  to  the 
Bastardy  Acts  for  recovering  payments. 
The  late  Conference  at  Plymouth  debated 
and  nuanimously  approved  this  Bill.  He 
might  claim  for  himself  some  authority, 
as  having  introduced  legislation  on  the 
subject  in  1853,  and  as  having  founded 
and  supported  successful  institutions  ever 
since  under  the  Acts.  As  the  Con- 
solidated Bill  could  not  be  introduced 
tiiis  Session  he  thought  these  amend- 
ments in  the  law^  based  upon  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee,  should  be 
made  without  further  delay  ;  and  he, 
therefore,  asked  their  Lordships  to  read 
the  Bill  a  second  time. 

Lord  LEIGH  said,  that,  having  for 
nearly  40  years  taken  an  active  part  in 
the  management  of  reformatories  in  his 
own  county,  he  should  willingly  support 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  because 
he  had  always  entertained  a  feeling  of 
a^ng  opposition  to  the  imjo-isonment  of 
children  before  they  were  sent  to  re- 
formatories. The  Bill  proposed  to  give 
power  to  the  Magistrates  to  send  chil- 
dren direct  to  reformatories  if  they  thought 
fit.  That  was  a  step  in  the  right  direc- 
tion, but  he  hoped  that  the  provision 
would  be  made  compulsory,  so  that 
children  should  not  be  sent  to  gaol  at 
all.  He  thought  that  two  or  three  days 
in  the  lock-up  would  be  quite  sufficient 
before  the  children  were  sent  to  the 
reformatories.   He  also  objected  to  the 


provision  as  to  tbe  whipping  of  boys. 
A  large  percentage  of  the  boys  in  certain 
reformatories  ho  had  visited  were  the 
sous  of  worthless  parents  au4  had  not 
been  brought  up  to  know  what  was  right 
or  wrong,  and  as  he  considered  it  would 
not  be  fair  or  just  to  punish  all  boys  in- 
discriminately with  whipping  he  would 
propose  in  0-ommittee  to  amend  Uie  Bill 
%  giving  tbe  Magistrates  a  discretion  in 
the  matter.  Clause  2,  in  his  opinion, 
was  not  necessary,  because  the  principle 
it  contained  had  been  acted  upon  for 
many  years,  and  he  did  not  knew  of  any 
single  occasion  on  which  the  Home 
Secretary  had  refused  to  order  the  dis- 
charge of  a  boy  if  he  was  fit  to  work. 
He  did  not,  however,  object  to  tbe  clause, 
and  as  the  Bill  was  a  step  in  the  direc- 
tion of  doing  away  with  the  gaol  quali- 
fication for  the  reformatories  he  should 
have  much  pleasure  in  supporting  it. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*.'* 
— (  The  Lord  Norton.) 

•Lord  MONKSWELL  said,  that,  with 
reference  to  Clause  2  of  the  Bill,  the 
Committee  of  Management  of  Feltham 
School — the  largest  industrial  school 
in  the  Kingdom,  of  which  he  was 
Chairman— were  unanimously  of  opinion 
that  the  present  law  was  satis- 
factory. He  did  not  think  that  the 
clause  as  dr^ted  would  effect  any 
change  of  the  law  at  all ;  but  if  it  d^ 
anything  in  the  way  of  inducing  managers 
to  discharge  boys  from  school  rather  than 
license  them  out  to  employers  his  Com- 
mittee was  of  opinion  that  it  was  a 
retrograde  step  which  ought  not  to  be 
adopted.  It  was  far  better  to  license  a 
boy  out  to  employment  than  to  discharge 
him  from  school,  because  if  he  did  not 
do  well,  or  if  from  any  reason  the  boy 
left  his  employer's  service,  it  was  better 
that  he  should  goiback  to  the  reformatory 
school  than  that  he  should  he  thrown 
entirely  upon  tbe  world.  There  was  a 
good  deal  of  force  In  what  the  noble 
Lord  said,  that  tbe  present  law  was  to 
some  extent  unsatisfactory  as  to  parents* 
contributions.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  present  law  was  unsatisfactory,  for 
the  reason  that  it  absolutely  gave  no 
object  at  all  to  managers  for  wishing  to 
increase  the  contribution  of  parents 
towards  the  support  of  children  in  these 
schools,  because  all  the  monej  received 
went  into  tbe  Treasury  and  not  into  tiie 
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pockets  of  the  managers.  He  suggested 
that  it  might  be  desirable  for  the  Trea- 
sury or  the  Home  Office  to  give  the 
maoagers  of  schools  some  inducement  to 
find  out  those  cases  in  which  a  parent 
did  not  pay  as  much  as  he  reasonably 
might  pay.  Mauagers  might,  therefore, 
be  allowed  to  retain  a  certain  portion  of 
the  money  obtained  through  their  informa- 
tion which  enabled  the  Treasury  to 
obtain  more  money  from  the  parents  than 
could  be  got  by  dimply  going  before  the 
Magistrates  or  otherwise.  The  payment 
of  such  a  commission  would  in  the  long 
run  produce  a  much  larger  amount  to  the 
Treasury. 

Loud  VERNON:  The  noble  Lord 
who  has  introduced  this  Bill  to  the  notice 
of  yaur  Lordships'  House  has,  I  am 
credibly  informed,  always  shown  a  pre- 
dilection for  flogging  as  a  means  of 
norrectiou  for  youthful  offenders  ;  and  the 
pith  of  this  Bill,  which  I  am  inatmcted 
to  oppose,  is  to  substitute  whipping  for 
the  10  days'  imprisonment  which  a  boy 
is  now  forced  to  undergo  before  being 
qualified  for  a  reformatory  school.  In 
theory  a  large  proportion  of  the  outside 
public,  and  I  should  imagine  of  your 
Lordships'  House,  would  pr^er  to  see  a 
moderate  dose  of  the  birch  substituted 
for  other  punishments  ;  but  in  practice  it 
has  been  found  very  difficult  to  insure 
this  instrument  of  correction  being  used 
with  discretion  and  judgment.  It  is  only 
a  week  ago  that  an  inquiry  was  held  at 
Coventry  in  consequence  of  a  girl  of  16 
running  away  from  an  industrial  school 
and  complaining  that  she  had  been  several 
times  flogged,  and  on  the  last  occasion, 
for  eating  and  giving  to  others  bread  and 
treacle,  she  had  been  publicly  whipped 
with  three  other  girls  before  the  whole 
school.  As  your  Lordships  are  aware, 
several  classes  of  the  children  at  indus- 
trial schools  not  only  have  never  been 
convicted,  but  are  entirely  free  from 
criminal  taint,  and  it  would  be  monstrous 
to  allow  managers  of  industrial  schools 
to  use  the  birch  at  discretion  if  its  use  is 
prohibited  at  the  ordinary  schools  in  the 
country.  I  am  aware  that  the  noble 
Lord  has  confined  his  Bill  to  reformatory 
schools,  but  the  similiurity  between  the 
two  institutions  is  very  close.  They 
both  have  the  leading  characteristics  that 
they  are  places  of  training  under  volun- 
tary management,  but  largely  subsidised 
by  Government  and  subject  to  Goveru- 
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ment  rules  and  Government  inspection, 
in  which  the  inmates  are  legally  detained 
by  order  of  a  Court  of  Justice,  agunst 
the  will  both  of  themselves  ajid  tfadr 
parents,  and  from  which  they  cannot, 
before  the  effluxion  of  the  prescribed 
term,  be  displaced  without  the  ordv  of 
the  Secretary  of  State.  The  two  insti- 
tutions have  in  the  main  the  same  cliu 
of  children,  and  have  gradually  become 
more  assimilated  to  each  other.  At  the 
present  time  much  depends  on  the  dis- 
cretion of  tho  Justices  to  which  of  the 
two  a  child  is  sent ;  for  in  many  cases 
they  may  either  convict  and  send  to  a 
reformatory,  or,  without  convicting,  send 
to  'an  industrial  school.  Many  of  tiie 
children  now  in  reformatories  might,  u 
will  be  seen,  be  with  equal  or  even 
greater  propriety  inmates  of  industritl 
schools  and  vice  versA.  Though  at  a 
reformatory  the  discipline  is  necessanlj 
somewhat  more  stringent,  still  there 
they  are  considered  to  have  beeo 
punished  by  imprisonment  before  thar 
admission,  and  no  less  than  at  an  indus- 
trial school  the  object  really  is  not  to 
treat  the  inmates  as  criminals  or  crimi- 
nally disposed,  or  to  make  the  school  a 
place  of  punishment,  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, to  treat  them  kindly,  make  them 
happy,  and  encourage  their  self-respect 
in  order  that  they  may  grow  up  into 
respectable  men  or  women.  It  may 
interest  your  Lordships  to  know  that  in 
the  last  Return  to  which  I  have  access 
(a  Return  up  to  December  31,  1891) 
there  were  4,701  children  in  reformatory 
schools,  and  the  total  school  expenditure 
was  £  1 1 7,836.  In  industrial  schools  there 
were  18,985,  and  the  expenditure  was 
£371,338.  The  Home  Secretary  hasno 
objection  to  a  Bill  which  will  assimilate 
the  law  in  England  with  that  now  exist- 
ing in  Scotland  under  the  Act  which 
passed  your  Lordships'  House  tiiis 
Session.  The  existing  law  in  England 
provides  that  a  child  must  be  im- 
prisoned for  10  days  before  being 
sent  to  a  reformatory  school.  In  the 
Scottish  Act  imprisonment  may  be  dis- 
pensed with,  or  detention  may  be  in  > 
place  not  a  prison.  In  the  present  law  » 
child  may  be  dealt  with  at  any  age  if 
only  under  16,  but  not  under  10  unless 
previously  convicted.  The  Scottish  Act 
has  substituted  12  for  10.  Now,  in  Eng- 
land a  child  mnst  be  detained  for  two 
years  and  not  more  than  five.  Three 
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^ears  is  aubetituted  for  two  id  the  new 
Act ;  and  whereas  in  England  a  child,  if 
sent  just  .before  attuning  16,  can  be  de- 
tobed  till  all  but  21  years  of  age,  it  will 
not  in  Scotland  be  kept  in  such  a  school 
after  19.  The  only  change  the  noble  Lord 
proposes  in  Clause  1  is  the  power  to  sub- 
stitute flogging  for  10  days*  detention, 
and  this  the  Home  Office  cannot  approve. 
Clause  2  could  not  possibly  be  agreed  to 
bj  the  Government.  By  the  present 
law,  managers,  -af  ter  a  child  has  been  de- 
tained 18  months,  may  grant  a  licence^ 
vid,  in  case  of  misbehaviour,  such  licence 
may  be  revoked  and  the  child  brought 
bai^  to  school.  Aftor  being  ont  on 
licence  the  managers  may  apprentice  the 
child,  and  the  Secretary  of  State  may  at 
aoy  time  disoharge  him.  This  Bill  pro- 
ride^— 

**  Whenever  msni^FB  ma;  report,  through 
one  of  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors,  that  a  child  is 
fit  to  leave  school  and  that  proper  employment 
is  foand  for  him,  the  Secretary  of  State  shall 
authorlBe  his  removal  from  school." 

This  puts  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
a  wrong  position,  as  it  should  be 
Optional  to  him  to  authorise  or  not,  as  he 
thinks  fit.  Further  oa,  the  clause  says — 

"After  such  report  child  shall  not  be 
detained  in  school.'^ 

This  would  seem  to  take  away  from 
managers  power  to  revoke  liceucea  id 
cases  of  misconduct,  aud  this  places 
them  in  a  false  position.  I  cannot  think 
this  is  the  intention  of  the  noble  Lord. 
Clause  3  is  unnecessary  and  objection- 
able. The  authorities  oatnrally  put  the 
children  to  work  at  employments  which 
they  think  suitable,  and  no  roan  who 
would  deliberately  set  a  child  to  work  at 
employment  which  he  is  not  able  to  do 
is  fit  to  be  in  the  position  of  manager. 
Clauses  4  and  5  are  objectionable.  In 
the  2oth  clause  of  the  Act  of  1866  the 
Magistrate  has  power  to  fix  the  contribu- 
tion of  the  parent  up  to  os.  a  week.  The 
complicated  calculation  in  Clanses  4  and  5 
would  lead  to  all  sorts  of  difficulties.  In 
Ciaose  6  the  noble  Lord  proposes  entirely 
changing  the  mode  of  raising  and  dealing 
with  the  contributions '  of  parents.  It 
might  be  better  that  they  should  go  to 
the  Local  Authorities  instead  of  the 
Treasury,  but  such  a  change  sboald  be 
part  of  a  much  larger  change,  put  of 
which  would  be  to  make  a  certain  con- 
tribution by  the  Local  Authority  com- 
pulsory.    Clause  7  would  mrke  an 


exception  to  the  Summaiy  Jurisdiction 
Act  of  1879.  Under  that  Act  the  money 
due  from  a  parent  towards  the  main- 
teoanoe  of  hia  child  in  a  reformatory  is  a 
civil  debt,  and  enforced  by  the  mUd  pro- 
cedure prescribed  by  that  Act  with 
reference  to  civil  debts,  whereas  an  order 
in  bastardy  is  enforced  as  a  conviction  on 
information,  and  the  father  not  paying 
is  subject  at  once  to  distraint  and  then  to 
imprisonment.  But  if  the  powers 
granted  to  those  suing  under  aji  order  of 
bastardy  were  extended  to  the  authorities 
who  were  enforcing  the  payment  of  con- 
tributions due  by  the  parents  on  account 
of  children  in  rdlormatory  schools,  such 
powers  would  have  to  be  given  to  all 
those  who  were  suing  for  the  recovery 
of  civil  debts  ;  and  the  milder  procedure 
now  in  force  for  the  recovery  of  such  debts 
would  have  to  be  ossimilat^  to  that  under 
an  order  in  bastardy.  The  Government 
are  quite  alive  to  the  fact  that  there  are 
grave  errors  in  the  reformatory  system  as 
it  now  exists,  and  they  do  not  consider 
the  principles  contained  in  the  Bill  of 
the  noble  Lord  bad  in  themselves.  It 
only  deals  with  a  part  of  a  very  large 
question  which  should  be  dealt  with  as  a 
whole.  Such  schools  are  dark  spots  not 
reached  by  the  search-light  of  public 
opinion.  The  children  in  them  have  no 
horoe  to  go  to,  and  no  parents  who  can 
complain  if  abuses  exist.  It  is  only 
accidental  if  such  a  case  as  that  at 
Coventry  becomes  public  by  a  grown 
girl  running  away  aud  complaining  to  the 
police.  No  doubt  it  would  be  advisable 
if  these  iostitutions  were  under  the 
supervision  of  Local  Authorities  ;  but 
one  great  difficulty  in  this  direction  lies 
in  the  fact,  that  they  are  used  not  only  by 
those  who  live  in  the  district  in  which 
they  are  situated,  but  also  becanse  they 
are  subsidised  by  the  Treasury,  that  pays 
more  than  half  the  sum  actually  spent 
each  year  in  maintaining  them!  These 
are  only  a  few  of  the  difficulties  connected 
with  the  question,  and  tilt  a  radical 
change  is  made  in  the  law  it  would  be 
difficult  to  meet  the  views  of  the  noble 
Lord.  I  am,  however,  directed  to  say 
that  if  he  should  introduce  a  Bill  in 
character  similar  to  the  Reformatory 
Schools  Amendment  Act,  lately  passed 
by  your  Lordships*  House  for  Scotland ) 
it  would  receive  the  support  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  They  cannot 
I  support  any  change  in  the  administra- 
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tion  of  the  Echools  unless  the  whole 
system  is  remodelled  and  placed  on  a 
difierent  basis.  I  trust  that  the  noble 
Lord  will  not  try  and  force  this  Bill 
forward  in  your  Lordships'  House,  and  if 
not  the  Home  OflSce  will  give  him  every 
assistance  to  place  the  reformatory  and 
industrial  schools  of  the  country  on  a 
footing  that  will  satisfy  the  noble  Lord 
and  be  a  lasting  memorial  of  the  great 
interest  he  has  taken  in  educational 
reforms  during  his  lifetime. 

ViacouNT  CROSS  :  My  Lords,  I 
hope  it  will  not  go  forward  to  the  world 
that  the  reformatory  scboolB  are  black 
spots  upon  our  svstem. 

Lord  VERNON  :  I  said"  dark  spots." 
■  Viscount  CROSS  :  Well,  then,  dark 
spots.  I  hope  that  will  not  go  forth, 
because  no  doubt  those  schools  have  done 
great  good.  This  Bill  was  considered 
by  the  Society  of  Chairmen  of  Quarter 
Sessions,  over  which  I  had  tke  honour 
to  preside.  We  were  obliged  to  take  the 
Bill  as  it  was  printed,  and  no  doubt  there 
was  considerable  objection  to  many  parts 
of  it.  The  Ist  clause,  as  drawn,  is,  to 
my  mind,  most  objectionable,  because, 
although  it  may  be  quite  right  that  these 
boys  should  not  be  sent  to  prison,  it  is 
hardly  right  to  say  that  every  boy  must 
be  whipped  before  he  is  sent  to  the 
reformatory  school.  To  that  we  objected 
very  strongly.  I  am  quite  sure  that 
clause  would  never  ^hiss  this  House,  and 
I  am  equally  certain  it  would  never  pass 
the  other  Honae  of  Parliament.  The 
objection  to  sending  children  to  prison 
at  all  is,  of  course,  quite  another  matter. 
I  hoped  the  noble  Lord  opposite  would 
have  stated  that  the  Government  will 
bring  in  a  Bill  themselves  in  order  to 
remedy  the  existing  state  of  things. 

Lord  VERNON  :  There  would 
hardly  be  time  now. 

Viscount  CROSS  :  If  they  admit 
there  is  a  grievance,  it  would  be  much 
more  satisfactory  that  the  GoTemment 
should  bring  in  a  Bill  themselves,  even 
though  they  may  not  be  able  to  pass  it. 
If  I  can  get  that  assurance,  we  should  be 
satisfied  with  the  discussion  that  has 
taken  place. 

The  LORD  PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  AND  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (The  Earl  of 
Kiubebley)  :  lam  afraid  that  assurance 
cannot  be  given.  The  Bill  which  passed 
this  House  was  brought  in  by  a  private 
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Member,  and  the  Government  do  not 
feel  that  they  can  undertake  another  this 
Session.  My  noble  Friend  said  that  if 
the  noble  Lord  will  bring  in  a  Bill 
similar  to  the  Scotch  Bill  it  would  receiye 
the  support  of  the  Government. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lori 
Herschell)  ;  I  should  like  to  give  the 
noble  Viscount  the  reason  why  it  would  be 
better  the  Bill  ^ould  not  be  brought  in  by 
the  Government  but  by  a  private  Memba. 
I  have  experienced  lately  that  a  Bill 
perfectly  non-coutentious  which  met  witli 
universal  assent  in  this  House  from  noble 
Lords  on  both  sides  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  urgently  required  to  prevent 
injustice,  when  it  went  down  to  the  other  i 
House,  though  nobody  there  objected  to 
it  in  the  slightest  degree,  was  prevented 
from  passing  simply  because  it  had  been 
introduced  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. I  think  that  will  be  a  sufficient 
reason  why  those  who  desire  this  l^isla- 
tion  should  not  adopt  the  course 
suggested. 
•Lord  NORTON  said,  if  he  Lad 
understood  that  the  Government  had 
intended  to  oppose  the  Bill,  he  should 
have  asked  his  friends  to  attend  to 
support  it.  The  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment who  were  now  the  only 
occupants  remaining  of  their  Lordships* 
Benches  would  no  doubt  throw  out  the 
Bill,  aud  he  must  leave  entirely  upon 
them  the  responsibility  of  hanging  op 
the  subject.  This  was  the  .only  pro- 
position which  had  been  brought  forward, 
and  now  the  fate  of  the  matter  must 
be  what  it  had  been  for  three  years  past 
— promises  without  any  .  performance  , 
whatever,  and  the  abuses  stUl  remaimog 
the  removal  of  which  the  Govern- 
ment Department  was  urgently  pressing 
in  1880.  The  point  most  objected  to 
was  the  introduction  of  the  word  "shall" 
in  the  Ist  clause  with  r^erencc  to  whip- 
ping, and  the  substitution  of  "may" 
would  dispose  of  that  objection.  With 
that  exception,  the  1st  clause  wasagreed 
to  by  everybody.  The  other  objections 
hardly  required  an  answer.  The  mode 
of  recovering  payment  under  the  Bastardy 
Act  was  oue  of  the  recommendations 
of  the  Royal  Commission  ;  and  with 
regard  to  letting  boys  out  to  woik 
without  keeping  them  tied  by  the 
leg  to  the  reformatory  school,  that  pro- 
posal had  the  entire  support  of  Her 
Majesty's  Inspectors.  ^-He  left  with  the 
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(xOTernment  the  entire  responsibilttj  of 
iuniging  up  a  subject,  which  they  tkem- 
sdves  allowed  to  be  urgent^  $ine  die. 
He  would  challenge  a  DirisioD,  but  asked 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  whether  a 
gofficieot  number  of  Members  were 
preaent  in  the  House  ? 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  If 
there  is  not  a  quorum  present  the  Bill 
caDDot  be  further  proceeded  with  to- 
night. 

On  Question,  resolved  in  the  negative. 

PEI80N  (OFFICERS'  SUPERANNUATION) 
(No.  2)  BILL. 
Read  1*;  to  be  printed;  and  to  be 
read  2*  on  Thursday  next. — (The  Lord 
Chancellor.)    (No.  152.) 

LOOAL  aOVSRNMENT  (IRELAND)  FRO- 
TIBIOKAL   ORDER    (No.   16)  BILL. 
(No.  158.) 

Read  1*  ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  referred 
to  the  Examiners. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  14)  BILL.— (No.  154.) 
Read  1^  ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  referred 
to  the  Examiners. 

SALMON  FISHERY  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  BILL.— (No.  155.) 
Bead  l" ;  to  be  printed ;  and  referred 
to  the  Examiners. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL.— (No.  124.) 
Bead  3*  (according  to  Order) :  Amend- 
ments made  :■  Bill  passed,  and  returned 
to  the  ComraoDS. 

OAS  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION  (BROM- 
YARD, &C.)  BILL.  [H.L.].— (No.  85.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  ;  Amendments  made  ;  Standing 
Committee  negatived;  The  Report  of 
Amendments  to  be  received  To-morrow. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  10)  BILL.— (No.  140.) 
Bead  2*  (according  to  Order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow. 

LOCAIi  GOVBRNMKNT  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  11)  BILL.— (No.  141.) 
Read  2*  (according  to  Order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow, 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL   ORDER   (Na    8)  BILL. 
(No.  113.) 

Bead  2*  (according  to  Order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL   ORDER   (No.   4)  BILL. 
(No.  126.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
committed :  The  Committee  to  be  pro- 
posed by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL.— <No.  61.) 
Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3<>  To- 
morrow. 

HOUfilNa  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 
(EDINBimGH)  PB0VI8I0NAL  ORDER 
BILL^-(No.  126.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL    ORDER    (No.  5)  BILL, 
(No.  127.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

WATER  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS  (No.  1) 
BILL.— (No.  136.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Amendments  made  :  Standing 
Committee  negatived  :  The  Report  of 
Amendments  to  be  received  To-morrow, 

DUCHY  OF  CORNWALL  BILL.— (No.  145.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order) :  Bill  reported  without  amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

LAND   TAX   COMMISSIONERS*  NAMES 
BILL.— (No.  183.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order) :  Bill  reported  without  amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived ; 
and  Bill  to  be  raid  To-morrow. 

Boose  adjourned  at  a  quarter  put  Seven 
o'clock,  tiU  To-morrow,  a  quarter 
putjen  o'clock. 
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PROVISIONAL    ORDER  BILL. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PBOVISIONAL 
OBDEB   (POOB   LAW)  BILL.— (Na  256.) 
TRIBD  BBADINO. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

•Mr.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditoh,  Hox- 
ton)  said,  before  the  Bill  left  the  House 
he  wished  to  make  one  ortwo-remM-ks.  It 
de^t  with  the  matter  of  the  rectification 
of  the  boundaries  of  the  preirant  municipal 
area  of  London  ;  and  whilst  it  dealt  with 
that  there  were  a  number  of  other 
matters  which,  no  doubt,  the  Local  G-o- 
remmeiit  Board  had  taken  into  con- 
sideration, such  as  the  adjustment  of  debt 
and  others  which  were  cousequent  upon 
that  arrangement,  which  they  trusted 
would  be  attended  to.  Whilst  the 
principle  of  rectification  was  one  they 
could  not  oppose  there  were  other  and 
more  important  rectifications  they  felt 
ought  to  be  undertaken  in  conjunction 
wi^  the  present. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
Q  UE  S  TIONS. 


PRICE  OF  BREAD  IN  PARIS. 

CoLOHEL  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afiairs  why,  in  the  Return  [C.  6967] 
just  presented  showing  the  price  per 
pound  avoirdupois  of  articles  of  domestic 
consumption  in  the  principal  cities  of 
Europe,  do  statement  appears  as  to 
London,  and  the  price  of  only  the  best 
quality  of  white  household  bread  in 
Paris  is  quoted,  while  the  price  of  second 
and  third  quality  is  left  blank ;  if  he  is 
aware  that  the  official  price  of  the  best 
bread  in  Paris  was  6'8d.  for  4  lbs.  6  oz. 
in  the  latter  half  of  August,  1892,  and 
Sr&d.  in  March,  1893,  whereas  second 


quality  was  6*3d.  for  the  two  kilos,  and 
4'8d.  for  third  quality  instead  of  2d.  to 
2|d.  X  4^  for  a  quartern  toal^  as  quoted 
the  Return  ;  and  to  what  cause  this  dis* 
crepancy  is  due  ? 
•The  UNDER  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIBS 
(Sir  E.  Gbey,  Northumberland,  Ber^ 
wick)  :  The  Return  was  intended  to  detl 
with  white  household  bread  of  medium 
quality  in  some  foreign  cities  ;  bnt  the 
Return  sent  from  Florence  gave  three 
qualities,  and,  in  order  to  allow  room  for 
inserting  the  three  figures  from  Florence, 
blank  spaces  bad  to  be  left  in  the 
Returns  from  other  places.  A  reference 
to  the  Parliamentary  Paper  Commercial 
No.  1,  1888,  shows  that  the  yneo  of 
bread  vuies  widely  from  one  qnarter 
of  Paris  to  another,  and  that  the  offidsl 
price  is  not  binding  on  the  bakers  and  ti 
often  lower  than  the  price  at  which  the 
bakers  sell ;  this  may  account  for  the 
discrepancy. 

COLCHESTER  CAMP. 

Captain  NAYLOR  -  LEYLAND 
(Colchester)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretanr ' 
of  State  for  War  what  is  the  amount  ^ 
the  extra  pay  being  now  given  to  the 
soldiers  who  are  employed  in  pulling 
down  the  huts  in  the  camp  at  Colchest« ; 
is  he  aware  that  at  the  present  moment 
there  is  a  great  scarceness  of  work  in  that 
town  ;  and  will  he  state  the  difference  in 
cost  in  this  instance  between  civilian  and 
soldier  labour  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell -Bannebhas, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  The  extra  pay  given  to 
soldiers  employed  in  pulling  down  the 
huts  in  Colwester  is  at  tiie  rate  of  Id. 
to  1^.  per  hour.  It  is  work  wdl 
adapted  to  military  labour,  and  the  ad- 
ditional cost  of  effecting  it  by  civilian 
labour  would  be  from  £3  to  £3  10s.  per 
hut  demolished.  I  have  no  information 
as  to  the  scarcity  of  work  in  the  town. 

OUTRAGES  AT  CACHAR. 
Mr.  SPICER  (Monmouth,  &c.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretaiy  of  State 
for  India  whether  he  will  lake  the 
necessary  steps  to  .insure  better  police 
BuperrisioD  in  the  Cachar  District  of 
Assam,  where,  since  our  interference  in 
the  affairs  of  Manipur,  a  number  erf 
dacoits  having  left  Manipur  hare  settled 
down  in  Cachar,  some  of  whom,  on  16th 
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April,  murdered  the  European  manager 
of  the  Baladhun  Tea  Garden,  and,  since 

16th  April,  have  rohbed  an  escort  taking 
remittances  from theneighbouring  town  of 
Silchar  to  the  Kaliuecherra  Tea  Garden, 
and  whose  presence  in  the  district,  coupled 
with  the  inaetivitj  of  the  present  District 
Superintendent  of  Police,  has  created  a 
great  want  of  confidence,  which  is  likelj 
to  have  disastrous  results  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Mr.  G. 
Russell,  North  Beds.)  :  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  no  official  information  as  to 
the  matter  to  which  my  hon.  Friend 
refers  ;  but  he  has  learned  from  the  news- 
papers that  there  have  been  outrages  in 
Caohar ;  that  urests  hare  been  made  in 
connection  witli  the  murder  mentioned  in 
mj  hon.  Friend's  question  ;  and  that  the 
party  who  are  supposed  to  have  com- 
mitted the  outrage  are  being  tracked  by 
the  authorities.  As  at  present  advised, 
the  Secretary  of  State  has  no  information 
before  him  which  leads  him  to  think  that 
the  police  force  in  Cachar  is  inadequate, 
or  that  there  has  been  any  n^lect  of 
duty  on  the  part  of  its  officers. 

THB  THAMES  COKSERYAKCT  BOABD. 

.  Mk.  H.  L.  W.LAWSON  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  clauses  in  the  London 
County  Council  (General  Powers)  Bill, 
giving  to  that  body  a  certain  number  of 
representatives  on  the  Thames  Con- 
Berrancy  Board,  have  been  struck  out  by 
the  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords  ;  and  whether  he  will  agree  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  of 
this  House  at  an  early  date  to  inquire 
into  the  constitution,  powers,  and  com- 
position of  the  Board  of  Conservators,  as 
promised  during  the  last  Parliament  ? 

The  president  op  tke  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  I  think  there 
ought  to  be  an  inquiry  by  a  Select 
Committee  ;  but  it  is  a  matter  for  con- 
sideration whether,  at  this  period  of  the 
Session,  a  Committee  could  be  invited  to 
enter  upon  such  an  inqniry.  I  will 
confer  with  my  hon.  Friend  in  the 
matter. 

SAMOA. 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
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for  the  Colonies  whether  afl^airs  at  Samoa 
have  agAin  reached  a  crisis ;  and,  if  so, 
what  is  the  nature  of  the  crisis  ;  whethw 
American  and  German  war  ships  have 
been  ordered  to  proceed  to  Apia  ;  and  if 
he  will  state  how  many  American, ,  Ger- 
man, and  British  war  vessels  are  there  at 
present  ? 

*SiR  E.  GREY  :  The  latest  telegraphic 
Reports  from  Her  Majesty^s  Consid  at 
Apia  do  not  indicate  the  existence  of  a 
crisis.  We  hear  that  there  is  one 
German  war  ship  at  Apia ;  but  there  are 
not,  so  far  as  we  are  aware,  any  other 
foreign  men-of-war  in  Samoan  waters. 

EXPBB8S  LETTER  DELIVEEIE& 
Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Cait- 
terbury) ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  express  letters,  botii 
those  of  inland  origin  and  those  coming 
from  England  (and  posted  on  Saturday 
night  here)  are  delivered  on  Sunday  in 
Paris,  and  over  a  great  part  of  France  ;  . 
whether  telegrams  are  delivered  on  Sun- 
day by  the  British  Post  Office ;  and 
whether,  as  telegraphic  transmission  is  . 
unsuited  to  certain  classes  of  urgent  com- 
munications, such  as  prescriptions,  and  to  - 
parcels,  he  will  take  measures  for  in- 
stituting an  express  service  for  all  postal 
packets  on  Sunday  in  this  country,  or  at . 
least  for  those  letters  arriving  fronii 
abroad  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL . 

(Mr.  A.  MoRLET,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  As 
I  informed  the  hon.  Member  by  letter 
(5th  ultimo),  express  letters  are  under- 
stood to  be  delivered  in  Paris  and 
in  France  generally  on  Sunday  up  to 
6  p.m.  In  this  country  express  letters . 
are  delivered  in  the  Provinces  on  Sunday 
only  during  the  hours  in  which  post 
offices  are  open  for  telegraph  business,, 
and  in  London  there  is  no  express 
delivery  at  all.  It  is  not  proposed  to 
make  any  extension  of  the  service  in  this 
respect,  there  being  no  evidence  of  any 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  public  for  such 
an  addition  to  the  Sunday  work  of  the- 
Post  Office.  The  delivery  of  telegrams, 
during  certain  hours  is  believed  to  be 
sufficient  to  meet  the  present  require- 
ments of  the  public. 

WOBKMBN'S  CO-OPERATIVE  SOCIETlEa 
Me.  BAIRD  (Glasgow,  Central)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  has  received  a  com- 
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plaint  of  the  publication  in  The  Labour 
Gazette  of  the  prices  eharged  and  divi- 
dends paid  by  certain  workmen's  Co-opera- 
tive Societies  from  private  traders  who,  as 
taxpayers,  consider  themselves  aggrieved 
by  the  action  of  the  Government  in 
fostering  a  particular  system  of  trading  ; 
and  whether,  inasmuch  as  all  refwence  is 
omitted  to  the  quality  of  articles  sold  in 
comparison  to  those  sold  by  private 
traders  at  the  same  places,  the  free  and 
alleged  misleading  aavertisfflnent,  in  The 
Labour  GazettCf  of  Cooperative  Societies 
-will  be  coDtinned  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  A  complaint  has 
juBt  been  received  to  the  effect  stated 
from  the  Traders*  Defence  Association  of 
Scotland,  who  also  complain  of  The 
Labour  Gazette  dealing  with  the  subject 
of  co-operation  at  all.  No  other  com- 
plaints have  been  received.  The  object 
of  the  information  giv^  as  to  the  prices 
which  working  people  actually  pay  on 
the  average  for  certain  articles  of  con- 
.  sumption  is  of  a  purely  atatistical  cha- 
racter, on  the  principle  of  The  Gazette 
average  prices  of  British  corn,  which 
inclnde  every  variety  -of  quality.  The 
method  has  been  folly  explained  in  The 
Labour  Gazette  itself,  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  may  be  referred.  It  is  neces- 
.sary  for  statistical  purposes  to  obtain  the 
actual  quantities  sold,  and  these  have  as 
yet  only  been  obtained  through  the  Co- 
operative Societies.  The  omission  of  all 
reference  to  quality  prevents  the  statistics 
having  the  effect  of  an  adwtisement. 

BSaiSTRATION   OF  COLONIAL  KEWS- 
PAPSB8. 

Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  he  is  aware  that  newspapers 
printed  in  the  British  Colonies,  but  sold 
and  published  in  Great  Britain,  are  at 
present  placed  in  the  same  category  as 
foreign  newspapers  by  the  Imperial 
Festal  Authorities ;  and  whether,  having 
r^rd  to  the  ineonsiderable  loss  of 
revenue  that  the  reform  wonld  entail,  he 
is  prepared  to  aot  on  the  suggestimi  that 
Colonial  newspapers  having  London 
publishing  offices  should  be  registered 
for  circulation  within  the  United  King- 
dom ? 

Mb.  a.  MOBLEY  :  The  Post  Office 
Aot  of  1870  provides  that  only  news- 
„papers  which  are  both  printed  and  pnb- 
Usbed  in  the  United  Kingdom  can  cuaim 

Mr,Bttird 


the  advantage  of  the  halfpenny  rate  of 
postage.  It  is  not  in  my  power,  there- 
fore, to  accept  for  registration  newspapen 
printed  in  the  British  Colonies,  era 
although  they  may  have  a  pnblishiog 
office  in  this  country.  , 

PBESS  TELEQRAMB. 

Sir  £.  REED  (Cardiff)  :  I  beg  to  ssk 
the  Postmaster  General  whether,  in  view 
of  the  pressure  upon  Post  Office  Funds, 
alluded  to  in  the  Budget  Speech  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he  ess 
statb  the  annual  cost  to  the  country  of 
Press  telegrams  in  excess  of  the  receipts 
for  the  same ;  and  as  a  particular  caee, 
if  he  can  state  the  total  expenditure  in- 
cun^d,  and  the  receipts  obtained,  on  tlie 
occasion  of  Lord  Salisbury's  recent  visit 
to  Ulster  ? 

Mb.  a.  MOKLEY  :  The  number  of 
Press  telegrams  in  the  year  ended  the  31sl 
of  March  last  was  5,590,160,  and  the 
receipts  from  them  amounted  to  £120,299; 
hut,  as  they  were  dealt  with  in  the  same 
offices,  under  the  same  Bapa*viBiott,  and 
to  a  large  extent  on  the  same  wires  as 
ordinary  telegrams,  I  regret  that  it  is 
impossible  to  state  their  cost  separately, 
although  I  am  convinced  that  it  resulted 
in  a  very  large  net  loss.  The  telegrams 
having  been  destroyed,  I  cannot  even 
state  what  would  have  been  received  for 
them  if  they  had  been  paid  for  at  the 
same  rate  as  ordinary  messages ;  but  I 
am  considering  whether,  in  regard  to  the 
future,  it  would  be  possible  to  obtain 
this  information  without  undue  expnue. 
Meanwhile,  I  may  point  out  that,  whilst 
the  average  receipt  for  an  ordiiuuy  iolaod 
telegram  is  about  7|d.,  that  for  a  Press 
telegram  is  only  a  little  more  than  5d^ 
although  the  latter  is  many  times  as  l<Kig 
as  the  former,  and,  therefore,  more  ex- 
pensive to  deal  with.  The  receipts  for 
Press  telegrams  sent  in  connection  with 
Lord  Salisbury's  recent  visit  to  Ulster 
were  £243,  and  the  special  expense  b- 
curred  at  Belfast  and  liondonderry  was 
£126  ;  but,  for  the  reasons  I  have^ven, 
it  is  impossible  to  state  what  was  the 
cost  of  dealing  with  the  telegrams  at  the 
various  towns  throughout  the  Kingdom 
to  which  they  were  sent,  and  I  cannot, 
therefore,  say  what  was  the  loss  sustained 
by  the  Department. 

•Sir  E.  KEED  :  Will  the  Postmaster 
General  be  kind  enough  to  state  if  the 
figures  just  given  include  the  cost  of 
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the  special  officera  on  the  occasioa  of 
Lord  Salisbury's  visit  to  Ulster,  and  the 
extra  cost  iDcurred  in  the  London  Depart- 
ment? 

Mb.  a.  MOBLEY  :  The  snm  I  have 
named  includes  all  the'  extra  cost  in- 
«arred. 

Sir  J.  LENG  (Dundee):  May  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  the 
charges  made  to  the  Press  were  not  very 
carefally  considered  before  the  arraage- 
ment  was  made  transferring  the  telegraph 
system  to  the  Post  Office  ;  and  was  not 
die  tariff  thus  agreed  npou,  practically* 
a  contract  between  the  Government  and 
tiie  newspaper  Press  as  a  condition  pre- 
cedent to  the  arrangement  for  the 
transfer  ? 

Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester)  :  Can  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  say,  in  regard  to 

the  second  paragraph  of  the  question  on 
the  'Paper,  what  would  have  been  the 
absolute  receipts  for  these  telegrams  if 
the  charges  had  been  on  the  ordinary 
scale  ? 

Mb.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  hare  answered 
that  the  telegrams  have  been  destroyed, 
and  it  is,  therefore,  impossible  to  say  what 
the  receipts  would  have  been.  I  am,  how- 
ever, gomg  to  take  steps  to  see  if  in  the 
future  some  such  information  may  be 
obtained.  As  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundee,  I  do  not  know  that 
there  was  any  such  contract  between  the 
Post  Office  and  the  Press  ;  I  can  only  say 
I  am  quite  certain  that  the  Postal 
Authorities  had  no  idea  that  the  result 
of  the  arrangement  would  have  been  so 
heavy  a  loss. 

Sib  J.  FEBGUSSON  (Manchester, 
N.'E,)  :  Is  it  not  the  case  that  since  the 
telegraphs  were  taken  over  the  number 
of  Press  messages  has  enormously  in- 
creased, so  that  the  small  loss  at  that  time 
incurred  has  been  many  times  multiplied  ? 

Mb.  a.  MORLEY  :  That  U  so. 

Mb.  W.  SAUNDERS  (Newington, 
"Walworth)  :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
aware  that  in  Switzerland,  where  the 
charge  is  |d.  per  word,  a  profit  is  made, 
whereas  with  a  charge  of  a  word  in 
this  country  there  is  a  loss  ? 

Mb.  a.  MORLEY  :  That  is  so,  but 
then  the  charges  in  this  country  for  Press 
messages  are  much.)«sff.thfui  ^•  pc^r  word. 


CUSTOM  HOUSB  EMPLOYtS, 
Mr.  S.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
TVhitechapel)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether  he  has 
considered  the  case  of  the  outdoor  extra 
men  employed  at  the  Custom  House ; 
and  whether  he  can  give  a  reply  to  the 
Memorial  sent  to  him  iu  February  last  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Habcoubt,  Derby): 
The  Memorial  has  been  very  carefully 
considered,  aud  a  decision  arrived  at.  A 
letter,  sanctioning  certain  improvements 
in  the  position  of  these  extra  men,  is 
about  to  be  sent  to  the  Commissioners  of 
Customs. 

THE  WATCH  TRADE  AND  THE  MEB- 
CHAKDISS  MARES  ACT. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if,  having  regard  to  the  opinion 
expressed  by  him  before  a  deputation  he 
was  BO  good  as  to  receive  on  the  6th  ultimo 
from  the  workers  in  most  of  the  pro- 
ductive trades  of  the  country,  that  to 
mark  foreign  watch  works  faintly  as 
foreign,  in  letters  illegible  to  ordinary 
eyesight,  and  surrounded  by  a  bold 
English  warranty,  is  a  fraudulent  evasion 
of  the  spirit  of  "The  Merchandise  Marks 
Act,  1887,**  and  equally  so  the  marking 
of  foreign  printed  books  and  drawings  as 
foreign  in  fugitive  inks,  or  subsequently 
fatdiug  such  mark,  he  will  cause  the 
opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
to  be  taken  on  the  case  recently  sub- 
mitted with  evidence  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  on  behalf  of  the  Coventry  Watch 
Trade  Association ;  and  should  the 
present  law  not  be  strong  enough  to 
protect  the  public  desirous  of  encotu«ging 
home  labotv  from  such  fraud,  will  he  at 
once  introduce  and  press  forward  a  short 
auxiliary  measure,  with  a  view  to  the 
moreeflG^ctual  prevention  of  false  marking, 
and  the  safeguarding  of  British  industrial 
interests  in  a  time  of  such  depression 
among  the  masses  of  the  people  ? 

Mr.  NEWDIGATE  (Warwickshu^ 
Nuneaton)  :  I  beg  at  the  same  time  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if,  having 
regard  to  the  opinion  expressed  by  him 
before,  a,  deputation  he  was  so  good  as  to 
receive  on  the  Gth  May,  that  to  mark 
foreign  watch  works  as  foreign  in  nearly 
illegible  letters,  and  surroonded  by  a 
bold  English  ^^rranty,  is  s^  evasioii,  At 
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"The  Merchftndise  Marks  Act,  1887," 
he  will  cause  the  opinion  of  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  to  be  taken  on  the 
case  recently  submitted  with  evidence  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  on  behalf  of  the 
Coventrj  Watch  Trade  Association ; 
and  should  the  law  on  this  subject  not 
prove  strong  enough  to  protect  the  public 
aesirotis  of  encouraging  home  labour, 
whether  he  wilt  at  once  introduce  and 
press  forward  a  measure  to  amend  "  The 
Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1887  *'  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  I  am  advised 
that  there  is  no  point  in  the  case  recently 
submitted  by  the  Coventry  Watch  Trade 
Association  upon  which  the  opinion  of 
the  Law  Officers  could  usefully  be  taken, 
inasmuch  as  tlie  watch  does  bear  a 
description  of  the  country  where  it  was 
made  in  words  which  cannot  be  said  to 
be  illegible.  In  administering  the  powers 
of  a  penal  Statute  cases  mast  always 
arisewnichmay  be  evasions  of  Uie  Act,  but 
are  not  susceptible  of  successfnl  prosecu- 
tion. The  Merchandise  Marks  Act  is 
strong  enough  to  insure  the  successful 
prosecution  of  those  who  break  tlie  letter 
of  the  law ;  but  no  amendment  which 
could  be  devised  would,  with  certainty, 
lead  to  the  conviction  of  persons  wlio 
are  guilty  of  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
describes  as  a  "  fraudulent  evasion  of  its 
spirit." 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  Is 
not  the  object  of  the  law  to  have  foreign 
goods  plainly  marked,  so  that  the  ordinary 
purchaser  may  be  able  to  see  they  are  of 
foreign  origin  ?  I  have  one  of  the 
watches  here,  and  my  hon.  Friends 
around  me  agree  in  thinking  that  it  is 
English  made. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  Jold  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  that  my  Legal 
Advisers  say  that  the  watch  is  not 
fraudulently  marked,  and  that  the  words 
are  legible.  The  hon.  Gentleman  knows 
they  could  not  be  stamped  on  the  case, 
seeing  that  the  case  is  English  made. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
will  hand  the  watch  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

VISITORS    TO   KENSINGTON  IN- 
FIEMARY. 

Sir  F.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Mid- 
dlesex, Uxbridge)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
if  be  will  explain  why  it  is  that  the 
chief  medical  officer  at  Kensington  In- 
firmary has  not  the  same  power  vested  in 
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him  as  the  nuLster  of  the  workhouse  of 
granting  occasional  special  visits  to 
patients  at  other  than  visiting  times; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  unless  (or  until) 
they  are  placed  on  the  danger  list  inmates 
can  be  visited  (as  alleged  by  the  doctor) 
only  on  Stmdays  from  2  till  4 ;  and 
whether,  if  such  rules  are  general,  he  will 
consider  the  desiralnlity  of  altering  them  ? 

The  president  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler,  Wolv€a^mmpton,  E.)  :  I  have 
been  in  communication  with  the  Guardians 
of  the  Parish  of  Kensington,  and  I  infer 
from  their  reply  that  the  question  has  j 
been  suggested  in  connection  with  the  ! 
circumstances  of  a  particular  case.  The 
Guardians  state  that,  in  the  case  referred 
to,  special  permission  had  been  given  for 
visits  to  an  inmate,  but  for  rettsons 
which  the  Guardians  considered  sofEcient 
this  privilege  was  withdrawn,  and  it  wis 
intimated  that  the  Guardians  saw  do 
reason  for  departing  in  that  case  from 
the  rules  which  they  found  it  necessaiy 
to  lay  down  for  the  maintenance  of 
discipline  and  the  proper  administration 
of  the  Institution  under  their  control. 
With  regard  to  the  ordinary  rules  as  to 
visiting,  I  am  informed  that  the  inmates 
of  the  Infirmary  may  be  visited  every 
Sunday  between  2  and  4  p.m.,  that  the 
Medical  Officer  of  the  Infirmary  has  fall 
discretion  in  any  case  in  which  he  deans 
it  expedient  to  allow  visits  to  inmates, 
and  that  a  patient  who  is  dangerously  ill 
may  practically  be  visited  at  any  time. 

*SiR  F.  DIXON-HARTLAND:  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  i 
a  letter  came  from  the  authorities 
at  the  workhouse  infirmary,  saying  it 
was  an  absolute  rule  that  no  visitors 
should  be  allowed,  except  in  cases  of 
great  danger,  on  other  than  the  dsys 
usually  set  apart  ? 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  I  am  not 
aware  what  letter  the  hon.  Member 
received.  I  can  only  tell  him  what  the 
mles  are,  and  point  out  that  the  medied 
officer  has  ample  powers  when  patients 
are  dangerously  ill. 

Sir  F.  DIXON-HARTLAND:  Per- 
haps the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  lode 
into  the  matter ;  I  will  send  him  the 
letter  I  received. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  Certainly. 

BALLACHULISH  PIKB. 
Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll) :  I 
beg  to  ask  thiiJt^idkttQC^^oud  of 
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^Kvde  if  he  is  aware  that  a  fence  has 
been  erected  at  Balkwhalish  Pier  far  the 
purposes  of  exoludin^  the  coaches  of  all 
bnt  one  coach  owner  ;  whether  the  terms 
npon  which  the  erection  of  the  pier  upon 
the  foreshore  was  granted  justifies  a  pro- 
ceeding which  reduces  the  general  accom- 
modatiou  of  the  public  ;  if  he  will  order 
tiie  removal  of  the  fence  in  question ; 
and  whether  a  charge  of  3d.  upon  every 
inssenger  landing  on  the  fiallachnlish 
Pier  is  legal  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  am  in  commu- 
nication with  the  parties  who  erected  the 
pier;  but  my  present  information  does  not 
enable  me  to  answer  the  question  furUier 
tium  to  state  that  no  statutory  authority 
has  been  granted. 

MAN-TRAPS  OK  CROWN  LANDa 
Captain  SINCLAIR  (Dambarton- 
8hu«)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secn^tary  to  the 
Treasury  by  what  authority,  if  any,  the 
following  notice  is  affixed  to  a  tree  npon 
Grown  lands  adjoining  the  railway  station 
at  Oxahott :  "  Beware  !  Man-traps  and 
spikes  set  in  these  grounds.  Stray  dogs 
shot"  ;  whether,  in  fact,  man-traps  or 
ether  dangerous  engines  have  been  set  in 
this  wood,  contrary  to  the  provisions  of 
24  &  25  Vict.,  c.  100  ;  whether  the  De- 
pu-tment  of  Woods  and  Forests  is  aware 
'diat,  if  so,  it  would  be  a  serious  offence ; 
and  whether  persons  in  occupation  of 
Crown  lands  will  be  prohibited  from  ex- 
hihiting  like  notices  in  future  ? 

Thb  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham) : 
Tlw  notice  board  r^erred  to  appears  to 
faave  been  affixed  to  a  tree  some  years 
ago  by  a  then  lessee  of  the  shooting  over 
the  woods  without  any  consent  from  the 
Woods  and  Forests.  The  Commissioners 
of  Woods  have  had  the  board  re- 
moved, though  I  need  hardly  say  that,  in 
fact,  there  were  no  man-traps  or  dangerous 
engines  set  in  the  woods.  The  notice 
was,  no  doubt,  only  set  up  with  a  view 
of  preventing  trespass,  to  which  the  woods 
are  much  subject. 

THE  0TPRTT8  TRIBUTE. 
Mr.  STANLEY  L  EIGHT  ON 
(Shropshire,  Oswestry)  i  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  can  inform  the 
House  of  the  text  of  the  arrangement 
made  with  France  in  1882  for  the  pay- 
ment, out  of  the  soH»lled  Cypms 
Tribute^  of  the  interest  on  the  Turkish 


Loan  (1855)  guaranteed  by  England  and 
France  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  PGR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 
Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Pophir)  :  No 
formal  arrangement  in  the  nature  of  an 
agreement  has  been  made  with  France  ; 
but  an  intimation  was  given  to  the 
French  Government  in  1882  that  the 
surplus  revenue  of  Cyprus  would  be  ap- 
plied for  the  present  to  meet  the  interest 
of  the  Turkish  Loan. 

THK  ANGORA  TRIALS. 

Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Undffl-  Seore- 
tfuy  of  State  i<xt  Foreign  Affurs  whether 
he  is  able  to  communicate  any  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  the  progress  and 
result  of  the  Angora  trials  ?  At  the  same 
time  I  will  ask  the  right  faon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  is  able  to  confirm  the  state- 
ment that  17  of  the  prisoners  have  been 
sentenced  to  death  P  Will  the  Foreign 
Office  use  every  effort  to  obtain  from  the 
Sultan  a  remission  of  the  sentences  ? 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  May  I  ask  the  right  hou.  Gen- 
tleman if  the  Government  think  it  is 
their  business  to  intervene  between 
foreign  Grovemments  and  their  subjects  ? 

•Sir  E.  GREY :  There  is  a  well- 
established  practice  in  thme  matters 
depending  upon  an  International  Treaty. 
Telegraphic  information  has  been  re- 
ceived that  the  Court  at  Angora  has 
condemned  Thouma!an,  Eayagan,  and 
13  ottiers  to  death,  has  acqnitted  11,  and 
sentenced  the  remainder  to  terms  of 
imprisonment  of  from  two  to  15  years. 
These  sentences  are,  we  understand,  sub- 
ject to  review  by  the  Court  of  Cassation. 
Her  Majesty^s  Charg4  d'Affaires  will 
use  every  effort  to  secure  that  these  sen- 
tences shall  not  be  carried  out  pending  a 
full  consideration  of  all  the  circumstances. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  must  await  a 
Report  from  the  Vice  Consul  as  to  the 
conduct  of  the  trial  and  the  evidence 
produced  before  determining  whatforther 
representations  should  be  made  to  the 
Porte. 

An  hon.  Member  :  What  is  the  in- 
terval of  time  allowed  to  elapse  between 
condemnation  and  execution  in  cases  of 
this  kind  ?  Can  we  have  an  assurance 
that  these  sentences  wjll  not  be  carried 
out  until  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  had  an  opportunity  of-4M)nsidering 
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Sib  E.  grey  :  I  bolieve  that  there 
is  usually  a  coDsiderable  iaterval  of  time. 
The  sentences  are  subject  to  review  by 
the  Court  of  Appeal.  Her  MajeBty's 
Charge  d' Affaires  will  use  every  effort 
to  see  that  they  are  not  carried  out  until 
an  opportunity  has  been  afforded  of  con- 
sidering  the  facts. 

SCHOOL  CENSUSES. 

Mr.  TALBOT  (Oxford  University)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether,  under  Article  85  of  the  Code, 
the  Department  have  Uie  right  to  call 
nfmn  Mraagers  of  schools  to  furnish  a 
census  at  their  own  cost ;  and,  if  bo, 
what  powers  the  Managers  have  of 
obtaining  snch  census  P 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  Under  Article  87  of  the 
Code  Managers  are  bound  to  supply  all 
Returns  called  for  by  the  Department. 
Grants  under  Articles  104  and  1U5  can 
only  be  made  where  the  population  is 
below  a  certun  number ;  it  is,  therefore, 
tiie  dnty  of  the  Department  not  to  pay 
these  grants  without  suiBcient  evidence 
that  this  is  the  case,  especially  since  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  has  called 
their  attention  to  cases  where  grants  had 
been  paid  on  figures  which  had  been 
incorrectly  given,  and  had  not  been 
sufficiently  verified.  Managers  have  no 
•  statutory  powers  in  this  matter.  But 
tiie  word  "census"  only  means  an 
enumeration  of  the  people  living  within 
a  certain  very  thinly-populated  area ;  no 
difficulty  IiBs,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  ever 
been  found  by  Managers  in  complying 
with  the  demand  for  a  census  of  this 
kind  ;  and  if  they  know  their  district  well, 
there  cannot  be  any  expenses  involved. 

FREE  EDUCATION. 

Mb.  TALBOT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  whether  he  will 
make  it  clear,  in  the  Circulars  issued  by 
the  Department,  that  pEu-ents  have  not  a 
right  of  demanding  free  education  for 
their  children  at  every  school,  but 
only  at  some  school  within  convenient 
distance  of  their  homes  ? 

Mr.  acland  :  There  is  nothing  in 
the  Memorandum  issued  by  the  Depart- 
ment which  implies  that  parents  have  a 
xight  to  free  education  at  every  school. 
On  the  contrary,  the  following  words  are 
used : — 


"  In  districts  where  there  is  no  School  Boudr 
If  the  free  places  required  are  not  prorlded  ^ 
Tolantary  BchooU,  a  School  Board  iBfonmdiiil 
directed  to  provide  tbem." 

The  following  words  are  also  used  : — 

"  The  free  education  to  which  pueots  liare 
a  right  .  .  .  muBt  be  at  a  school  witlun  i 
reasonable  distance  of  the  child's  home,** 

thus  clearly  showing  that  there  aia 
schools  which  need  not  provide  froa 
places  unless  they  choose. 

Mr.  SNAPE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood)  :  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
take  steps  to  secure  that  parents  who 
demand  free  education  for  their  children 
shall  have  the  same  right  of  choice  of 
schools  as  that  now  enjoyed  by  parents 
of  fee-paying  children  ? 

Mr.  acland  :  The  Department 
is  anxious  that  they  shall  have  the  same 
right,  and  will  do  its  best  to  secure  that 
in  all  cases  brought  before  it. 

ENGLAND.  FKaNCE,  AND  CYPRUS. 

Colonel  BRIDGEMAN  (Bolton)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether,  after  the  failure  of  Turkey 
to  pay  the  interest  on  the  loan  guaranteed 
in  1855  by  England  and  France,  the 
obligation  to  provide  the  interest  fell 
equally  upon  the  two  guaranteeing 
Powers ;  whether,  since  1882,  a  sum 
raised  by  taxation  in  Cyprus,  under  the 
designation  of  **the  Turkish  Tribute** 
(supplemented  occasionally  by  a  grant 
in  aid  from  the  British  Treasury)  has 
been  used  to  meet  the  joint  obligations 
of  England  and  France,  and  to  create  a 
Sinking  Fund  ;  what  is  the  snm  total  of 
the  payments  since  1882  to  the  present 
time  which,  but  for  such  application  of 
the  tribute,  would  have  been  paid  by 
France  ;  what  is  the  total  amount  of  the 
"  grants  in  aid "  which  have  been  pud 
out  of  the  British  Exchequer  to  Cyprus ; 
and  what  is  the  present  amount  the 
Sinking  Fund  ? 

Mr.  PIERPOINT  (Warrington)  :  At 
the  same  time  I  will  ask  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  whether  the  French  Govern- 
ment has  been  negotiated  with  as  to  its 
consent  that  the  Cyprus  Tribute  should  be 
commuted ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
French  Government  has  refused  to  con- 
sent ;  what  is  the  cost  of  Cypms  to 
England,  taking  into  account  the  &ct 
that  a  large  part  of  the  guarantee  of 
England  as  to  the  Turkish  Loan  of  1855 
is  paid  to  the  bondholders  out  of  taxes 
imposed  on  the  people  of  Cypms; 
whether  the  Customs  Duties  of  Smyrna 
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and  Syria  are  paid  in  part  satisfaction  of 
the  said  loan  ;  and  whether  the  Council 
of  Cyprus  has  on  several  occasions 
protested  against  their  taxes  being  used 
to  pay  obligations  incurred  by  England 
and  France  in  1855  ? 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  answer 
to  (he  first  and  second  questions  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  is,  Yes.  As 
regards  the  third,  of  course  the  sum 
total  is  the  total  of  the  moneys  due  upon 
the  loan  of  1855,  to  be  equ^ly  divided 
between  England  and  France.  The 
total  amount  of  the  grants  in  aid  is 
£465,000,  and  the  present  amount  of  the 
Sinking  Fund  is  £88,000.  In  regard  to 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Warrington,  the  answer  to  the  first  and 
third  inquiries  is,  No.  The  answer  to 
the  second  cannot  be  stated  except  at 
great  length,  but  the  hon.  Member  will 
find  the  information  in  successive  Finan- 
dal  Statements  with  reference  to  Cyprus 
which  are  before  the  House,  with 
regard  to  the  last  question,  it  is  a  matter 
of  indifference  to  the  people  of  Cyprus, 
so  long  as  the  tribute  has  to  be  paid, 
whether  it  is  paid  to  the  original  claimant 
or  whether  it  is  stopped  on  its  way  by 
tbe  creditors  of  Turkoy — ^England  and 
France. 

CoLOXEL  BRIDGEMAN :  May  I  ask 
whether  there  is  any  prospect  of  the 
Turkish  Tribute  being  capitalised  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT  :  That  is  a  veiy 
lai^e  question.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
answer  it.  Who  is  going  to  find  the 
capital  ? 

Mr.  PIERPOINT  :  Does  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer's  affirmative 
answer  extend  to  my  question  whether 
France  has  refused  to  consent  to  commu- 
tation ? 

Sir  W.  HABCOURT  :  No,  I  am  not 
aware  that  there  have  been  any  negotia- 
tions as  to  the  commutation  of  thetribute. 
If  there  have  been  I  will  inform  the  hon. 
Member  of  them. 

MR.STANLEYLEIGHTON:  Is  not 
England,  and  not  Cyprus,  liable  for  the 
due  payment  of  the  Turkish  Tribute? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  England 
undertook,  as  the  price  of  getting  Cyprus, 
to  pay  this  sum  from  -  the  income  of 
Cyprus  to  Turkey.  Turkey  made  default 
in  a  loan  for  which  England  and  France 
guaranteed ;  and,  therefore,  instead  of 
paying  the  amount  direct  to  Turkey,  it 
has  been  stopped  in  transitu,  and  is 
devoted  to  paying  the  debt  which  Turkey 


owes.  It  is  a  matter  of  indifference  to 
the  people  of  Cyprus  whether  the  money 
goes  to  Turkey  or  to  Turkey's  creditors. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  :  My 
question  is  whether  the  people  of  Cyprus 
ever  agreed  to  pay  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT:  I  do  not 
believe  the  people  of  Cyprus  had  any- 
thing to  say  to  the  matter. 

EVEKINa  CODE  SCHOOLS  IK 
SCOTLAND. 
Captain  SINCLAIR :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  whether, 
pending  the  consideration,  by  the  Scotch 
Education  Department,  of  an  Eveuing 
School  Code  for  Scotland,  he  will  take 
steps  to  secure  for  evening  schools  in 
Scotland,  during  next  winter,  the  benefit 
of  the  cl^nge  referred  to  in  Section  II. 
(a)  of  the  Explanatory  Memorandnm  of 
the  Minute  of  the  18th  May,  1893,  which 
establishes  a  Code  of  Regulations  for 
evening  schools  in  England  and  Wales  ? 
•The  SECRETARY  fob  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Tbevelyak,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  I  have  taken  steps  to  secure 
for  evening  schools  in  Scotland,  during 
next  winter,  the  benefit  of  the  change 
referred  to  in  the  section  of  the  English 
Evening  School  Code  which  the  hon. 
Member  cites. 

THE  IBISH  LIGHTS  BOABD. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Belfast  Harbour  Board,  the  Belfast 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  the  Dublin 
Chamber  of  Commerce  are  all  opposed  to 
the  present  constitution  of  the  Irish 
Lights  Board,  and  claim  that  it  should 
be  in  some  form  representative  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  Associated  Cham- 
bers of  Commerce,  at  their  annual 
meeting  held  in  England  this  year, 
passed  a  ruolutioa  unanimously  caJling 
for  reform  in  the  constitution  of  the 
Irish  Lights  Board ;  can  he  state  what 
are  the  qualifications  of  the  latest  co- 
opted  members  of  the  Board,  and  how 
many  meetings  have  they  each  attended; 
whether  the  weekly  luncheon,  which  is 
served  on  meeting  day  to  the  Commis- 
sioners, is  charged  against  the  Mercan- 
tile Marine  Account ;  whether  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Dublin  Corporation  Commis- 
sioners are  excluded  from  the  Inspection 
Committee  ;  and  does  tlus>  Comnuttee 
take  an  annual  trip  jarotmd-  itJ^^^p^  in 


1S37  The  Shipping  {COMMONS} 


FederaHmt,  18S8 


the  8nmmer  time,  and  receive  each  £2  2s. 
a  day  BabBiBtenoe  allowance,  in  addition 
to  ul  travelling  expenses  at  the  expense 
of  the  pnblio  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  I  hare  not  been 
inade  aware  of  the  views  of  the  Belfast 
Harbour  Board,  but  I  have  received  from 
the  Associated  Chambers  of  Commerce 
(which  includes  the  Belfast  and  Dublin 
Chambers  of  Commerce)  a  Memorial  ask- 
ing that  mercantile  men  selected  hj  the 
Chambers  of  Commerce  and  Harbour 
Commissioners  of  Dublin,  Belfast,  Cork, 
and  Londonderry  shonld  be  added  to 
the  Board  of  Irish  Lights.  The  oonstitn- 
tion  of  the  Board  ia  fixed  by  Statute 
and  can  only  be  altered  by  Parliament 
The  Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights  report 
to  me  that  the  last  four  gentlemen  who 
have  been  elected  members  of  their 
Board  are — 


Lord  Ardilaun's  absence  has  been  occa- 
sioned b^  illness.  The  Commissioners 
elect  their  own  Committees  ;  and  the  ex 
officio  members  of  the  Dublin  Corpora- 
tion are  not  excluded  from  the  Inspect- 
ing Committee;  the  High  Sheriff  was 
nominated  on  that  Committee  in  January 
last.  This  Committee  make  an  annual 
inspection  of  all  lights,  buoys,  and 
beacons  under  their  oha^  round  the 
coast  of  Ireland,  the  expenses  of 
Mr.  T,  M,  Ifealy 


which,  as  well  as  of  the  weekly 
luncheon  served  ou  Board  days,  an 
charged  against  the  annual  sum  allomd 
by  ttie  Board  of  Trade  to  meet  tho 
housekeeping  expenses  of  the  Ccmd- 
missioners,  which  is  limited  to  £4X10. 
The  members  of  the  Committee  receive 
no  personal  allowance. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Is  it  customary 
in  England  to  allow  weekly  luncheons  st 
the  expense  of  the  public  P 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  I  do  not  see 
how  gentlemen  who  attend  the  Board 
meetings  that  give  their  services  gratoi- 
tously  can  be  expected  to  go  without 
food.    The  accounts  are  stricUy  audited. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HKALY  :  Is  tiiere  any 
chance  of  Members  of  this  House,  ww 
give  their  services  gratuitously,  gettang 
a  daily  luncheon  ? 

•Mr.  W.  KENNY(Dublin,  St.  Stephen's 
Green)  :  Has  any  complaint  ever  been 
made  to  the  BoaM  of  Trade  as  to  the 
way  in  which  these  gentlemen  perfwia 
their  duties,  and  is  there  any  foundatira 
for  the  charge  broughtagatnstthem  byUie 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  liouth  some 
days  ago,  that  they  are  a  corrupt  Body  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  As  I  have  said,  a 
Memorial  has  heea  received  from  the 
Associated  Chambers  of  Commerce,  in- 
cluding the  Dublin  and  Belfast  Chambers, 
but  there  certainly  is  no  ground  for  tba 
charge  that  they  are  a  corrupt  Body. 
•Ma,  W.  KENNY  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  my  first 
question.  Has  any  complaint  been  nude 
of  the  way  in  which  thej  perform  thur 
duties  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  No,  Sir. 

THE  SHIPFIKa  FEDBBATION. 

Mr.  LOCKWOOD  (York)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Boani  of  Trade 
whether  he  has  obtained  the  opinion  of 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  as  to  the 
legality  of  the  action  of  the  ShipptDg 
Federation  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesbrough  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Perhaps  the 
House  will  allow  me  to  answer  Uiis 
question  at  some  length,  as  itiis  desirable 
that  the  facts  of  the  case,  and  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  the  matter, 
should  be  fuUy  before  the  Honse.  Se^ 
tions  146  and  U7  of  the  Act  of  1854 
are  the  re-enactment,  with  certain  modi- 
fications, of  sections  contained  in  the 
Act  of  1845,  which,  as  the  preamble  of 
those  sections  ^p^^^Q^^^^od  to 
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prevent  crimping.  In  1889,  shortly 
aftw  the  fimuation  of  the  National 
Amalgamated  Sailors*  and  Firemen's 
Union,  the  Board  of  Trade  were  informed 
that  a  local  Secretar;^  of  that  Union, 
although  he  had  no  licence  from  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  supplj  seamen  under 
Section  146,  did  aupplj  seamen  (being 
members  of  the  Union)  to  serve  on  board 
British  ships.  Upon  this  fact  Mr. 
Wright  (now  Mr.  Justice  Wright)  ad- 
vised tiiat  the  looal  SecretMj  was  liable 
to  conviction  under  Sub-section  1  of 
Section  U7.  The  Board  of  Trade, 
although  thej  had  no  reason  to  differ 
from  the  opinion  that  a  technical  offence 
had  been  committed,  considered  that  it 
ns  contrary  to  the  intention  and  spirit 
of  the  Act  to  extend  provisions  intended 
to  prevent  crimping  to  the  action  of  the 
officials  of  the  Seamen's  Union  arising 
out  of  a  trade  dispute.  About  1890 
the  Shipping  Federation  was  formed. 
They  established  Registry  Offices  at 
all  the  principal  ports  ot  the 
Kingdom  wWe  qualified  seamen  could 
enter  their  names  for  employment. 
They  thus  practically  undertook  to  supply 
crews  to  shipowners  who  were  members 
of  the  Federation.  Application  was 
made  to  the  Board  of  Trade  to  licence  the 
Federation  o£Bcials.  The  Board  of 
Trade,  having  determined  to  grant  no 
licence  to  the  Sailors'  and  Firemen's 
Union,  adhered  to  that  position  when 
applied  to  by  the  Shipping  Fedmtion, 
ud  farther  withdraw  all  existing  licences 
with  the  exception  of  those  granted  to 
tnuning  ships.  The  Sailors*  Union, 
whom,  in  pursuance  of  the  policy  I  have 
previously  explained,  the  Board  of  Trade 
declined  to  prosecute  for  offences  under 
Section  147,  in  their  turn  pressed  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  prosecute  the  officials 
of  the  Federation;  but  the  Board  adhered 
to  the  policy  which  they  deliberately 
adopted  when  urged  by  sfaipownere  to 
jvosecnte  aeamea  —  namely,  of  not 
^tending  the  provisions  to  prevent 
cffimping  to  actions  which  were  not  in 
the  nature  of  crimping,  but  which  arose 
out  of  a  trade  dispute.  My  predecessor, 
on  the  11th  November,  1891,  stated 
publicly  to  a  deputation  that — 

"The  pTDTisionB  of  the  Act  were  Intended  to 
deal  with  and  to  pat  down  crimping  ;  they 
were  not  intended  to  be  used  on  either  aide  b; 
Ae  Board  of  Trade  in  favoar  of  employers  or 
against  employers — In  favoar  of  seamen  or 
s^aioat  seamen." 


In  consequenceof  a  Debate  which  recently 
took  place  iu  this  House  I  consulted  the 
Law  Officers  as  to  whether  the  action 
taken  by  the  Shipping  Federation  comes 
within  the  provisions  of  Section  1 47  of 
the  Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1854,  and 
whether,  if  in  strictness  such  action 
amounts  to  a  technical  breach  of  the 
section,  the  offence  thereby  committed  is 
of  such  a  criminal  or  fuan  -  criminal 
nature  that  the  Board  of  Trade,  as  Public 
Prosecutor,  is  bound  to  prosecute  the 
officials  of  the  Federation.  I  am  advised 
that  the  first  question  is  of  some  nicety, 
but  that  upon  a  strict  construction  of  the 
section  the  procedure  of  the  Shipping 
Federation  involves  an  infringement 
the  provisions  of  Ihe  Act.  I  am  further 
advised  that  the  Board  is  not  bound  to 
prosecute  the  officials  ot  the  Federation 
unless  satirfed  that  the  public  interests 
require  die  interference  of  the  Depart- 
ment, and  it  must  be  remembered  that— 
(1)  It  is  open  to  any  parties  interested  to 
prosecute.  (2)  The  Preamble  of  the  Act 
of  1845  clearly  shows  that  the  object  of 
the  Legislatura  was  to  put  a  stop  to  the 
system  by  which  persons  liaving  no 
interest  in  ships  supplied  seamen  under 
well-known  demoralising  circumstances, 
and  was  not  to  prevent  bonA  fide 
associations  of  shipownos,  seamen,  or 
others  having  an  interest  in  the  sUpe, 
from  taking  steps  by  which  the  services 
of  seamen  seeking  employment  should  be 
made  available.  I  am  further  advised 
that  the  Board,  in  determining  their  duty 
under  the  later  Act,  are  justified  in  taking 
into  consideration  the  origin  of  the 
legislation,  and  need  not  interfere  in  cases 
not  thought  by  the  Board  to  be  within 
the  substantial  mischief  aimed  at.  The 
action  of  the  Board  of  Trade  which  has 
corresponded  practically  with  the  above 
opinion  is,  therefore,  perfectly  impartial. 
They  do  not  strain  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  against  seamen  when  pressed  to  do 
so  by  shipowners,  nor  do  they  strain  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  against  ship- 
owners when  pressed  to  do  so  by  seamen. 
It  is  open  to  either  party  to  prosecute  if 
they  consider  the  Act  to  be  infringed.  The 
Board  of  Trade  decline  to  make  them- 
selves, in  any  way,  partisans  in  a  trade 
dispute.  At  the  same  time,  the  Board 
will  continue  to  act  upon  the  practice 
which  has  hitherto  prevailed,  and  in  any 
case  brought  under  tiieir  notice  in  which 
the  spirit  and  intention  as  well  as  tiie 
letter  of  the  Act  of  1854  ue  infrii 
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they  will  cause  iDvestigatiou  to  be  made 
■witL  a  view  to  a  prosecution. 

Mr.  BUCKNILL  (Surrey,  Epsom)  : 
Arising  out  of  that  answer^  may  I  ask 
whether  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  has 
not  within  the  last  few  days  received 
from  the  Shipping  Federation  a  state- 
ment the  effect  of  which  might  alter  the 
opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown, 
which,  I  understand,  amonnts  to  this — 
that  in  the  ease  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  they  are  of  opinion  that 
thore  has  been  only  a  technical  infringe- 
ment of  the  law  ? 

Mr.  MUNDfiLLA :  I  do  not  know 
that  anything  I  have  received  would  alter 
the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown.  iEverytbing  has  been  carefully 
put  to  the  Law  Officers,  including  the 
Rules  of  the  Shipping  Federation  and 
their  own  statement  as  to  the  way  in 
which  they  work  those  Rules.  It  is 
quite  true  they  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  what  was  done  amounted  only  to  a 
technical  infringement  of  the  Act ;  but 
there  is  great  danger  that  they  may  go 
beyond  mere  technical  infringements,  and 
in  that  case  it  would  be  my  duty,  which- 
ever side  committed  the  offence,  to  pro- 
secute. 

THB  DUKE  OF  WESTMINSTER  AND  THE 
MIDDLESEX  MAGISTRACT. 

Mh.  lough  (Islington,  W.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  the  Lord 
Chancellor  is  prepared  to  appoint  in  the 
County  of  London  fit  persons  as  Magis- 
trates with,  or  without,  the  consent  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  County  of 
London  ?  I  am  also  authorised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  St.  George's 
Division  of  Tower  Hamlets  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  all  the 
Magistrates  (unpaid)  for  the  County  of 
London  (outside  the  City)  have  since 
the  appointment  of  the  Duke  of  West- 
minster as  Lord  Lieutenant  been  his 
nominees  or  nominated  by  him  ;  if  not, 
if  he  can  state  what  Magistrates  (other 
than  the  City  Magistrates)  have  been 
otherwise  appointed  ? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  pgr 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor is  prepared  to  appoint  fit  persons  as 
Magistrates  for  the  County  of  London; 
but  I  understand  that  he  has  not  ex- 
perienced any  difficulty  in  making  these 
appcnntments  in  concert  with  tiie  Lord 
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Lieutenant.  Under  these  circom- 
stances,  I  do  not  think  it  is 
necessary  to  contemplate  a  diffi- 
culty which,  in  all  probability,  will  not 
arise.  In  reply  to  Uie  question  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  St.  George's 
Division,  I  have  to  say  the  Magistrates 
have  all  been  appointed  upon  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Lord  Lieutenuit.  The 
Duke  of  Westminster  has  acted  cordially 
with  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  making,  in 
consultation  with  him,  suitable  oddiUoiu 
to  the  London  Bench. 

FISHING  IN  THE  THAMES. 
Mr.  LOUGH:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  the 
Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests, 
during  the  period  of  Office  of  the  late 
Government,  disposed  of  a  certain  right 
of  fishing  in  the  River  Thames  and  part 
of  the  river,  or  an  island  in  the  river, 
longing  to  the  Crown  or  public ;  and 
whether  the  Commissioners  will  nndo- 
take  not  to  sell  or  let  into  private  hands 
any  part  of  the  Thames  .or  rights  of 
fishing  therein,  or  any  rent-charges  in 
London  belonging  to  the  Crown  which 
have  been  reserved  on  Crown  grants  of 
land? 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  An  osier  bed 
on,  and  a  right  of  fishing  in,  the  river 
belonging  to  the  Crown  were  sold  in 
1888,  as  mentioned  in  Appendix  3  (b)  to 
67  th  Report  to  Parliament  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  Woods.  The  Crown  is  be< 
lieved  to  own  only  one  other  fishoiy  right 
in  tiie  Thames,  which  is  adjacent  to  the 
Home  Park,  Windsor.  It  would  not  be 
consistent  with  the  duties  of  the  Com* 
missioners  of  Woods,  under  the  Land 
Revenue  Acts,  to  give  the  undertaking 
asked  for. 

INSANITARY  AREAS  IN  LAMBETE 
Mr.  LOUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  whether  it  is  trne 
that  an  insanitary  area  in  Lambeth 
belongs  to  the  Duchy  of  Cornwall ;  and 
on  what  grounds  the  Duchy  officials,  who 
have  been  asked  by  ihe  London  Conn^ 
Council  to  improveitf  have  refused  to  do 
so  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  There  is  no 
insanitary  area  in  Lambeth  belonging  to 
the  Duehy  of  Cornwall.  Some  housea  in 
the  parish  of  Lambeth,  known  as  the 
Salutation  Place  area,  are  erected  on  land 
belonging  to  the  Duchj^  bat  the  Batdiy 
has  at  presentcnoi^sfMC^fi^nSre  win 
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the  property,  as,  in  accordance  witii 
special  Acts  oi  Fbrliament,  it  will  not 
oome  into  the  Dnchy^s  possessioD  until 
1909.  The  Duchy  have  offered  to  co- 
operate with  the  London  County  Cooncil 
BO  far  as  the  Duchy  Acts  allow. 

MILK  RATES  ON  THE  MIDLAND. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Bowd 
of  Trade  whether,  on  7th  April  last,  the 
Secretary  of  the  East  and  West  Junction 
and  Stratford-OD-Avon,  Towcester,  and 
Midland  Junction  Railways  Company 
wrote  to  the  Board  of  Trade  that  arrange- 
ments hfkd  been  made  to  adopt  a  reduced 
rate  for  the  conveyance  of  muk,  and  that 
this  would  apply  to  all  traffic  forwarded 
since  31at  December,  1892;  whether  he 
Is  aware  that,  notwithstanding  this 
promise,  Messrs.  J.  G.  Parker  and  John 
Feam  and  others  connected  with  the 
milk  trade  have  been,  and  are  still  being, 
charged  the  increased  rate  from  Kineton 
to  Euston,  and  that  the  Company  have 
refused,  and  still  refuse,  to  carry  their 
milk  unless  the  increased  rate  is  actually 
paid;  whether  he  is  aware  that  in  similar 
cases  in  dealing  with  large  firms  and  com- 
panies the  RaUway  Companies  have  been 
carrying  goods  and  produce  without  ex- 
acting the  payment  of  the  increased 
rates,  leaving  a  final  settlement  of 
account  in  the  future  ;  and  whether  he 
will  make  representations  to  the  Railway 
Company  in  question,  with  a  view  of 
putting  an  end  to  the  inconvenience  and 
loss  now  being  suffered  by  fanners  and 
others  in  the  Kineton  district  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  On  the  7th  April 
the  Railway  Company  inf<H-med  the 
Board  of  Trade  that  tney  proposed  to 
adopt  a  reduced  rate,  and  that  it  would 
(where  necessary)  apply  to  all  traffic 
forwarded  since  December  31st.  I  have 
now  received  a  letter  from  the  Company, 
in  which  they  stato  that  the  rate  of  Id. 
per  gallon  in  operation  prior  to  January 
Ut  was  charged  in  error  by  their  station 
ageot,theproperratebeingI^.  TheCom- 
pany  add  that  Messrs.  Parker  and  Feam 
are  the  only  senders  of  milk  from  Kineton 
Station.  In  answer  to  the  third  and 
fourth  pan^raphs  of  the  hon.  Member^s 
question,  I  believe  that  there  are  cases 
when  such  an  arrangement  has  been 
made,  and  I  will  communicate  furdier 
with  the  Railway  Company  with  refer- 
ence to  the  complaint. 

Mb.  COBB  :  But  is  it  not  a  fact  that 
previous  to  the  31st  December  last  the 
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rate  was  Id.,  and  it  has  since  been  in- 
creased to  I^.  ? 

Me.  MUNDELLA:  Yea;  but  the 
Company  explain  that  this  was  a  mis- 
take of  the  8tation-master^8,and  the  excess 
charge  will  be  refunded. 

SCHOOL  ACCOMMODATIOK  AT 
EASTBOUBNB. 

Admiral    FIELD   (Sussex,  East- 

hourue):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion whether  he  is  aware  that,  in  con- 
sidering the  accommodation  provided  in 
the  elementary  schools  at  £astboume, 
Mr.  Lindsell,  the  Inspector  appointed  to 
conduct  a  public  inquiry  on  20th  April, 
refused  to  recognise  202  school  places 
which,  as  lately  as  14th  January,  1893, 
had  been  recognised  by  the  Department 
as  "available"  for  being  counted  in 
estimating  an  alleged  deficiency ;  and 
whether  he  has  considered  the  difficulty 
caused  to  the  school  managers  by  such  a 
decision  ? 

•Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  notices  pub- 
lished by  the  Department  on  14th 
January  last  estimated  the  existing  ac- 
commodation available  for  the  district  at 
3,791  school  places.  A  public  inquiry 
was  afterwards  claimed  and  held.  The 
Inspector  appointed  to  conduct  it  has 
reported  that  152  of  these  places  must  be 
deducted  on  account  of  defective  pre- 
mises in  several  schools,  and  that  50 
other  places  at  present  unoccupied  at  an 
outlying  school  are  not,  in  fact,  available 
for  any  other  children  than  those  who 
are  now  attending  it.  The  scfaoola 
which  have  had  their  accommodation 
somewhat  reduced  will  be  recognised  for 
the  current  school  year  for  the  old  num- 
bers, so  that  no  difficulty  will  be  caused 
to  the  managers. 

Admiral  FIELD  :  If  the  sohool 
managers  are  willing  to  make  good  the 
defects,  will  the  Department  withdraw  its 
arbitrary  edict  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  believe  the  demand 
is  to  supply  1 ,300  places.  Of  course,  that 
may  be  done  in  various  ways,  and  any 
proposal  the  managers  may  make  will  be 
fully  considered  by  the  Department. 

INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION  IN 
IRELAND. 
Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  why  the 
Report  of  the  Intermediate  Eduaatton 
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CommiBsioQers  for  1892  has  not  yet  been 
published  ;  and  if  the  Commissioners 
can  expedite  its  publication  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlet,  Newcaetle- 
npon-Tyne)  :  The  Rwort  referred  to  was 
lidd  on  the  Table  of  this  Honse  ou  the 
dOth  May,  and  will,  I  understand,  be 
circulated  amongst  Members  on  Thurs- 
day or  Friday  next. 

THE  HAZARA  BXPBDITION. 
Mr.  bill  (Staffordshire,  Leek>  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether,  now  that  the  frontier 
medal  has  been  granted  to  the  troops 
engaged  in  the  Hazara  Expeditions  of 
1882  and  1891,  the  India  Office  will 
rMonsider  the  question  whether  the 
frontier  medal  should  not  also  be  granted 
to  the  troops  that  took  part  in  the  Zhob 
Valley  Expedition  of  1884  ? 

•Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  :  In  1885 
the  then  Under  Secretary  of  State  ex- 
plained in  the  House  that  the  ciruum- 
stances  of  the  Zhob  Valley  Expedition 
were  not  held  to  warrant  the  grant  of  the 
medal ;  and  a  simitar  answer  has  since 
then  been  given  to  the  questions  which 
have  from  time  to  time  been  asked  on  the 
subject.  The  Secretary  of  State  sees  no 
reason  for  re^nsidering  the  decision  in 
the  fact  that  a  medal  was  given  for  the 
Hazara  Expedition. 

INFECTIOUS  DI8BASBS  IK  THB 
HBTROPOLIS. 

Mb.  TALBOT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  GoTemment 
Board  whether  representations  have 
reached  him  from  various  parts  of  the 
Metropolis  to  the  effect  that  poor  persons 
are  now  kept  in  their  crowded  homes, 
suffering  from  infectious  diseases,  because 
there  is  no  room  for  them  in  the  hospitals 
ot  the  Metropolitan  Asylnms  Board ; 
and  whether  he  hopes  within  a  few  days 
to  give  such  decisions  as  will  enable  that 
Board  to  provide  temporary  accommoda- 
tion in  this  great  emergency  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  I  have  not 
received  representations  from  different 
parts  of  the  Metropolis  that  poor  persons 
are  now  kept  in  their  crowded  homes 
suffering  from  infections  disease  in 
consequence  of  there  being  no  room  in 
the  hospitals  of  the  Metropolitan  Asylums 
Board.  But  I  am  well  aware  that  the 
managers  are  in  great  difficulty  in  conse- 
qnence  of  the  large  number  of  cases  of 
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fever  in  the  Metropolis  at  the  present 
time.  The  only  question  as  regards  ad- 
ditional accommodation  which  is  noir 
undecided  by  the  Local  Govenimeiit 
Board  relates  to  the  purchase  of  land  at 
Lewishun  for  an  asylum,  and  the  Bosid 
are  in  commanicatioa  with  the  Managos 
on  the  subject.  I  will  give  prmnpt 
tention  to  any  propoaals  which  I  msy 
receive  from  the  Managers  with  reguA 
to  the  provision  of  temporary  accon- 
modation. 

Mr.  TALBOT  :  Has  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  no  information  of  a  case  at 
Westminster,  which  it  has  been  foond 
impossible  to  remove,  idthough  there  ars 
children  living  in  the  same  building  ? 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  have  no  in- 
formation ot  that,  bat  I  must  say  that  it 
is  a  lamentable  state  of  things  if  that  be 
BO.   I  will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made. 

THB  QBBMAN  BLBCTIONS. 
Mr.  CAINE  (Bradford,  E.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  if  the  Secretary  <^  State 
will  ask  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  at 
Berlin  to  report  fuUy  upon  the  operation 
of  the  second  ballot  in  the  elections  now 
taking  place  throughout  the  Gennaa 
Empire  ? 

•Sir  E.  GREY :  Her  Majesty's  Am- 
bassador at  Berlin  has  already  been 
instructed  to  report  upon  the  operation 
of  the  second  ballot  during  the  presoit 
elections  in  the  German  Empire. 

THE  ipiSH  EEQISTBATION  ACT. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Liea- 
tenant  of  Ireland  why  the  precept  ani& 
the  Irish  Registration  Act  is  not  made 
the  same  as  the  English  precept  ? 

Mb.  J.  MOBLEY  :  I  am  of  opinion 
that  it  would  be  well  the  Irish  precept 
should  follow  as  far  as  practicable 
precept  used  in  England.  I  have  alreadT 
directed  a  comparison  of  the  two  iihiw 
is  now  being  carried  out. 

TRAINING  SHIPS. 
Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty whether  he  is  aware  that  there  an 
at  present  eight  training  ships  uid  four 
training  brigs  stationed  in  English  porta, 
and  not  one  of  either  class  in  an  Irid 
port ;  and  whether,  under  these  circniB* 
stances,  he  will  take  into  considenti<Hi 
the  Rraolutions  lately  adopted  by  the 
Cork  Corporation,  th^^|t^  Cumber  of 
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Commerce,  and  the  Qneenslown  Town 
Commissioners,  urging  upon  the  Admi- 
lalty  the  claim  of  Queeostown  as  a  suit- 
able station  for  a  traiuiug  ship,  being 
the  headquarters  of  the  Boyal  Navy  in 
Ireland  ? 

•The  secretary  to  the  ABMI- 
RALTY  (Sir  U.  Kat-Shuttleworth, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  There  are  five 
training  ships  in  England  and  one  in 
Scotland.  Two  of  these  hare  another 
ship  attached  to  them  to  afford  additional 
room ;  but  in  each  case  the  two  ships 
fwm  one  establishment.  Tha«  are  six 
sailing  tenders  in  England  and  one  in 
Scotland.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber has  already  been  informed,  in  answer 
to  a  question  on  the  Ist  of  June,  that 
there  is  no  present  intention  of  increas- 
ing the  numbers  of  boys*  training  ships, 
and  that,  should  any  need  for  increase 
arise,  the  relative  advantages  of  Cork 
and  other  place^^  in  the  United  Kingdom 
would  be  considered. 

Captain  DONELAN  :  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  consider  the  pre- 
sent distribution  of  training  ships  fair  to 
Ireland  ? 

•Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  question  is  scarcely  one  of  fairness 
to  Ireland.  A  great  many  other  ques- 
tions have  to  be  considered.  Foremost 
among  these  are  the  interests  of  the 
Navy  and  the  interests  of  the  training  of 
the  boys. 

Mk.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.E.)  :  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  a  large 
number  of  boys  from  Ireland  have  to 
travel  to  Eo<;lish  ports  in  order  to  get 
the  training  ? 

[The  question  was  not  answered.] 

THE  HBLSTON  OUTRAGE. 
Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Clare,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  -whether  he  is 
aware  that,  as  has  been  stated  in  the 
daily  papers,  a  double-barrelled  gun  was 
discharged  tbrongh  the  windows  of  the 
honse  of  Mr.  Henry  Rogers,  of  Helston, 
R^istrar  of  the  County  Court,  at  about 
11  o^olock  on  Monday  night,  shattering 
the  glass  and  frightening  Mr.  Rogers 
considerably,  and  that  a  second  volley 
was  fired  through  Miss  Rogers'  bedroom 
window,  fortunately  without  doing  any 
personal  injury  to  the  lady  ;  and  whether 
any  arrests  have  yet  been  made  ? 


Mr.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Romford)  : 
May  I  ask  whether  Captain  Moonlight 
or  any  of  his  lieutenants  have  lately  been 
in  the  n^ghbourhood  of  Helston ; 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  now  fully  recognises 
the  enormity  of  the  offence,  seeing  that  it 
was  attempted  against  a  person  whose 
political  opinions  were  in  accord  with 
those  of  Her  Majesty's  present  Govern- 
ment, instead  of  having  been  attempted 
by  the  Land  League,  of  which  several 
of  the  present  Government's  supporters 
and  allies  in  this  House  are  Members  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  do  not  think  that 
the  supplementary  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  requires  serious  notice.  I  under- 
stand from  a  Report  which  I  have  re- 
ceived from  the  Chief  Constable  of  Corn- 
wall that  the  facts  are  as  stated  in  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  question.  With 
reganl  to  the  second  paragraph,  I  under- 
stand that  tbe  police  are  satisfied  that 
the  object  of  the  outrage  was  to  frighten 
and  not  to  injure  Mr.  Rogers.  At  pre- 
sent no  arrests  have  been  made,  but  the 
matter  is  being  carefully  investigated. 

Mh.  SMITH-BARRY  (Hunts,  S.)  : 
May  I  ask  whether  the  outrage  was  of 
an  agrarian  nature  ? 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  whether  the  gravity 
of  a  diabolical  outrage  like  that  to  which 
I  have  drawn  attention  depends  on  the 
question  whether  it  is  agrarian  or  not  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

LABOUR  CONTRACTS  IN  ESSEX. 
Mr.  SAUNDERS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment if  his  attention  has  been  calleid  to 
a  Memorandum  of  Agreement,  published 
in  The  Weekly  Times  and  Echo  of  4th 
June  last,  between  a  farmer  and  a 
labourer  in  East  Wilts,  binding  the  ser- 
vant to  be  always  at  his  work  at  all  hours 
and  times  required  in  his  capacity  of 
cowman  and  to  milk  10  cows  or  more  at 
each  milking  for  7s.  per  week,  subject  to 
fines  of  2d.  per  quarter  of  an  hour  for 
being  late  in  the  morning  or  otherwise 
absent,  and  2s.  6d.  for  any  cow  found  to 
be  only  partially  milked ;  and  will  he 
state  whether  such  fines  are  a  violation 
of  the  Truck  Act  or  otherwise  illegal ; 
and,  if  so,  will  he  ascertain  if  such  agree- 
ments are  general  in  East  Wilts,  and. 
adopt  measures  to  stop  the  practice  ? 
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Mb.  ASQUIXH  :  Mj  'atteDtion  has 
been  called  to  the  MemoraDdum  of 
Agreement  referred  to.  The  effect  of  a 
recent  deciBiou  (*'  Hewlett  v,  Allen  ")  is, 
I  am  advised,  not  that  fines  are  illegal, 
bnt  that  deductions  from  wages  on 
account  of  fines  are  not  authorised,  and, 
tbereforei  are  prohibited  by  the  Truck 
Act.  I  do  not  liiink  there  is  any  occasion 
for  me  to  make  any  further  inquiry  into 
the  matter. 

FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES'  RETURNS. 

Mb.  bill  (Staffordshire,  Leek)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  the  G-overn- 
ment  have  taken  into  consideration  the 
statement  contained  in  Table  8  of  the 
last .  Report  of  the  Chief  Registrar  of 
Friendly  Societies  (1891),  with  reference 
to  the  state  of  the  funds  of  those 
Societies ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
Chief  Registrar's  admission  that  he  is 
unable  to  adequately  enforce  the  law 
against  those  Societies  which  do  not 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Acts  in  respect  of  Annual  Returns 
and  Valuations,  the  Government  will 
endeavour  to  give  him  additional  and 
sufficient  powers  for  that  purpose,  in 
order  to  si^eguard,  as  far  as  possible,  the 
savings  of  the  working  classes  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT :  The  words  used 
by  the  Chief  Registru  were  not  "  an 
adequate  enforcement  oi  the  law,"  but 
an  "exhaustive  enforcement"  of  it.  In 
the  years  1891-2  the  Law  Clerk  of  the 
Friendly  Societies  Registry  conducted 
1 10  prosecutions,  and  the  Chief  Registrar 
is  not  of  opinion  that  a  larger  number  of 
jHTOsecntioDS  is  necessary  for  tiie  adequate 
enforoeteent  of  the  law.  This  view 
appears  to  me  to  be  confirmed  by  the 
large  increase  in  the  nnmbw  of  Aimual 
Relums  and  Valuations  received  between 
the  years  1882  and  1892. 

PARLIAUENTART  BETUBNS. 
Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
hun,  W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  why  the  important 
Returns  connected  with  the  Government 
of  Ireland  Bill  are  not  circulated  to  Mem- 
bers, but  are  not  delivered  to  Members 
unless  specially  asked  for,  thus  causing 
delay  and  trouble ;  and  what  is  the  esti- 
mated saving  to  the  Treasury  obtuned 
by  withholding  short  Retoms  of  this  im- 
portance from  geoeral  eireulatiw  f 


Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  Bulea 
regulating  the  distribution  of  Padifr- 
mentary  Papers  are  those  of  1889  re- 
commended by  the  Select  Committee  on 
the  subject.  Paragraphs  1  and  6  d 
those  Rules  provided  that  gcoenl 
delivery  of  all  Papers  to  Memb^  t»  a 
matter  of  course,  was  to  cease  wi^  die 
exception  of  Votes  and  Proceedings, 
Estimates  and  Reports  of  Royal  Cool- 
missions  and  Select  Committees ;  but  in 
the  case  of  Papers  of  special  interest,  a 
full  delivery  was  to  be  made  oo  is- 
structions  being  given  to  that  effect,  if  a 
Command  Paper,  by  a  Cabinet  Minister 
or  by  the  Select  Committee  ;  if  jHiDted 
by  Order  of  the  House  of  Commons,  hj 
the  Speaker.  I  shall  be  careful  to  hare 
such  Papers  as  are  referred  to  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  distributed  m 
future. 

MEMI^RS  AND  THEIB  COBB& 
8P0NDENCB. 
Mr.  bodkin  (Roscommon,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  there  is  any  exemption  in  tbe 
Statute  4  &  5  Vict.,  c.  56,  in  favour  of 
the  Official  Correspondence  of  Minietm 
or  of  Public  Departments,  or  any  dis- 
tinction taken  between  them  and  Members 
of  the  House  of  Commons  ;  whether  be 
will  consult  the  Law  Officers  if  it  would 
be  iegaX,  without  further  legislation,  to 
extend  the  same  privileges  which 
attaches  to  such  Correspondence  to  the 
letters  of  Members  of  Parliament  posted 
within -the  precincts  of  the  House,  the 
expense  of  such  an  arrangement  being 
defrayed  out  of  a  Vote  for  the  purpose ; 
and  whether  he  will  favourably  coneider 
the  advisability  of  such  an  arrangement 
if  it  is  found  to  be  legal,  and  wiU 
an  approximate  estimate  of  the  owtd 
same  ? 

Mk.  a.  MORLEY  :  My  answer  to 
the  fint  question  is.  No.  The  Act  3  &  4 
Vict.,  c  96  expressly  abolished  existing 
privileges  of  tree  postage,  tbe  chief  of 
which  was  that  en  joy  M  by  Manberaof 
Parliament.  I  see  no  necessity  for  con- 
sulting the  Law  Officers,  because,  as  I 
informed  the  hon.  Member  on  Fridaj, 
the  change  he  desires  would  require  a 
fresh  Act  of  Parliament. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  (InverDeH- 
shire) :  May  I  ask  the  Fostmsster 
Gttieral:  if  he  will  state  why  psid 
officials  of  th?  Crown  we  allowed  free 
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postage  for  letters  thej  send  to  Membere 
of  this  House,  while  unpaid  Members  of 
the  House  have  to  stamp  letters  sent  in 
le^j  to  Ministers  of  the  Crown  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  There  is  not  a 
system  of  .  free  postage  in  regard  to 
Poblic  Departments.  No  money  actually 
passes,  but  all  the  transactions  are  shown 
OD  the  Votes.  Members  of  the  House 
and  the  public  generally  are  allowed  to 
write  to  Ministers  withoat  stamping  the 
letters. 

Db.  MACGRKGOB  :  I  have  never 
been  aware  of  Uut. 

Mr.  MACFABLANE:  WUl  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  charge  double 
postage  on  all  letters  sent  to  Members  of 
this  House  ? 

Mb.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid)  :  In 
connection  with  this  subject^  may  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Members  of  several  of  our 
Colonial  Parliaments  have  not  only  their 
letters  fnnked  through  the  post,  but  are 
also  presented  witii  free  firstHslass  passes 
over  all  the  railways,  and  have  a  pre- 
scriptive right  to  the  box-seat  on  all 
coaches  carrying  Her  Majesty's  mails ; 
and  whether  he  can  give  auy  satisfactory 
reasoas  why  Members  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament  should  not  enjoy  similar 
facUities  for  the  performance  of  their 
pnblio  duties  ? 

[The  question  was  not  answered.] 

LIGHTHOOSE  ILLUMINANTS, 
Mb.  W.  KENNY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  has  received  from  the  Chamber  of 
C<Hninerce  of  Dublin  a  doonment  en- 
titled, ^videiuw  respecting  the  Electric 
lAgki  at  a  Lighthouse  iZ/u»tina»/,  re- 
ferring to  a  trial  between  the  electric  light 
andMr.  Wigham's  new  gas  light,  proposed 
to  be  made  by  that  gentleman  at  his  own 
expense  ;  whether  he  will  inform  the 
House  how  the  matter  stands  as  to  the 
application  of  the  electric  light  as  a 
fixed"  light  at  the  Old  Head  of 
Einsale;  whether  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  Trinity  House  have  given  sanction 
to  that  application ;  and  whether,  ooa- 
sidering  the  important  evidence  in  the 
pwper  above  referred  to,  ioeloding 
r«erance  to  the  loss  of  the  Eider  at  St. 
Catherine's  Point,  and  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed in  Parliamentary  Paper,  Np.  92, 
37th  Febnuffj  last,  he  will  give  inatnic- 


tions  that  nothing  fm-ther  be  done  until 
the  trial  proposed  by  Mr.  Wigham  shall 
have  been  completed  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  received 
the  document  referred  to,  which  I  pre- 
sume has  also  been  sent  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Irish  Lights,  with  whom  will 
rest  the  decisioa  whether  in  this  instance 
experiments  which  do  not  involve  the  ex- 
penditure of  public  money  should  be 
carried  out.  In  March,  1891,  the  Com- 
missioners applied  to  the  Trinity  House 
for  the  requisite  sanction  to  the  establish- 
ment of  a  fixed  electric  light  at  the  Old 
Head  of  Kiusale,  and  the  Trinity  House 
declined  to  ^ive  their  statutoir  approval, 
a  course  which  was  eoncnrred  in  by  the 
Board  of  Trade. 
*Mr.  W.  KENNY :  Have  not  the 
Board  of  Trade  the  power  to  make  experi- 
ments themselves  ? 
Mb.  MUNDELLA :  No,  Sir. 

THE  EMPLOYMENT  OF  DISCHABOED 

80LDIEBS. 

Sib  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  it 
is  the  case  that  non-commissioned  officers 
and  soldiers  in  the  Reserve  or  discharged 
are  ineligible  for  appointments  in  Go- 
vernment Departments  after  32  years  of 
age ;  whether,  seeing  that  in  Auatro- 
Hungary  non-commissioned  officers  after 
12  years*  service  in  the  active  Army 
have  a  claim  to  situations  under  the 
State,  and  are  eligible  np  to  45  years  of 
age,  that  in  France  they  are  eligible  up 
to  47  years,  while  in  Germany  and  Italy 
they  become  eligible  after  12  years* 
service,  and  that  superior  situations  are 
preferentially  given  to  them,  he  will  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  rendering  such 
approved  persons  eligible  in  this  country; 
and  whether,  in  the  interest  alike  of  the 
Army  and  of  the  Civil  Service,  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  will  consider 
whether  non-commissioned  officers  should 
be  induced  to  prolong  their  service  with 
the  colours  by  having  their  future  gua- 
ranteed, and  their  habits  of  tdiscipline  and 
method  utilised  in  other  branches  of  the 
Public  Service  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  Rule  for 
messengers  in  Government  Departments 
is  usnauy  admission  np  to  the  age  of  35 
years,  with  a  general  exception  in  fovour 
of  men  with  Army  or  Navy  service,  who 
may  deduct  from  theur  actual  age  any 
time   which   they   Iiave   served  to- 
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■wards  pension.  I  doubt  whether,  on  the 
whole,  the  Roles  are  any  less  liberal  than 
those  prevailing  in  other  countries.  The 
last  par^japh  raises  a  large  question, 
which  is,  I  think,  rather  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  and  the  Board  of  Admiralty  than 
for  me. 

Sib  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  the  prospect  of  employment  for 
discharged  soldiers  by  the  State  has  not 
had  a  Tery  beneficiid  effect  in  improving 
the  quality  and  conduct  of  recruits  ? 
*Mb.  CAMFBELL-BANNERMAK  : 
I  cannot  undertake  to  attribute  to  any 
particular  cause  the  increasing  improve- 
ment in  the  quality  of  recruits,  but  I 
have  no  doubt  that  the  employment  of  men 
after  discimrge  by  the  State  must  have  a 
salutary  efifect. 

Sm  J.  FERGUSSON  :  May  I  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
the  Government  have  passed  any  Order 
in  Council  or  self-deuyiug  Ordinance  pro- 
viding for  the  employment  of  old 
soldiers  in  the  public  offices  instead  of 
domestic  servants  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT :  The  subject 
has  been  under  tlie  consideration  of  the 
Treasury  during  tbe  last  few  days,  and  a 
communicatiou  with  reference  to  the 
course  to  be  taken  will  be  made  in  a 
short  time. 

RE-DIRECTION  OF  POSTAL  MATTER. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  will  he 
explain  on  what  grounds,  until  the  issue 
of  the  existing  Regulation  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  re-direction  of  letters,  all 
postal  packets,  including  letters,  book- 
post  matter,  and  newspapers^  were  re- 
directed and  delivered  free  within  the 
same  district,  provided  that  notice  of 
removal  were  given  at  the  district  post 
office  ;  whether  on  granting,  under  certain 
conditions,  tbe  privilege  of  free  re-direc- 
tion of  letters  to  tbe  same  or  another 
district,  the  former  privilege  of  free  re- 
direction of  other  postal  packets  within 
the  same  district  was  suppressed ;  and 
whether  he  will  restore  the  privilege  thus 
suppressed  as  regards  removal,  of  which 
due  notice  is  given,  to  another  address 
within  the  same  district  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  In  answer  to  the 
first  paragraph,  I  can  only  say  that  under 
the  old  system  of  re-direction  a  practice 
had  grown  up  of  re-directing  any  kind  of 
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correspondence  without  charge  witbia 
the  limits  of  the  same  postal  delivery. 
This  exemption  was,  however,  anomaloui; 
and  when  the  Grovernment  granted  in 
June  of  last  t  year  the  important  conces- 
sion of  free  re-direction  for  letters  to  idj 
part  of  tbe  United  Kingdom,  it  vai 
thought  right,  while  retaining  the  cha^e 
for  re-direction  on  other  postal  packets, 
to  make  the  charge  on  such  packetG 
uniform  in  its  operations,  and  to  abolish 
the  local  exemption  which  had  pre- 
viously existed.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
recommend  a  departure  from  the  dedsknt 
of  the  late  Government  in  this  matter. 

THB  VENTILATION  OF  THE  DIVISION 
LOBBIES. 
Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Fav^rsham)  :  I  beg  to  ask  tlie 
First  Commiasioner  of  Works  whether 
bis  attention  has  been  called  to  tbe 
extreme  discomfort  which  Members  hare 
to  endure  in  the  Division  Lobbies  owing 
to  the  inadequate  supply  9f  fresh  air; 
and  whether  he  will  endeavour  to  remedy 
this  by  removing  the  glass  from  the  doors 
of  the  Lobbies,  or  in  some  other  way  ? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  or 
WORKS  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefetre,  Brad- 
ford, Central)  :  I  have  given  orders  for 
the  windows  to  be  kept  open  as  much  as 
possible.  But  I  may  point  out  that 
discomfort  of  Members  is  often  unneces- 
sarily prolonged  by  tbe  delay  of  hon. 
Members  in  clearing  in  the  House. 

THE  IRISH  CONSTABULARY  FORCE 
FUND. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin,  Har- 
bour) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether, 
in  view  of  the  unanimity  of  opinioD 
among  those  who  are  interested  in  tbe 
Constabulary  Force  Fund,  he  will  direct 
that  the  fund  be  immediately  wound 
and  distributed  ^ 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  alreidr 
replied  very  fully  t«  several  questions 
addressed  to  me  on  the  subject  of  the 
winding  up  of  the  benefit  branch  of  this 
Fund,  and  to  these  replies  I  am  afraid  I 
have  nothing  to  add. 

SWINE  FEVER. 
Mr.  FELLOWES  (Hants,  Ramsey) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  tbe  Bo^ 
of  Agriculture  whether  he  has  commnni- 
cated  with  the  Treasury  on  tbe  question 
of  swine  fever,  as  proinised  to  the  d^n- 
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totion  on  Tuesday  last ;  and  whether  he 
is  now  prepared  tp  state  the  intentions  of 
the  GoTerament  as  to  taking  immediate 
action  in  the  matter  ? 
■  The  president  of  thb  BOAED 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.Gardner, 
Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  I  am  still  in 
communication  with  mj  CoUeagaes  with 
T^urd  to  the  subject  of  swine  fever,  and 
it  is  not  as  yet  possible  for  me  to  add 
aoything  to  what  I  have  recently  stated 
in  this  House  and  in  reply  to  the  depu- 
tation which  waited  upon  me  a  few  days 
ago.  As  to  the  necessity  of  the  imme- 
diate action  which  the  hon.  Member 
suggests,  I  would  refer  him  to  what  I 
said  in  reply  to  the  question  he  put  to  me 
on  the  5  th  instant. 

Mb.  FELLOWES  :  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  giv9  the  House  any 
idea  when  these  communications  will  be 
completed  ? 

Mb.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  can  assure  the 
hoD.  Member  there  wilt  be  uo  unnecessary 
delay.  • 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  :  I  should  tike  to  ask  if  it  is  not 
a  fact  that  even  supposing  a  Bill  is  pro- 
posed and  passed  it  will  not  require  a 
considerable  time  to  organise  the  staff*  in 
order  to  give  effect  to  it  ?  Do  the  Go- 
venunent  intend  to  deal  with  the  question 
during  the  present  Session  ? 

Mb.  H.  GARDNER :  The  evidence 
given  before  the  Committee  has  not  been 
circulated  a  fortnight.  There  has  been 
no  unnecessary  delay. 

Mb.  FELLOWES  :  In  consequence 
of  the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  beg  to  give  notice  that  I  shall 
take  an  early  opportunity  of  calling 
attention  to  the  subject. 

DSBK  FOBESTS  IN  THE  HIOHLANDS. 

Db.  MACGEEGOB  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  proceed- 
ings before  the  Deer  Forest  Commission 
on  the  14th  instant,  when  a  factor  on  an 
estate  in  Inverness-shire  stated  that  a 
large  farm  with  good  arable  land,  carry- 
ing 8,500  sheep,  was  to  be  turned  into 
another  deer  forest,  because  as  he  said 
there  was  some  difficulty  in  letting  it,  yet 
confessed  that  it  had  not  been  advertised 
to  let ;  whether,  under  these  circumstances, 
the  Government  will  take  such  steps  as 
will  put  a  stop  to  the  increase  of  deer 
forests  until  the  Royal  Commission  has 
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reported  to  this  House  ;  and  whether  the 
Government  will  support  a  Bill  now 
before  the  House  having  this  for  its 

object  ? 

•Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I  have  read 
in  the  newspapers  the  report  of  the  pro- 
ceedings before  the  Deer  Forest  Com- 
mission. It  bears  out  the  statement  of 
my  hon.  Friend.  It  is  certainly  the  case 
that  sheep  farms  are  in  course,  and  for 
ever  since  the  Report  of  the  Highland 
Commission  have  been  in  course,  of  con- 
version into  deer  forests  without  any 
regard  being  paid  to  the  liknit  of  1,000 
feet  above  the  sea  recommended  by  that 
Commission.  The  knowledge  of  this 
state  of  things  was  one  main  reason  for 
the  appointment  of  the  Deer  Forests 
Commission,  and  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment will  be  determined  after  receiv- 
ing their  Report. 

Dk.  MACGREGOR  :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  is  aware  that 
luvemess-shire  is  the '  largest  county  in 
Scotland,  that  it  has  an  area  equal  to  about 
one-seventh  of  the  whole  of  Scotland,  that 
more  than  one-third  of  it  is  under  deer 
forests,  that  one-tenth  of  it  is  locked  up, 
that  400  square  miles  of  land  between- 
that  county  and  Ross-shire  has  beAt 
locked  up  without  even  any  shooting  over 
it,  and  are  the  Government  to  sit  dowa 
quietly  and  allow  this  state  of  affairs  to 
go  on  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN :  I  was  brought 
up  at  an  English  public  school,  and  my 
geographical  knowledge  has  been  picked 
up  by  rule  of  tongue.  .  I  am  aware  that 
there  is  one  county  in  Scotland  bordering 
on  Inverness-shire,  in  which  out  of 
2,200,000 acres  1,200,000 acres  are  already 
under  deer  forest,  and  I  think  that  is  a  very 
serious  state  of  affairs.  I  can  add  nothing 
to  the  answer  I  have  already  given. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  :  The  question 
is,  what  is  the  remedy  ? 

OBESyWICH  AQE  PENSI0K9. 
Mr.  KEARLEY  (Devonport)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  will  state  definitely  whether 
the  Government  intend,  this  Session,  to 
introduce  the  Bill  necesswy  to  give 
effect  to  that  part  of  the  recommendattoa 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  Greenwich 
Age  Pensions  (1892),  which  involves  a 
chaise  on  the  CousoUdated  Fund  ? 
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Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  It  is  intended 
to  give  eifect  to  the  recommendations  of 
the  Committee  on  this  matter,  and  I  am 
considering  how  it  can  best  be  done.  If 
it  is  necessary  for  the  purpose  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  this  Session  that  course  will- 
be  adopted. 

THE  TREATMENT  OF  INEBRIATES. 

Mr.  KNOWLES  (Salfonl,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 

Home  Department  whether  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  take  any,  and  if  so,  what, 
action  with  the  intention  of  carrying  out 
the  recommendations  contained  in  the 
Report  of  the  Departmental  Committee 
on  the  Treatment  of  Inebriates  'i 

Mb.  ASQUITH  :  I  hope  to  be  able 
to  give  effect  to  the  recommendations  of 
the  Department  on  the  treatment  of  in- 
ebriates, but  I  can  hold  out  no  prospect 
of  dealing  with  the  subject  during  the 
present  Session. 

THE  EDUCATION  OF  SOLDIERS. 
Mh.  UANBURY  (Preston)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  the  highest  grades  of  the  non- 
commissioned rnnlts  are  now  restricted  to 
men  holding  first-class  certificates  of 
education  ;  and  whether  this  restriction 
is  found  to  limit  too  much  the  area  of 
choice  for  promotion  to  those  grades,  or 
to  act  unfairly  towards  non-commissioned 
officers  of  practical  experience  who  from 
the  important  nature  of  their  duties 
cannot  find  the  time  for  attendance  at 
school } 

*Mb.  CAMFBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

Appointment  to  the  rank  of  warrant 
officer  and  to  a  small  number  of  select 
posts  held  by  non-commissioned  officers 
can  only  be  obtained  by  men  with  first- 
class  certificates  of  education.  This  Rule 
was  introduced  in  1888,  but  a  relaxation 
was  granted  as  regards  all  candidates 
who  were  then  non-comnussioned  officers. 
I  am  informed  that  the  Rule  has  worked 
well.  It  has  not  unduly  limited  the  area 
of  choice,  nor  can  it  be  said  to  bare 
acted  unfairly  towards  non-commissioned 
officers  of  practical  experience,  though  it 
may  have  prevented  some  such  men  from 
obtaining  posts  for  which  they  were  not 
educationally  qualified.  It  would  be 
undesirable'  to  hold  out  any  hope  of  the 
relaxation  of  the  Rule. 


THE  CASE  OF  THOMAS  BUTLEB. 
Mr.  BODKIN :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to'  the  JjotA  Lieuteoaiit 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  h«8 
been  called  to  the  case  of  Thomas  Butler, 
police  pensioner,  who  was  so  seTcrely 
injured  by  a  gunshot  wound  accidentally 
inflicted  by  a  comrade  while  on  duty,  at 
a  police  station  in  County  Cork,  that  hia 
forearm  had  to  be  amputated,  and  who 
was  thereupon  discharged  on  a  peosion 
of  £10  16b.  8d.  per  annum ;  whether  be 
is  aware  that  Butler  is  now  residing,  in 
absolute  penury,  precariously  sappmled 
by  his  friends,  near  Strokestown,  in  the 
County  of  Roscommon  ;  and  whether  he 
will  take  steps  to  ameliorate  as  far  aa 
possible  bis  position  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  facts  an 
substantially  as  stated  in  the  first  para- 
graph of  the  question.  Butler*s  service  in 
&e  Force  was  only  two  years  and  one 
month.  Inquiry  is  being  made  into  his 
present  circumstances,  and,  if  necessary,  a 
further  communication  will  be  addressed 
to  the  Treasury  on  the  matter. 

THE  SQBZ  CANAL  SHARES. 
Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesalt)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  what  is  the 
total  present  estimated  value  of  the  Sues 
Canal  shares,  purchased  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield  in  1875  for  £4,000,000; 
what  amount  of  the  £4,000,000  \m 
been  paid  off  by  the  Sinking  Fund  ;  when 
the  shares  thus  purchased  will  be  entitled 
to  share  the  annual  diridend  ;  what  the 
amount  of  the  dividends  paid  by  the 
Suez  Canal  Company  has  been  for  the 
past  three  yeare  ;  and  what  proportion 
the  British  tonnage  of  ships  passing 
through  the  Canal  bears  to  the  total 
tonnage  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  The  answer 
to  the  first  question  is  £17,750,000;  to 
the  second  question,  £3,805,000 ;  to  the 
third  question,  the  Ist  of  July,  1894 ;  to 
the  fourth  question,  for  1890,  17  per 
cent. ;  1891,  21  per  cent. ;  1892,  18  per 
cent. ;  and  the  answer  to  the  fifth  ques- 
tion  is  75  per  cent. 

IRISH  POST  OFFICE  KXPENDIT0EB, 
Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  if  be 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  statement 
showmg  how  the  dir^ion  of  expraditan 
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between  the  Post  Office  in  Ireland  and 
the  Post  Office  in  Great  Britain  has  been 
arrired  at ;  and  if  h.e  will  state  if  the 
Estimate  already  presented  to  the  House 
has  been  approved  or  confirmed  by  the 
permanent  officials  of  the  Post  Office  ? 

The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
STRY  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladsto.ve,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian)  :  I  am  not  quite  sure 
that  I  understand  the  exact  nature  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend's  question.  Is  it  that  he 
wishes  to  know  in  each  case  the  grounds 
npoQ  which  the  particular  division  of 
charge  is  made  ?  If  so,  I  will  endeavour 
to  obtain  that  information.  With  regard 
to  the  latter  part  of  the  question,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  is  well  aware  that  the 
Government  cannot  know  anything  ex- 
cept through  the  Heads  of  Departments. 
If  they  are  to  substitute  the  responsibility 
of  the  permanent  officials  for  that  of  the 
Heads  of  Departments,  in  regard  to  the 
accuracy  of  statements,  the  House  of 
Commons  would  entirely  lose  its  super- 
vising power  OTer  the  Public  Offices. 
Heads  of  Departments  must  judge  of  the 
information  they  receive  from  the  per- 
manent officials. 

SUPPLY. 

Mr.  A.C.  MORTON  (Peterborough)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  giving  one  day  in  each 
week  to  Supply,  so  that  the  ordinary 
business  of  the  country  may  make  some 
progress  ? 

Db.  MACGBEGOB  :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  will 
not  more  effectively  apply  the  weapons 
forged  by  his  adversaries  to  push  on 
Home  Rule  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  would 
be  very  thankful  to  anyone  who  would 
put  a  weapon  in  my  hands — provided  it 
is  one  that  could  be  becomingly  used — 
which  would  have  the  effect  of  pushing 
on  the  Government  of  Ireland  Bill.  In 
answer  to  tbe  question  of  my  hon.  Friend 
below  the  Gangway,  I  do  not  think  I 
could  make  a  periodical  application  of 
that  kind  with  advantage  to  the  House. 
The  state  of  onr  arrangements  must  be 
governed  mainly  by  the  exigencies  of  the 
Public  Service,  and  it  will  be  necessary 
shortly  to  have  a  brief  suspension  of  the 
proceedings  on  the  Irish  Bill  in  order  to 
obtaia  money  for  the  Public  Service. 
We  {Hopowy  therefore,  to  take  tiie  TS^yj 


Estimates  on  Monday  next  and  the 
Army  Estimates  on  Tuesday.  Those 
two  days  will  necessarily  be  taken  out  of 
the  scope  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Irish 
Bill.  Due  uotice  will  be  given  of  the 
particular  Votes  which  are  to  be  taken. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  :  With  a  view 
to  prolong  the  time  at  the  disposal  of  tbe 
Government  for  Public  Business,  will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  move  to  sus- 
pend the  Twelve  o'Clock  Rule  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.J 

THE  FRENCH  IK  SIAM. 
Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (1)  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  letter  written  by  Mr, 
Holt  S.  Hallett  to  The  Times  of  16th 
June,  regarding  Siam  ;  (2)  whether  the 
French  claim  the  whole  of  the  Siamese 
territory  east  of  the  Mekong,  amounting 
to  one-third  of  the  Kingdom  of  Siam  ; 
(3)  whether  French  troops  have,  invaded 
Siam,  and  occupied  Stingtreng,  Khong, 
and  Camnott  ;  (4)  whether  it  is  proposed 
to  patrol  the  Mekong  with  French  gun- 
boats, and  to  run  French  steamers  on  the 
river ;  (5)  whether  the  frontier  of 
British  Burmab  touches  the  Mekong  ; 
(6)  and  what  steps  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  taking  to  preserve  these 
important  territories  of  Siam  and  the 
contiguous  regions  of  Southern  China  for 
British  trade  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  answer  these  questions.  (1.) 
Attention  has  been  called  to  Mr. 
Hallett*8  letter.  (2.)  As  was  stated  on 
the  1st  instant,  in  reply  to  an  inquiry 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  South- 
port  Division,  and  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  in  the  House  of  Lords  on  the  loth, 
neither  Her  Majesty's  Government  nor 
the  Siamese  Government,  so  far  as  is 
known,  have  any  distinct  knowledge  of 
what  territory  on  the  east  of  the 
Mekong  is  claimed  by  the  French.  (3.) 
It  is  understood  that  the  places  indicated, 
but  somewhat  incorrectly  spelt,  in  tbe 
third  clause  of  the  question  have  been 
occupied  by  the  French.  (4.)  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  not  in  a 
position  to  state  what  are  the  intentions 
of  the  French  Government  as  to  their 
future  action  on  the  Mekong  River,  or 
whether,  indeed,  such  action  as  that 
described  be  practicable.  (5.)  The  State 
(A.  .KyaiDgtoo,  which  is   in.  feudatcHy 
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relations  to  the  Indian  GoTernment,  does 
touch  the  Mekong  in  a  portion  of  its 
eastern  frontier,  and  the  State  of  Kyaing 
Chaing,  over  which  Great  Britain  has 
feudal  rights,  but  which  has  been 
ceded  by  us  to  Siam,  lies  astride  of  the 
river.  This  portion  of  the  river  is,  how- 
ever, at  least  400  miles  distant  from  the 
nearest  point  of  the  present  French 
operations.  (6.)  The  question,  as  far  as 
we  are  aware,  is  one  of  disputed  frontier 
between  France  and  Siam,  and  no  stops 
have  been  required  to  preserve  trade 
relations  with  Siam  or  Southern  China. 
I  am  enabled  to  add  that  the  report  of 
the  despatch  of  a  fVench  fleet  to 
Bangkok  is  not  correct. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAB-BARTIETT  : 
Is  it  not  the  fact  that  the  French  are 
occupying  the  whole  of  Eastern  Siam  up 
to  the  Mekong.  Has  any  protest  or 
communication  of  any  kind  been  made  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  regard  to 
such  occupation? 

Sib  E.  grey  :  Our  information  is 
that  the  French  have  occupied  the  places 
named  in  the  question. 

SiB  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
The  whole  of  Siam  up  the  Mekong  ? 
•Sir  E.  GREY  :  The  Siamese  Govern- 
ment have  not  yet  been  able  to  obtain  from 
the  French  Government  the  exact  extent 
of  their  claims.  But  at  present  the  French 
have  not  got  within  400  miles  of  territory 
over  which  we  claim  rights. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
And  no  representations  have  been  made 
to  the  French  Government  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  None  by  us. 

THE   BOTAL  WEDDING. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  the  Government 
intend  to  make  any  arrangemeuts  for  the 
representation  of  this  House  at  the  Royal 
Wedding ;  and  whether  Mr.  Speaker  is 
to  be  requested  to  attend  officiiilly  on  be- 
half of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Li 
answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
what  I  find  has  taken  place  is  this  :  A 
communication  has  been  made  to  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons 
including  him  among  the  distinguished 
personages  receiving  invitations  to 
Royal  marriages.  I  think  that  has  been 
the  case  on  almost  every  occasion  that 
has  occurred.    But  I  do  not  find  that  be 

Sir  E,  Grey 


has  ever  been  invited,  in  a  strict  sense, 
in  his  capacity  as  the  Representative  of 
this  House.  I  think  the  evidence  is 
rather  to  a  contrary  effect,  because 
while  several  of  these  marriages  have  beoi 
strictly  State  ceremonials,  others  of  tkem 
being  not  State  ceremonials,  though  the; 
were  Court  festivities,  I  find  that  on  the 
occasion  of  the  State  ceremonials,  ts 
when  the  Queen  was  married,  Speaker 
Lefevre  was  invited  with  Mrs.  SfasT- 
Lefevre.  A  similar  course  was  taken  on 
the  marriage  of  the  Princess  Royal,  and 
that  of  the  Prince  of  Wales  as  to  Speaker 
Denison  and  Mrs.  Denison,  so  that  it 
could  not  be  considered  that  Mr.  Speaker 
atten<fed  in  his  strictly  official  capacity 
as  representing  the  House  of  Conunooa. 

THE  FINANCIAL  CLAUBB8  OF  THE  HOME 

RULE  BILL. 
Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury when  he  proposes  to  circulate  the 
new  Financial  Clauses  of  the  Home  Role 
Bill? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  have 
already  stated,  in  reply  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  St.  Geoige's, 
Hanover  Square,  that  they  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table,  as  I  hope,  before  the  end 
of  the  week. 

THE  TITLE  OP  "HONOURABLE." 
Mr.  THEOBALD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether, 
seeing  tlmt  Her  Majesty  has  been 
graciously  pleased  to  approve  of  the 
use  and  recognition  throughout  Her 
Majesty  *s  dominions  of  the  title  of 
honourable  "  at  present  appataioiiig 
only  locally  to  Members  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive or  Legislati  v  e  Councils  in 
Colonies  possessing  responsible  Govern- 
ment for  so  long  as  they  remain  entitled 
thereto,  whether  for  life  or  during  tenure 
of  the  qualifying  office,  is  it  the  intention 
of  the  Government,  should  the  Home 
Rule  Bill  become  law, '  to  advise  Her 
Majesty  to  graciously  approve  of  the 
similar  use  and  recognition  of  the  title  of 
"honourable  "  in  the  case  of  Members  of 
the  Irish  Executive  or  LegislitiTe 
Council,  or  of  both  of  them,  should  thoe 
appertain  to  them  in  Ireland  thathonou^ 
able  distinction  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  This 
question  is  one  which  seems  to  anttcip>te 
the  speedy  passing  of  the  Home  Bnl^ 
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Bill.  I  hope  it  maj  be  so.  But  the 
question  as  to  the  titles  of  those  who 
may  be  Members  of  the  new  Legislature 
u  one  which  will  very  well  bear  a  little 
postponement. 

DBPBECIATION  OF  THE  RUPEE. 
Mr.  MACFARLANE  :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  on  the  introduction  of  the 
Indian  Budget  I  will  move  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  desirable 
that  there  shall  be  an  equaliiation  of 
military  and  other  charges  between  this 
country  and  India,  and  that  a  Committee 
shall  be  appointed  to  report  on  the 
aabject. 

NEW  MEMBER  8W0BN. 
Thomas  Hope,  esquire,  for  the  county 
«f  Linlithgow. 

MESSAGE  FBOM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to, — Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  4) 
Bill,  Local  Government  Provisioual 
Orders  (No.  5)  Bill,  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  9)  Bill,  Pier  and 
Harbonr  Provisional  Orders  (No,  4) 
Bill. 

NEW  WRIT. 
For  Ponteftect,  v.  Harold  J.  Beckitt 
esquire,  Void  Election. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

GOVERNMENT  OF  IRELAND  BILL. 
(No.  209.) 

COMMITTEE.    [Progvesty  16th  Jwte.'] 

[twektt-thied  night.] 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Legislative  Authority, 

Clause  4  (Restrictions  on  Powers  of 
Irish  Legislature.) 

•Mh.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancraa, 
JN*.)  said,  that  Sub-section  d,  which  the 
Committee  was  then  discussing,  pro- 
vided that  the  powers  of  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature should  not  extend  to  the  making 
of  any  law  whereby  private  property 
might  be  taken  without  just  compensa- 
tion. The  Committee  would  notice  that 
the  sub-section,  as  it  stood,  provided 
compensation  only  for  private  property 
taken.     He  ventured  to  propose  an 
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Amendment  which  would  secure  that 
compensation  should  be  given,  not  only 
for  private  property  taken,  but  for 
private  property  "  injuriously  affected." 
He  did  not  apprehend  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  find  any  great  difficulty  in 
assenting  to  this  Amendment,  because  it 
came  well  within  the  scope  of  the  sub- 
section, and  dealt  with  a  point  which  the 
draftsman  might  possibly  have  over- 
looked. It  might  be  suggested  that  the 
words  "  property  taken  "  had  a  wide  and 
general  operation,  and  that  it  was  difiicnlt 
specifically  to  providefor  all  matters  which 
ought  to  come  within  the  sub-section. 
But  the  words  "  property  taken  "  would 
not  cover  a  large  number  of  interests 
which  would  be  especially  subject  to 
legialatioQ  by  such  a  Body  as  the  pro- 
posed Irish  Legislature.  For  private  pro- 
perty actually  taken  it  would  be  hard  to 
suppose  that  compensation  would  not  be 
given  by  any  persons  actuated  by  com- 
mon honesty.  Some  recognised  com- 
pensation would  no  doubt  be  paid.  But 
there  were  very  many  interests  of 
great  importance  which  might  be  in- 
juriously affected,  and  for  which  no 
compensation  whatever  would  be  given 
if  they  restricted  the  provision  to  the 
taking  of  property  only.  He  would  call 
the  attention  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  to  the  fact  that  in  the  Lands 
Clauses  Act  there  was  a  distinct  section 
which  provided  for  the  giving  of  com- 
pensation for  property  injuriously 
affected,  and  a  distinction  was  drawn  be- 
tween property  taken  and  property  "  in- 
juriously affected."  If  such  a  provision 
were  necessary  in  the  Lands  Clauses  Act 
it  would  be  equally  necessary  in  this 
measure.  He  might  be  asked  what  were 
the  interests  injuriously  affected  which 
would  not  be  compensated  under  the 
section  as  framed.  His  reply  was  that  there 
were  easements  and  privileges  of  great 
value,  for  which  no  compensation  would 
be  obtained  under  the  provision  giving 
compensation  for  property  taken.  Lands 
might  be  flooded,  streams  might  be 
diverted,  and  a  diminution  in  the  flow  of 
water  might  be  brought  about,  property 
might  be  deprived  of  river  frontage, 
houses  of  lateral,  support  buildings  might 
be  affected  by  tunnelling  and  vibra- 
tion, and  in  many  other  ways  lands 
might  be  injured,  &c.,  and  unless  some 
provision  for  compensation  was  made 
valuable  rights  and  interesj^mighlitiius 
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be  taken  awaj*  from  the  owner  with-  i 
out  hia  obtaining  any  redress.  The 
narrowing  of  a  road  might  injure  a  man's 
trade,  ancient  lights  might  be  intofered 
with,  injurj  to  property  might  be  caused  by 
the  vibration  of  machinery.  These  were 
cases  in  which  no  compensation  was 
provided  for  under  the  section.  He  was 
sure  there  was  no  wish  on  the  part  of  the 
Govemmont  to  deprive  owners  of  pro- 
perty of  the  right  to  compensation  for  such 
injuriee,  and  he  could  hardly  suppose 
that  any  fair-minded  man  sitting  on  the 
Irish  Benches  would  wish  to  injure 
property  without  giving  fair  compensa- 
tion for  the  injury.  It  was,  perhaps, 
even  more  important  to  provide  in  the 
Bill  for  this  class  of  cases  than  for  those 
which  the  sub-section,  as  drafted,  pro- 
vided for.  It  was  well  within  the 
bounds  of  supposition  that  Acts  of  the 
Irish  Legislature  might  be  passed  affect- 
ing property  in  the  way  he  had  referred 
to  without  compensation.  If  it  was 
right  to  have  a  sub-section  providing 
compensation  for  property  taken,  it  was 
also  right  to  provide  compensation  for 
property  injuriously  affected,  and  this 
would  only  be  a  reasonable  and  practical 
addition  to  the  sub-section. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  3S,  after  the  word  "  taken," 
to  insert  the  -wonts  "  or  injorioiulv  affected." — 
(jtfr.  T.  S.  Bolton.-) 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  those  words 

be  there  inserted." 

•The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  RiGBV,  Forfar)  :  I  cannot,  on  behalf 
of  the  Government,  agree  to  this 
Amendment.  I  think  that  a  misconcep- 
tion underlies  the  whole  argument  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  clauses  in  the 
Lands  Clauses  Acts  show  that  the  words 
**  injuriously  affected "  possess  a  very 
special  meaning.  That  Act  deals  with 
lands  which  may  be  "taken"  and  with 
lands  that  may  be  '*  injuriously  affected." 
It  is  not  the  law  now  that  persons  whose 
lands  are  injuriously  affected  are  neces- 
sarily entitled  to  compensation  in  all  cases. 
It  has  been  clearly  decided  that  the  clause 
about  lands  "  injuriously  affected " 
applies  )u  many  cases  only  when  some 
land  of  the  person  claiming  has  been 
taken.  Other  persons,  doubtless,  may 
have  their  lands  injuriously  affected  in  a 
similar  manner;  but  it  has  been  laid 
down  that  such  claims  as  tiiese  persons 

Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton 


1  may  have  are  so  vague  and  uncertain 
that  it  would  not  be  proper,  under  anj 
system  of  legislation,  to  provide  iat 
them.  Accordingly,  tiiey  are  not  pro- 
vided for.  The  words  employed  in  the 
present  case  will  certainly  include  the 
taking  of  easements — such,  for  instance, 
as  light,  right  of  road,  and  so  on.  The 
section  is,  in  fact,  wide  enough  to  corer 
the  cases  mentioned,  and  to  allow  com- 
pensation in  all  cases  in  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Government,  compeosa> 
tion  ought  to  be  allowed.  It  would  be 
distinctly  against  the  existing  law  of  the 
United  Kingdom  to  provide,  in  terms, 
compensation  for  all  the  claims  which 
might  come  under  claims  for  lands  in- 
juriously ofiiscted  ;  and  we  should  only 
be  introducing  uncertainty  in  place  of 
certainty  if  we  were  to  sanction  the 
insertion  of  the  words  proposed.  For 
these  reasons  the  Government  think  that 
the  Amendment  ought  to  be  rejected. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire) : 
The  Solicitor  General  has  presented  ooe 
view,  but  there  is  another  which  I  would 
like  to  put  before  the  Committee.  It  xs 
true  that  the  words  "  injuriously 
affected  "  have  become  words  of  art,  and 
possess  a  particular  meaning,  but  by  the 
construction  put  upon  them  by  the  boo. 
and  learned  Gentleman  great  injustice 
might  be  done.  Under  the  view  of  the 
Solicitor  General,  a  man^s  property  might 
be  cut  in  two,  and  a  small  piece — say, 
one  acre — taken  out  of  the  middle  ;  but 
the  owner  could  obtain  no  compensatioa 
save  in  respect  of  the  one  acre  which  was 
taken,  although  the  injury  done  to  his 
property  might  be  far  greater  than  the 
value  of  the  acre  which  was  actnallj 
taken.  It  would  in  the  same  way  be 
possible  to  take  the  garden  gronnd  in 
front  of  a  house  and  pay  only  for  the 
land  so  taken  without  compensating  tb« 
owner  for  the  injury  done  to  the  dwelling. 
To  allay  any  possible  fears,  I  will  sug- 
gest that  the  Government  should  allow 
the  insertion  of  the  words  "  injurioosly 
affected,"  and  that  they  should  define 
their  meaning.  lA  laugh.']  That 
laugh  seems  to  indicate  that  the  Irish 
Home  Rule  Members  wish  to  hare  the 
power  of  injuriously  affecting  proper^ 
without  haWng  to  pay  compensation,  aiH 
I  will,  therefore,  press  my  suggestioo 
upon  the  Government.  I  am,  after  all, 
only  asking  you  to  secure  that  corapensa- 
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Hae  countrj  for  property  iDjnriously 
affected.  Millions  of  money  have  been 
paid  to  persons  in  this  country  in  respect 
of  property  injuriously  affected.  I  will 
suggest  that  such  claims  should  be 
limited  lu  the  Bill  to  occasions  when 
property  is  absolutely  injured.  A  mauV 
house  may,  for  instance,  be  uddermioed, 
but  not  taksD.  Ought  the  owner  to  re- 
oeire  no  compensation  ?  I  am  not  ask- 
ing for  compensation  for  fancy  rights ; 
but  wheu  property  is  substantially  in- 
jured it  IB  right  that  the  owner  should  be 
compensated.  I  trust,  therefore,  that 
the  Government  will  re-coosider  their  de- 
cision and  ac'cept  this  Amendment. 

•Mm.  W.  KENNY  {Dublin,  St. 
Stephen's  Green)  said,  the  Solicitor 
General  seemed  to  take  the  view  that 
the  words  property  taken  "  would  be 
sufficient  to  cover  compensation  for 
severance  or  other  conseqneutial  io- 
jnrieB  to  property.  But  had  the  hou. 
Gentleman  considered  Section  49  of  the 
Ijands  Clauses  Act,  by  which  the  jury 
were  to  assess  separately  the  sum  to  be 
paid  by  reason  of  the  severance  or  other 
consequential  injury  to  the  land  ?  The 
49th  section  was  very  distinct  on  that 
point.  Not  only  were  the  jury  to  assess 
the  Talue  of  the  land  purchased  and  to  fix 
the  compensation  for  injury  done,  but 
they  were  to  assess  the  amount  of  com- 
pensation for  damage,  if  any,  sustained  by 
the  owner  of  the  land  by  reason  of  the 
severance  of  his  land.  As  he  under- 
stood the  Amendment,  its  object 
was  to  make  plain  what  otherwise 
was  vague  and  obscure.  He  could  not 
understand  any  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment objecting  to  the  addition  of  the 
words  proposed,  which  were  taken  from 
an  English  Act  of  Parliament*  unless, 
indeed,  he  were  so  infatuated  with  the 
Amffl'ican  Constitution  that  he  was 
nnabie  to  see  any  good  in  an  English 
Statute.  The  English  Act  was  distinct 
on  this  subject ;  this  Bill  ought  to  be 
equally  clear,  and  surely  no  Member 
of  the  Committee  could  object  to  an 
Amendment  which  would  have  that 
effect. 

•Mb.  MATTHEWS  (Birmingham, 
E.)  :  I  hope  the  Government  will  re- 
consider the  decision  that  they  have 
announced  through  the  Solicitor  General. 
They  seem  to  think  that  fanciful  claims 
might  be  made,  but  that  objection  is 
purely  visionary.     The  words  are  in  the 
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Lands  Clauses  Act,  and  have  received, 

during  some  50  years,  Judicial  interpre- 
'■  tation  ;  and  it  is  quite  clear  that  no  cora- 
,  pensation  will  be  given  unless  there  is  an 
actionable  injury. 

Sjb  C.  RUSSELL  :  No. 
•Mk.  MATTHEWS  :  The  Attorney 
General  denies  the  proposition  ;  but  I 
am  snre  that  no  lawyer  in  the  House 
will  support  him  in  denying  that, 
unless  •  the  injury  were  actionable  if 
it  had  not  been  undeV  the  protec* 
tiou  of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  no  com- 
pensation would  be  paid  in  respect  of  it. 
That  is  perfectly  certain.  The  hon. 
Member  for  St.  Pancras  has  instanced 
cases  in  which,  under  the  section  as  it 
stands,  owners  of  property  will  not  be 
entitled  to  compensation  for  "  injury." 
A  road  might  be  raised,  and  the  access 
to  his  premises  made  more  difficult,  yet 
there  would  be  no  compensation  for  in- 
jurious effects  in  such  a  case.  These  in- 
stances might  be  multiplied.  I  think  it 
will  be  a  matter  for  great  regret  if  the 
Government  persevere  in  rejectiug  an 
Amendment  which  can  do  no  harm. 

•Mr.  VICARY  GIBBS  (Hert*^,  St. 
Albans)  said,  the  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Pancras  {Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton)  had  sug- 
gested possible  injury  to  property  by  the 
flooding  of  land  through  public  works. 
Would  the  Solicitor  General  inform  them 
how  the  words  "  property  taken  "  could 
be  taken  to  cover  the  flooding  of  land  ? 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  he  would  take  the  case  of  public 
drainage  works  in  Ireland.  Nothing  was 
more  likely  than  that  such  works  should 
give  rise  to  the  flooding  oE  land,  and  he 
would  like  to  know  if  the  tenants  of 
land  60  flooded  were  to  have  no  com- 
pensation, because  the  laud  did  not 
happen  to  be  scheduled  iu  the  Drainage 
Act. 

An  hon.  Member  asked  whether, 
supposing  it  was  desired  to  create  an 
easement  over  land,  there  would  be 
aay  right  to  compensation  under  the 
sub-section  ? 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  I  can  suggest  a  case  still 
more  likely  to  occur,  and  one  that  has 
occurred  in  this  city.  Take  the  case  of 
the  Metropolitan  District  Railway.  That, 
of  course,  goes  under  a  great  many 
houses  in  London,  as  the  owners  and  oc- 
cupants well  know,  by  ceftsou  of  the 
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ooneeqaent  deprecuation  in  value^  The 
company  hare  had  to  pay  for  compensa- 
tion for  disturbance  for  going  under  the 
faousee,  although  they  did  not  purchase 
those  ^houses.  Surely  that  is  an  example 
of  the  manoer  in  which  property  may  be 
injured  without  being  taken.  In  Stafford- 
shire cases  continually  arise  in  which 
claims  are  made  against  mine-owners  for 
damage  to  houses  caused  through  the 
subsidence  of  laud  under  which  the  mines 
run.  How  would  such  cases  in  Ireland 
be  governed  by  the  words  property 
taken  "  ? 

•The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
C.  Russell,  Hackney,  S.) :  This  is  one  of 
the  many  cases  with  which  we  have  had 
to  deal  in  the  course  of  the  Committee  on 
this  Bill,  in  which  Amendments  have  been 
put  down  iu  vague  and  general  terms, 
which  cannot  be  defended,  and,  when 
this  is  pointed  out,  then  it  is  urged 
that  some  cases  of  hardship  may 
arise  which  are  not  provided  for,  and  to 
meet  which  the  Government  are  invited 
to  supply  words.  The  section  does  not 
profess  to  exhaust  every  possible  case 
that  may  occur,  but  it  deals  with  the 
great  majority  of  cases  by  seeking  to 
prevent  anything  like  injustice.  It 
seems  to  be  suggested  that  the  Irish 
Legislature  is  sure  to  inflict  grievous 
wrong  on  some  class  or  classes  of  persons, 
but  the  very  object  of  this  sub-sec- 
tion is  to  prevent  that  being  done. 
This  is  not  a  proposal  to  confer  a 
power  on  the  Irish  Xiegtslatore ;  it  is, 
on  the  contrary,  one  to  restrict  its  powers. 
Now  I  come  to  the  argnments  that  have 
been  advanced.  I  confess  I  was  a  little 
startled  by  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  East 
Birmingham,  especially  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bury 
seemed  to  give  his  assent  to  the  proposi- 
tion. I  understood  the  late  Home 
Secretary  to  say  that  there  could  be  no 
claim  for  "  injurious  effect "  under  the 
Lands  Clauses  Act  which  would  not  give 
a  right  of  action  outside  the  Act.  Does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bury  endorse  that  statement  ?  Is 
there  anybody  in  the  House  who  will  en- 
dorse it  ?  I  do  not  think  there  is.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  cannot  have  con- 
sidered the  matter ;  for  under  the  Lands 
Clause!  Act  it  is  clear  that  where  other 
portions  of  an  estate  dealt  with  are  "  in- 
juriously affected  " — ^whioh  per  se  would 
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not  give  a  cause  of  action— dami^es  may 
be  awarded.  With  regard  to  injury  caused 
by  the  flooding  of  hind,  the  answer  is 
that  the  right  of  action  would  rut  with 
the  man  whose  land  is  flooded ;  and  in 
the  case  of  interference  with  ease- 
ment rights,  which  are  property  rigbta, 
compensation  would  have  to  be  given. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  cited  the  case 
of  the  raising  of  a  road  which  prevented 
convenient  access  to  a  dwelling.  Does 
he  say  in  such  a  case  damage  may  be  given 
for  injurious  effect  where  no  put 
of  the  property  is  taken  ?  If  be 
does,  then  I  say  he  is  entirely  wrtuig.  I 
will  takeacommonly  familiar  case,  thatof 
a  public-house  at  a  comer  of  a  street : 
A  railway  comes  which  does  not  interfere 
with  any  property  belonging  to  the  owner 
of  the  house,  but  it  diverts  the  course  of 
traffic  and  interferes  with  the  access  to, 
and  the  custom  of,  the  house.  There  is 
no  cause  of  action  in  such  a  case,  because 
no  part  of  the  property  is  taken ;  but 
under  the  Lands  Causes  Act,  if  part 
of  the  property  were  taken,  it  would 
properly  be  alleged  that  the  property 
was  injuriously  affected,  and  there  wooid 
be  a  right  to  compensation.  Undoubtedly 
it  is  the  case,  in  the  matter  of  railways 
which  cause  injurious  effects  on  honses by 
vibration,  thereby  rendering  them  less 
likely  to  let,  although  there  is  no 
cause  of  action,  yet  there  is  a  palpable 
injury,  and  yet  the  company  does 
not  become  liable  unless  other 
part  of  the  property  is  taken.  I 
venture  to  suggest  that  all  the  cases 
which  have  been  cited  are  covered  by  the 
sub-section  and  by  the  ordinary  law,  and 
that  there  is  no  need  for  the  Amendment 

Sir  H.  JAMES  said,  that  he 
was  afraid  these  legal  arguments 
weighed  heavily  upon  the  Coni< 
mittee,  and  he  was  very  unwilling  to 
continue  expressing  an  opinion  in  oppoai- 
tion  to  those  of  his  learned  Friend.  Bat 
he  could  not  agree  with  any  of  the  views 
the  Attorney  General  had  exiwessed. 
He  thought  that  the  contention  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  East  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Matthews)  was  correct.  He  also 
thought  it  clear  that  if  injury  was  done 
to  a  man's  land  under  statutory  authority, 
no  compensation  could  be  obtained  unless 
there  was  negligence  in  carrying  oat  the 
powers  given  by  Statute. 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  But  the  StMnte 
would  give  compensation..  , 
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Sir  H.  JAMES  :  Then  that  view  is 
conclusive  in  favour  of  the  AmendmeDt, 
for  all  it  aeks  is  that  such  compensation 
shall  be  secured  to  the  person  whose 
property  is  injoriouslj  affected.  If  the 
Attorney  General  sajs  that  such  com- 
pensation would  alwajs  be  given  bj  the 
Irish  Parliament,  why  should  not  we  saj 
that  it  must  be  so  giren. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.)  said,  the  Government  should  consent 
to  accept  Amendments  which  they 
thought  were  desirable  and  which  only 
pat  in  precise  language  that  of  which  they 
had  merely  a  popular  description  in  the 
clause  as  drafted.  They  had  a  clause 
before  them  which  was  but  a  popular 
deeoriptionof  that  which  was  intended,  and 
they  had  been  left  under  this  impression 
down  to  this  I9th  of  June.  Now  the 
wlfole  thing  was  changed;  the  Attorney 
General  refused  to  accept  an  Amendment 
with  which  he  agreed.  They  were  not 
concerned  with  these  popular  descriptions. 
They  were  concerned  with  making  the 
clause  intelligible,  and  the  Attorney 
General  should  tell  them  whether  he  was 
willing,  or  whether  he  was  not,  to  insert 
words  which  would  have  that  effect.  He 
did  not  wish  to  prolong  the  discussion,  nor 
did  he  wish  to  pronounce  where  lawyers 
disagreed.  The  words  might,  however, 
be  accepted  in  order  to  making  the 
meaning  perfectly  clear,  and  by  yielding 
in  this  spirit  to  Amendments  with  which 
they  agreed  the  Govemmeut  would  save 
a  considerable  amount  of  time. 

Mh.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  said,  such 
an  extraordinary  extension  as  this 
Amendment  would  effect  would  destroy 
the  power  given  to  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature. In  the  first  place,  they  would 
not  impose  upon  the  Irish  Legislature 
a  principle  which  they  would  never 
dream  of  imposing  on  themselves. 
That  was  the  conclusion  he  iiad  arrived 
at  from  the  discussion.  In  the  second 
place,  if  they  meant  to  give  the  Irish 
Legislature  power  over  order  in  Ireland 
they  would  be  doing  an  injustice  by  deal- 
ing with  a  matter  of  this  kind  in  advance. 
Such  proceedings  would  be  interpreted 
as  against  the  principle  of  the  Bill  and 
M  withdrawing  confidence  in  the  Irish 
people.  If  that  spirit  prevailed  amongst 
them  they  should  never  have  set  abont 
Hfflne  ^ule. 

*Thk  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  BiOBT,  Forfar)  said,  the  words  would 


mean  a  very  mnch  different  thing  from 
that  understood  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James), 
and  would  apply  to  things  to  which  these 
did  not  apply. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  250  ; 
Noes  284. — (Division  List,  No.  151.) 

•Mr.  H.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  E.) 
rose  to  move — 

In  page  2,  line  33,  leave  oat  "  just  compensa- 
tion, and  insert  "  aach  compensation  as  he  Is 
at  present  hj  law  entitled  to. 

He  said  his  Amendment  was  intended  to 
give  a  little  more  precision  to  one  of 
the  many  indefinite  expressions  in  the 
claose.  The  more  they  saw  of  the  clause 
the  more  they  feLt  that,  if  passed,  it  would 
have  but  one  certain  result^ia  a  crop  of 
litigation.  He  supposed  they  would  be  told 
that  the  phrase  "  just  compensation  **  was 
taken  from  the  American  Constitution  ; 
but  he  asked,  had  it  any  definite  mean- 
ing ?  He  did  not  mean  to  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  deal  with  the  question  for  any 
length  of  time  ;  but  he  must  say  a  few 
words  in  order  to  show  that  the  mean- 
ing even  in  the  American  taw  was  not 
very  precise,  and  that  it  would  be  totally 
inapplicable  in  the  case  of  Ireland.  He 
had  first  to  notice  the  omission  of  the 
words  "  for  the  public  use."  The  United 
States  Constitution  did  not  contemplate 
the  meaning  which  the  omission  of  tHese 
words  would  convey.  In  relation  to  "  just 
compensation  "  in  the  United  States  Con- 
stitution, they  knew  that  the  State  could 
only  take  property  "  for  public  use." 
Kent  stated — 

*'  If  they  (the  Legislature)  should  take  it  fo' 
pnrpoees  not  of  a  public  nature,  m  if  the  Legis* 
lature  should  take  the  property  of  A  and  give 
it  to  B,  under  pretext  of  some  public  use  or 
service,  such  case  would  be  a  gross  abuse  of  their 
dlBCietlon  and  a  fraodnlent  attack  on  public 
right,  and  the  law  would  be  clearlyun-constitD- 
tional  and  vc^" 

That  was  sufficient  to  show  the  applica- 
tion in  the  American  law.  Tbereforo,  it 
was  clear  that  the  Government  were  giving 
an  extension  to  the  principle  of  just  com- 
pensation which  it  would  be  found  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  carry  out.  Then,  as  to 
the  principles  of  the  American  law,  there 
were  provisions  with  regard  to  time  and 
tribunal.  With  regard  to  time,  the  pro- 
vision for  compensation  must  precede,  or 
be  concurrent  with,  seizure  ;  but  in  some 
cases  it  is  sufficient  that  tbe>ownerioan 
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coerce  payment  through  the  judicial 
tribnnaU,  or  otherwise,  without  &ny 
unreasonable  or  uunecessiu'j  delajr. 
Ab  to  tribunals,  he  found  that  the  partj 
was  entitled  to  an  impartial  tribunal,  but 
he  was  not  entitled  to  ajurjforaeseesing 
the  value  of  the  property  unless  the 
Constitution  had  provided  such  a 
tribunal  for  that  purpose.  There  was 
ftlao  a  rule  to  the  effect  that  it  was  not 
competent  for  a  State  itself  to  fix  the 
compensation  through  the  Legislature 
for  the  reason  given  immediately  after, 
that  this  would  make  the  State 
the  judge  of  its  own  cause.  But  in 
many  of  the-  cases  tliey  would  have  to 
deal  with  under  the  Amendment  the 
State  would  not  be  the  judge  in  its  own 
eanse,  but  judge  iu  the  case  of  a  class  of 
persons  different  to  the  class  from  which 
the  property  would  be  transferred  ;  there- 
fore, this  principle  of  the  American  Con- 
stitution would  not  apply,  and  it  would 
be  competent,  under  the  principle  of  the 
American  law,  for  the  State  itself  to  fix 
the  actual  compensation  to  be  paid  in  an 
Act  of  Parliament  authorising  the  taking 
away  of  the  property.  The  difficulty  of 
applying  those  principles  in  a  country 
like  Ireland  was  best  seen  by  taking  a 
concrete  case.  There  was  no  doubt  one 
of  the  first  acts  of  the  Irish  Legislature 
might  very  reasooably  be  expected 
to  be  the  passing  of  an  Act  making 
it  compulsory  on  owners  to  sell  their  fee- 
simple  to  their  tenants.  Supposing  that 
the  majority  of  the  Irish  Parliament 
assented  to  the  passing  of  an  Act  saying 
that  the  owner  of  land  might  be  bought 
out  by  his  tenants  at  a  certain  number  of 
years*  purchase  of  his  judicial  rent,  would 
that  Act  be  void  or  not  ?  To  what 
extent  would  it  be  void,  and  what 
tribunal  was  to  say  it  was  within  the 
competence  oi  an  Irish  Parliament  to 
decide  how  many  years^  purchase  was  a 
just  compensation  for  the  owner  of  the 
land  P  Would  it  be  the  Exchequer 
Judges,  or  would  an  owner  actually  have 
to  go  to  the  Privy  Counjcil  in  order  to  say 
bow  many  years'  purchase  should  be  given 
him  in  each  case,  so  that  the  requirements 
of  this  vague  section  might  be  complied 
with  ?  He  thought  they  ought  to  have 
some  light  thrown  on  the  way  it  was  to 
be  worked  in  practice.  Take  another 
case — ^that  of  fishery  rights,  which  in 
some  parts  of  Ireland  bad  produced  large 
sums  to  the  persons  owning  them.  No 
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doubt  there  were  large  numbers  of 
persons  who  would  like  to  enjoy  these 
fishery  rights  as  public  rights,  and  who 
would  not  be  willing  to  pay  a  laige 
number  of  years'  purchase  for  them. 
Would  an  Act  appointing  as  arbitratw 
— ^to  decide  at  his  own  discretion  what 
the  compensation  should  be — a  person  iu 
sympathy  with  those  who  wanted  to 
buy  up  the  rights  be  void  or  not? 
Again,  suppose  an  Act  was  only 
void  in  so  &r  as  the  amount  m 
compensation  was  concerned,  would  the 
property  be  allowed  to  be  taken  and  the 
owner  left  to  his  remedy  at  law  to  have 
the  amount  of  compensation  fixed  ?  If 
the  Act  worked  in  that  way  they  would 
have  no  proper  protection  for  property 
under  this  clause,  but  only  unlimited 
uncertainty  and  confusion.  The  Amead- 
ment  was  a  suggestion  for  a  definition 
directly  founded  on  an  explanation  given 
by  the  only  Member  of  the  Govemmoit 
who  had  hitherto  explained  what  just 
compensation  meant.  On  the  Second 
Reading  Debate  tiie  Solicitor  General 
said — 

"  If  compensation  meant  simply  what  com- 
peDBation  the  Iriah  LegislatiTe  Body  chose  to 
provide,  I  could  UDilerstend  that  a  safeguard 
would  be  abeolutely  illusory.  Bat  just  com- 
pensation must  be  measured  by  what  the 
Irish  and  English  laws  at  the  pretent  time 
think  to  be  just ;  and  it  would  be  within  the 
competence,  and  would  be  the  duty,  of  ereiy 
tribunal,  from  the  highest  to  the  lowe»t,  to  gire 
such  effect  to  the  clause  as  to  render  absolutely 
illegal  and  void  any  proTiedon  in  an  Act  of  the 
Iriw  LcgiBlatore  infringing  the  fundamentil 
laws  of  joBtice." 

The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
asked  who  was  to  decide  what  the  lav 
of  justice  was  in  a  pitfticular  case,  and 
he  replied  that  the  Courts  of  Justice 
would  decide  as  they  decided  upon  the 
construction  of  every  Act  of  Parliament) 
and  he  went  on  to  say — 

"  Jnstice  would  be  determined  by  the  prin- 
ciplea  of  English  law.  However  aogUBt  ft 
humble  a  tribunal  might  be,  the  standard  it 
would  have  to  take  would  not  be  any  theory 
derived  from  its  own  conscience,  but  the  stan- 
dard set  by  the  existing  law,  and  it  would  be 
its  duty  not  to  depart  from  it  by  one  jot  or 
tittle." 

That  explanation  at  the  time  was 
accepted  as  a  fairly  satisfactory  explana- 
tion, because  it  gave  them  to  understand 
that  the  standard  of  justice  would  be 
that  set  by  the  existiog  law.  But  doubts 
had  since  arisen  as  to  whether  the  ex- 
isting law,  which  was  well  rattled  both  ia 
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Irelaod  and  in  this  country  with  regard 
to  the  principle  of  compeuaation,  might 
not  be  altered  at  any  time  by  an  Act  of 
the  Irish  Legislature.  What  were  to  be 
the  fundamental  principles  of  justice  P 
Were  they  to  be  laid  down  by  this 
Imperial  Parliament,  in  which  they  had 
reason  to  believe  Ireland  would  be  fully 
represented  in  future,  or  were  they  to  be 
settled  by  the  leaders  of  the  majority  in 
the  future  Irish  Parliament — gentle- 
men who  had  taken  an  extreme  view 
on  the  Land  Question  ;  and,  after  all,  the 
real  significsnce  and  importance  of  this 
clause  was  connected  with  the  Land 
Question.  Were  they  to  leave  the  de- 
teiminatioQ  of  this  question  to  those 
who  supported  the  **No  Rent"  Mani- 
festo not  many  years  ago,  or  were  those 
who  had  expressed  strong  views  as  to 
landlords  bdag  entitled  to  the  prairie 
valne  of  the  land  to  fix  the  amount  of 
jnst  compensation  ?  He  ventured  to 
think  it  would  be  preferable  to  the 
Committee  to  accept  his  Amendment 
rather  than  leave  the  subject  in  the 
vague  way  in  which  it  now  stood  in  the 
Bill.  It  was  quite  true  his  Amendment 
to  some  extent  stereotyped  the  principles 
of  compensation  so  for  as  the  Irish 
Parliament  was  concerned ;  but  these 
principles  bad  been  pretty  well  settled 
during  the  last  50  years  in  tiiis  country 
and  Ireland  by  decisions  of  the  tribunals, 
and  had  been  nearly  uniformly  adopted  in 
the  Acts  that  had  since  been  passed.  If 
they  were  going  to  depart  from  these  well- 
settled  principles  of  justice,  let  it  be  by 
the  act  of  this  Imperial  Parliament,  and 
let  those  principles  of  justice  in  the 
strong  case  of  taking  away  a  man's 
property  against  his  will  be  rather  settled 
the  one  legislative  tribunal,  in  which 
all  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  were  to 
be  represented  than  by  the  tribunal 
given  by  the  new  Irish  Legislature. 
Under  Clause  9  as  it  stood,  it  would  be 
perfectly  easy  and  proper  for  the  80 
Irish  Members  to  move  that,  in  case  any 
amendment  of  those  principles  of  com- 
peosation  were  carried  in  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  such  amendments  should 
ftlso  apply  to  Ireland,  and  it  would  be 
very  difficult  for  anyone  to  object  to  that 
extension  ;  because  if  they  altered  those 
fnndamental  principles  of  justice  in  one 
part  of  the  Kingdom,  they  could  hardly 
e^mtend  that  these  alterations  ought  not 
to  be  made  in  all  parts.    He  considered, ' 


whether  the  Government  accepted  his 
Amendment  or  not,  they  must  do  some- 
thing further  to  define  these  words. 
They  should  not  be  sati86ed  with  being 
told  they  could  not  and  ought  not  to 
be  defined.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the 
Government  would  without  delay  do 
what  they  did  with  some  delay  the  other 
day  in  a  similar  case  when  they  defined 
"  due  process  of  law,"  and  consent  to 
insert  some  words  defining  exactly  what 
was  meant  by  "just  compensation." 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  lioe  33,  to  leave  oat  the  words 
"just  compensation,"  in  order  to  iosert  the 
words  "  Bnch  compensation  as  he  is  at  present 
by  law  entitled  to."—(_Mr.  Henry  Hobhoute.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  just  compensation  *  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

•The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
C.  Russell,  Hackney,  S.) :  The  hou. 
Member  has  with  his  accustomed  clear- 
ness conveyed  to  the  Committee  in  a 
way  that  will  not  be  mistaken  the  object 
of  his  Amendment  and  the  gronnds  upon 
which  he  advocates  it.  But  upon  the 
part  of  the  Government  I  have  to  say, 
in  the  first  place,  that  we  conceive  the 
clause  to  be  adequate  for  the  purpose 
intended,  and,  in  the  next  place,  that  the 
substitution  proposed  by  my  hon.  Friend 
would,  as  he  admitted,  stereotype  the 
rule  upon  the  matter  of  compensation, 
which,  in  our  judgement,  it  would  be 
undesirable  to  do.  Again,  I  must  beg 
to  recall  the  Committee  to  the  position 
in  which  this  Amendment  stands  in 
relation  to  the  clause.  The  clause  with 
which  we  are  dealing  is  one  which  im- 
poses restrictions  upon  the  power  of  the 
Legislative  Body  to  make  laws,  and  we, 
in  the  sub-clause  in  question,  provide 
that  the  powers  of  the  Irish  Legislature 
shall  not  extend  to  the  making  of  a  law 
which  does  not  provide  that  where  pro- 
perty is  taken  there  shall  be  just  com- 
pensation. Now,  surely  that  is  an 
enunciation  of  principle — clear,  distinct, 
and  unambiguous.  My  bon.  Friend 
asks  who  is  to  define  what  is  just 
compensation  ?  The  answer  is,  that 
as  in  every  other  written  Constitu- 
tion the  constniction  must  be  for  the 
decision  of  the  judicial  tribunals  of  the 
country.  This  is,  in  effect,  a  written 
Constitution,  and  I  have  to  answer  my 
hon.  Friend's  question  in  ^'^'^^^^|^^ 
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put  the  case  of  the  Irish  Legislative 
Body  passiug  an  Act  for  the  taking  of 
private  property  without  just  compensa- 
tion to  the  owner  of  the  property  so 
taken,  and  he  asked  the  question  whether 
that  Act  would  or  would  not  be  null  and 
void ;  and  who  were  to  determine  the 
question.  My  answer  to  the  first 
question  is^  that  if  it  were  determined 
tiiat  the  compeDsation  provided  ww  not 
just,  the  Act  would  be  null  and  roid. 

Mr.  H.  HOBHOUSE  :  The  whole  of 
the  Act  ? 

Sir  C.  KUSSELL:  The  provision 
dealing  with  the  matter  of  compensation, 
and  those  other  provisions  which  depended 
upon  and  were  connected  with  it.  There 
might  be  other  provisions  which  might 
have  an  independent  existence  apart  from 
that  question. 

Mr.  H.  HOBHOUSE:  The  land 
would  Dot  be  taken  ? 
*SiR  C.  RUSSELL:  If  the  Act 
is  declared  to  be  nnll  and  -void  the  land 
cannot  be  taken.  Then  my  hon.  Friend 
asks  who  shall  determine  that  question  in 
the  first  instance.  The  question  might 
arise  in  any  ordinary  private  litigation  in 
the  ordinary  Courts  of  Justice.  But 
Clause  19,  Sub-clause  4,  has  a  special 
provision  in  which  any  person  affected 
has  the  right  to  bring  the  matter 
before  the  Exchequer  Judges,  and  there 
is  an  ultimate  appeal  to  the  Privy 
Council  in  this  country.  So  much  aa 
regards  the  two  questions  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  Now,  as  to  the  stereotyping, 
which  is  the  second  objection  to  this 
proposal.  There  are  few  persons  who 
know  the  history  of  the  Lands  Clauses 
Act  who  are  not  aware  of  the  enormous 
change  that  has  takeu  place  in  the  scale 
of  compensation  paid  to  owners  of  land 
taken  for  public  purposes  between  1845- 
46  and  (he  present  time.  A  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Lords  which  considered 
this  matter  and  reported  upon  it  went  the 
length  of  recommending  that  in  cases 
where  laud  was  compulsorily  taken  there 
should  be  a  provision  in  the  Lands 
Clauses  Act  by  which,  in  addition  to  the 
value  of  the  land,  .there  should  be  a  com- 
pulsory allowance  of,  I  think,  100  percent., 
because  of  the  owner  being  compelled  to 
sell  the  land.  Those  who  have  had  much 
to  do  with  this  question  of  compensation 
will  recollect  there  has  been  a  gradual 
descent  from  those  figures.  I  hare 
known  20  per  cent,  given  by  way  of  a 
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compulsory  allowance ;  but  at  the  pre- 
sent day  there  is  an  almost  unifonn 
allowance — against  the  justice  of  which 
many  people  are  found  to  protest — of  10 
per  cent.  Again,  there  is  another  ques- 
tion looming  in  the  not  very  remote 
distance.  Take  the  question  of  better- 
ment, a  principle  which  has  received  the 
sanction  of  a  Parliamentary  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  That  may 
be  the  law  of  the  Imperial  Parliament,  or 
it  may  not  be  the  law  of  the  Imponal 
Parliament.  It  may  he  the  law  ^  the 
Irish  Parliament,  and  may  be  considered 
to  be  perfectly  consistent  with  just 
principles  that  if  a  man,  part  of  whose 
land  is  taken,  receives  indirectly  a  benefit 
from  an  undertaking  in  respect  to  other 
land  which  goes  a  long  way  to  meet,  if 
not  wholly  to  meet,  the  injury  he  receives 
in  respect  of  the  portion  of  the  land 
taken  away,  such  case  shall  be  met  by 
the  future  state  of  the  law,  and  it  would 
be  a  perfectly  just  consideration  to  take 
into  account  when  fixing  that  compensa- 
tion. I  pronounce  no  opinion  upon  that 
point — it  is  not  necessary  to  do  so — but 
I  submit  I  have  said  enough  to  justify 
.  the  objection  that  the  effect  of  this 
Amendment  would  be  to  stereotype  the 
law.  For  the  reasons  I  have  given  we 
cannot  accept  this  Amendment. 

Sir  E.  CLARKE  (Plymouth) :  The 
answer  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Grentle- 
man  the  Attorney  General  may  be  a 
sufiicient  one ;  bat  it  is,  I  think,  amM- 
what  technical.  I  do  not  propose  to 
examine  the  objection  that  ^e  effect  erf 
accepting  these  words  would  be  the 
stereotyping  of  the  present  system  of 
compensation  and  the  preventing  of  any 
amendment  or  improvement  of  that  sys- 
tem. There  may  be  something  in  that; 
but  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has,  I 
think,  missed  the  gravity  of  the  case. 
The  point  made  against  the  proposal 
before  the  House — and  I  do  not  thiak 
the  section  and  sub-section  to  which  the 
Attorney  Greneral  referred  in  a  later  part 
of  the  Bill  will  help  the  Committee  over 
the  difficulty — appears  to  me  to  be  a 
serious  one.  It  is  said  that  in  this  Sub- 
section 5  there  is  a  limitation  of  tfae 
legislative  powers  of  the  new  Irish  Par- 
liament, that  they  shall  not  pass  any 
Act  by  which  private  property  may  be 
taken  without  just  compensation.  The 
question  at  once  arises  who  is  to  bo 
tbejadge  of  the  justice,of  the.compen- 
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sation  ;  and  I  cannot  find  in  mj  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  Bpeech,  or  in  any  clause 
the  Bill,  any  answer  to  that  at  all. 
It  might,  of  course,  be  the  Legislature 
tiiat  passed  the  Bill.  '  Suppose  a  Bill 
vere  to  he  passed  through  the  Irish  Par- 
liament dealing  with  expropriation 
at  once  of  certain  persons,  whether 
holding  agricultural  land  or  not,  and 
proTiding  a  particular  standard  by  which 
oompensation  was  to  be  given.  Suppose, 
for  instance,  they  said  that  no  allowance 
whatever  was  to  be  made  for  compulsory 
purchase,  or  for  the  compulsion  that  was 
being  exercised.    Who   would  decide 
whether  that  was  just  or  not  ?  This 
House  has   never  yet  decided  against 
an    allowance    for    compulsory  pur- 
chase— [Sir    C.   Russell  :    Kor  in 
fiiTonr  of    it] — oor  do  I  think  it  is 
likely  to  do  so.    It  has  accepted  a  plan 
which  has  been  in  operation  for  some 
years,  the  history  of  which  is  slightly 
different  to  that  given  by  my  bou.  and 
learned  Friend.    The  fact  is  that  the 
allowance  of  10  per  cent,  was  first  ar- 
rived at  by  two  distinguished  counsel 
who  used  to  appear  against  one  auother 
in  appeals  under  the  Compensation  Act, 
and  that  compensation  of  10  per  cent, 
was  agreed  upon  to  avoid  the  discussion 
which  would   necessarily  have  taken 
place  in  every  oase  as  to  the  injury  a 
man  would  sustain  by  being  disturbed  in 
bis  occupation  and  compelled  to  find  a 
fresh  inveetraent  for   his  mouey  ;  and 
although  20  per  ceut.  was  agreed  upon 
in  the  case  of  agricultural  laud,  I  have 
never  known  more  thau  10  per  cent, 
given  in  other  cases.    It  has  been  a  rule 
which  has  been  accepted,  and  having 
now,  no  doubt,  the  authority  of  the  law. 
But  suppose  the  Irish  Legislature  was  to 
say  DO  allowance  should  be  paid  for  com- 
palsory  purchase  at  all,  who  is  to  decide 
whether  that  is  a  just  law  or  not  ?  My 
hob.  and  learned  Friend  says  we  find  in 
Section  19,  Sub-section  4,  the  statement 
that  it  will  have  to  be  decided  by  the 
Exchequer  Judges.    That  sub-section  is 
as  follows  : — 

"  All  legal  proceedings  in  Ireland,  which 
are  ioBtitatect  at  the  inBtance  of  or  against  the 
Treasury,  or  the  CommiasioDera  of  Customs, 
or  any  of  thair  officers,  or  relate  to  the  election 
of  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament,  or  touch 
any  matter  not  within  the  powers  of  the  Irish 
Legislatnre,  have  not  power  to  repeal  or  alter, 
■hall,  if  so  reqalred  by  any  party  to  sacb  pro. 
ceedings,  be  heard  and  determined  before  the 
Exchequer  Jwlges." 


The  question  is  only  to  be  brought  be- 
fore the  Exchequer  Judges  if  it  "  touch 
any  matter  not  within  the  power  of  the 
Irish  Legislature."  So  the  efiect  would 
be  that  if  these  vague  words  are  left  in 
the  sub-section  with  which  we  are  now 
dealing  a  law  might  be  passed  by  the 
Irish  Parliament  affecting  the  compensa- 
tion to  be  given  in  a  caso  of  expropria- 
tion, and  nobody  would  know  whether 
that  law  was  good  or  bad  until  you  had 
been  able  to  bring  it  before  the  Irish 
Exchequer  Judges,  and  in  the  case  I 
have  referred  to  there  is  no  provision  by 
which  it  could  be  brought  before  the 
Irish  Exchequer  Judges — no  process  open 
to  the  persons  affected.  To  leave  this 
word  "just"  in  the  clause  would  be  to 
invite  difiiculties,  and  to  leave  it  am- 
biguous whether  that  justice  was  to  be 
decided  by  the  Parliament  of  Ireland  or 
by  the  Exchequer  Judges.  I  mentioned 
these  difficulties  at  an  early  part  of  the 
discussions,'  and  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  said  "just"  meant  according  to 
well -established  rules  of  justice.  But 
eulargiug  the  phrase  gives  no  guidance 
to  its  meaning  or  enforcement ;  and  as  the 
case  now  stands  I  point  out  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  there  is  an  ambiguity  on  the 
face  of  the  clause,  and  some  words  will 
require  to  be  added  in  order  to  clear  it  up. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Rochester) 
desired  to  say  a  word  or  two  upon  this 
Amendment  as  he  had  one  upon  the 
Paper  dealing  with  the  same  subject.  If 
there  was  any  real  force  in  the  conten- 
tion of  the  Attorney  General  that  this 
Amendment  would  stereotype  the  law  in 
Ireland  he  thought  it  would  be  found  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  his 
(Viscount  Cranborne^s)  Amendment  was 
not  open  to  the  some  objection ;  but 
within  certain  limits  left  the  Irish  Par- 
liament to  legislate  as  they  pleased,  the 
limit  being  that  in  such  cases  of  ex- 
propriation the  amount  given  as  com- 
pensation must  be  not  less  than  that 
which  would  have  been  given  by  the 
Common  Law  of  Ireland  as  modified  by 
any  Act  of  Parliament.  The  Attorney 
General  entirely  passed  by  all  that  in- 
teresting portion  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Somerset  which 
dealt  with  the  American  Constitution;  and 
it  was  amazing,  the  Attorney  General 
having  himself  said  that  this  would  be 
a  written  Constitution,  that  he  did  not 
think  it  worth  while  to  pay  attention  to 
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the  successful  Constitutioa  to  which  the 
Mover  of  the  Ameodmeut  alluded.  That 
hon.  Member  showed  that  in  l^e 
American  Coustitution  the  scope  of  these 
words  included  not  merely  the  expropria- 
tion of  owners  for  public  purposes,  but 
positively  of  private  owners  for  the 
purpose  and  advantage  of  other  private 
individuals.  There  were  other  matters 
on  which  the  American  Constitution  was 
far  less  sweeping  than  the  Bill  of  the 
Government — namely,  and  the  question  of 
contracts  ex  pott  faxto  laws.  The  inter- 
ference with  contracts  and  ex  pott  facto 
laws  were  altogether  excluded  ^m  the 
American  Constitution  ;  but  they  were 
not  excluded  from  the  present  Bill, 
therefore  on  this  question  of  compensa- 
tion points  would  arise  which  could  not 
arise  in  the  case  of  the  American  Con- 
Btitution.  The  Attorney  General,  how- 
ever, did  not  deal  with  any  of  these 
topics.  He  seemed  to  treat  the  whole 
question  as  a  small  matter,  and  to  argue 
that  the  Amendment  ought  not  to  be 
accepted  because  the  Irish  Parliament 
might  adopt  the  betterment  principle.  It 
was  playing  with  the  House  of  Commons 
to  treat  them  in  that  way.  Tbey  knew 
perfectly  well  that  the  kind  of  proposal 
that  was  in  favour  in  Ireland  was  far 
more  sweeping  tbau  the  Betterment 
■Clauses  of  the  London  County  Council. 
But  what  they  were  afraid  of  was  con- 
fiscation by  the  Irish  Parliament  for  the 
benefit  of  the  tenants  or  other  people. 
There  was  one  question  which  would 
probably  attract  the  attention  of  the 
Irish  Parliament,  and  that  v/aA  migration 
from  one  part  of  Ireland  to  another  ;  for 
proposals  had  often  been  made  by 
Nationalist  gentlemen  that  large  grazing 
farms  should  be  compulsorily  seized  in 
order  to  provide  holdings  for  the  dis- 
tressed population  of  the  West.  How 
were  eminent  Judges  to  determine  what 
was  just  compensation  in  such  cases  ? 
He  recollected  that  on  a  former  Amend- 
ment the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
pointed  to  the  words  "  principle  and  pre- 
cedent." He  did  not  know  whether  they 
were  willing  to  insert  these  words  in 
respect  of  compensation  as  they  did  in 
respect  of  due  process  of  law.  He  sub- 
mitted that  even  if  they  were  it  would 
not  he  sufficient,  because  what  were  the 
principles  of  Irish  land  legislation  in  the 
past  P  Was  that  what  the  Judges  would 
have  to  look  to  7   He  did  not  desire  to 
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take  a  stroog  Conservative  line  at  the 
present  moment,  but  he  desired  to  speak 
to  the  moderate  Members  of  the  House  (rf 
Commons.  He  would'  not,  therefwe, 
trouble  the  House  with  any  hasty  views 
of  his  on  past  land  legislation  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  head  of  tbe 
Government ;  but  he  would  say  this — it 
would  be  extremely  difficult  for  a  Judge 
or  anybody  else  to  definitely  lay  down  the 
principle  on  which  the  Land  Act  of  1881 
and  the  Arrears  Act  which  followed  wee 
passed  into  law.  They  might  say,  with- 
out offence,  that  the  policy  which  led  to 
the  passing  of  these  Acts  constituted  a 
progressive  diminution  of  a  landlord's 
legal  rights.  Under  the  Land  Act  (rf 
1881  about  one-third  part  of  the  land- 
lord's rights  was  taken  from  them,  and 
perhaps  the  Irish  Legislature  would  pro- 
pose to  take  away  another  third.  Upon 
what  principles  of  law  or  common  sense 
were  the  Exchequer  Judges  or  the 
Medical  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  to  decide  when  the  Irish 
Legislature  had  passed  the  bound- 
ary which  separated  legal  jostice 
from  injustice  ?  It  would  be  impossible 
for  the  Judges  to  have  any  conception  of 
what  the  Legislature  intended  by  just 
compensation.  He,  therefore,  submitted 
to  the  Government  that  some  words  of 
definition  were  necessary.  When  the 
Attorney  General  spoke  of  the  rigidity 
of  the  Amendment  he  thought  tbe  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  going  to 
accept  words  in  the  nature  of  those  lie 
(Viscount  Cranborne)  had  put  on  the 
Paper.  There  was  not  a  Member  in  the 
House  who  did  not  believe  that  the 
Irish  legislature  would  try  to  pass  an 
Act  still  further  to  diminish  the  rights 
of  the  landlords.  He  did  not  beOeve 
that  the  followers  of  the  Government  in 
their  hearts  were  desirous  of  committing 
a  grave  injustice.  He  would  ask  them 
to  consider  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
and  if  they  were  honestly  convinced  that 
the  proposed  safeguards  would  not  pro- 
tect the  landlords  they  would  be  boond, 
in  spite  of  Party  ties,  which  they  we 
prone  to  follow  only  too  closely  to  sup- 
port the  Amendment. 
•Mr.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin,  Hv 
boUT  Division)  said,  the  noble  Lord 
seemed  to  have  a  great  deal  of  sympathy 
for  the  Judges  who  were  to  detennine 
the  question  of  just  compraisation,  bat  he 
wanted  to  force  the  handa  <rf  the 
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hj  laying  down  a  staiidard  they  could 
Dot  vary  from.  He  was  surprised  that 
the  Mover  of  the  Ameudment  thought 
there  was  any  safeguard  whatsoever  to 
the  Irish  landlords  in  his  proposal. 
Surely  the  standard  value  of  land  was 
not  fixed  at  the  present  time,  but  varied 
according  to  circumstancee,  and  the 
Amendment  gravely  proposed  now,  and 
on  which  so  much  time  had  been  occupied, 
eought  to  lay  down  a  fixed  standard 
which  was  not  now  the  law  in  Eng- 
land, and  could  not  be,  and  to  deprive 
the  Judges  of  all  discretion  into  taking 
into  consideration  the  circumstances  of 
the  case.  He  would  remind  the  noble 
Lord  this  was  not  altogether  a  landlord's 
qaestioQ.  The  noble  Lord  judged  the 
question  altogether  from  an  English  point 
<^  view,  but  t^ere  were  also  nnmerous 
tenants  in  Ireland  who  had  recently  pur- 
chased their  holdings,  and  who  were 
themselves  in  the  position  of  landowners, 
and  the  best  security  both  for  them  and 
the  landlords  was  to  allow  the  Judges  to 
be  the  valuers  of  the  land  and  to  take 
into  consideration  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  time  and  place.  As  the  tenants 
in  Ireland  who  became  the  owners  of 
their  holdings  increased  so  would  the 
number  of  persons  who  would  be  able  to 
protect  the  right  to  "just  compensation" 
be  lately  on  the  increase}  and  the  noble 
Lord  might  be  sare  there  was  little 
danger  of  the  Irish  Parliament  running  in 
the  direction  he  alluded  to,  or  confiscating 
the  property  of  landowners  or  other 
people  in  Ireland  without  compensation. 
He  thought  the  tendency  would  be 
rather  the  other  way,  and  it  would  be 
found  that  a  large  body  of  people  in 
Ireland  would  be  deeply  interested  in 
seeing  that  fair  compensation  was  given. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment, instead  of  the  clause  which  was 
in  the  Bill,  had  moved  a  clause  similar 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
they  would  then  have  had  an  Amend- 
ment just  in  the  direction  of  the  clause 
as  the  Opposition  were  determined  to 
have  an  argument  and  discussion  either 
one  way  or  the  other.  The  clause  was 
infinitely  better  than  the  Amendment. 
What  they  (the  Irish  Members)  objected 
to  in  these  Amendments  was  this  system 
of  endeavouring  to  beget  litigation. 
There  seemed  to  be  a  desire  to  bring 
the  future  Government  of  Ireland 
into    continual    collision    with  the 
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Courts  of  the  country,  and  to  enable 
gentlemen  in  Ireland,  who  were  not  in 
sympathy  with  any  form  of  National 
Government,  to  be  constantly  setting 
snares  for  the  National  Parliament,  and 
calling  the  Courts  of  Law  into  requi- 
sition. 

•Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) observed  that  the  action  of  the 
Government  themselves  showed  how 
serious  this  matter  was.  One  of  the 
clauses  in  the  Bill  provided  that  for  three 
years  the  Irish  Legislature  should  not  be 
able  to  deal  with  the  relations  between 
landlord  or  tenant,  or  deal  with  the 
question  of  land  legislation.  This  Pro- 
viso dealt  with  the  same  matter,  and 
would  survive  those  three  years  ;  and  if 
the  matter  was  so  grave  Uiat,  for  three 
years,  it  was  to  be  withheld  from  the 
power  of  the  Irish  Parliament,  sur^j  it 
ms  necessary  that  they  should  have  this 
matter  so  strictly  defined  that,  after 
those  three  years  had  passed  over,  the 
Irish  Parliament  should  not  be  able  to 
commit  injustice.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Harbour  Division  of  Dublin  spoke  of 
this  Amendment  as  being  designed  to 
provoke  litigation,  and  increase  the 
possibility  of  conflict  between  the  Irish 
Legislature  and  the  Courts  before  which 
the  Acts  of  that  Legislature  might  be 
brought.  He  was  afraid  that,  whatever 
they  did,  there  would  be  too  abundant 
opportunities  of  that  kind.  It  was  in- 
herent in  the  subject-matter  of  the 
Bill  that  such  litigation  must  be  fre- 
quently provoked,  and  the  action  of  his 
hon.  Friend  who  moved  the  Amendment 
was  directed,  not  to  amplifying,  but  to 
limiting,  the  opportunities  of  such  litiga- 
tion by  laying  down  more  strictly  for  the 
guidance  of  the  Legislature,  and  more 
clearly  for  the  guidance  of  the  Court, 
the  conditions  under  which  they  could 
proceed.  The  whole  question  turned  upon 
tfaismatterof  justcompensation.  Property 
was  to  be  token  only  upon  condition  of  just 
compensation,  and  the  Irish  Legislature 
were  not  to  be  entitled  to  pass  any  Act 
which  should  interfere  with  that  principle. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Harbour  Divi- 
sion, to  show  the  impossibility  of  the 
Irish  Legislature  doing  any  act  which 
would  involve  the  taking  of  land  without 
just  compensation,  asked  them  to  con- 
sider what  bad  been  done  in  multiplying 
peasant  proprietors  In  Ireland,  and  hsid 
said  that,  ai  they  were  the  people  who 
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would  control  very  largely  the  action  of 
the  Irish  Legislature,  they  would  see 
TOTy  clearly  that  their  interests  would 
not  be  very  injuriously  affected.  But, 
nnmerouB  as  that  class  was,  there  was 
another  class  of  landowners  whose 
property  had  not  been  sold  to  occupying 
tenants,  and  it  was  probable  that  very 
serious  legislation  would  be  proposed 
in  the  Irish  Legislature  affecting  that 
class.  He  was  not  at  present  prejudging 
the  question  as  to  whether  such  legis- 
lation should  or  should  not  be  dealt 
with. 

•Mr.  HARRINGTON:  This  class 
are  themselves  in  the  category  of  labd- 
lords,  and  any  class  of  legislation 
afTeeting  landlords  would  affect  this 
class. 

•Mb.  COURTNEY  said  that,  although 
the  name  of  landlord  applied  to  both,  the 
legislation  of  which  he  spoke  would  not 
affect  that  class  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber referred  at  all.  They  were  speaking 
of  the  compulsory  expropriation  of  the 
landlords  demanded  by  a  great  class  in 
Ulster ;  and  how  would  the  feelings  and 
interests  of  the  peasant  proprietors  to 
whom  the  hon.  Member  had  referred 
operate  to  control  the  Irish  Legislature 
and  prevent  them  imposing  upon  these 
greater  landlords  terms  which  could  not 
be  consideretl  to  be  just  ?  The  Attorney 
General  said  it  would  be  easy  for  anyone 
to  bring  the  matter  immediately  before 
the  Exchequer  Judges  and  to  get  their 
opinion  as  to  the  compensation,  aud  if 
such  compensation  were  not  jnst  the 
whole  proceeding  would  fall  to  the 
ground.  But  he  failed  to  see,  in  the 
machinery  to  which  the  Attorney  General 
directed  attention,  the  means  of  carrying 
it  out.  That  machinery  was  to  come 
into  operation  when  the  Irish  Legislature 
dealt  with  matters  with  which  it  had  no 
power  to  deal,  not  when  it  abused  the 
powers  conferred  upon  it.  The  Solicitor 
General,  at  au  earlier  stage  of  the  Debate, 
stated  that  "just  compensation "  was 
compensation  which  was  just,  according 
to  the  ideas  of  our  present  time,  when 
the  Bill  should  become  law  ;  but  that 
was  a  very  vague  criterion,  and  he 
thought  some  wonia  should  be  introduced 
— if  not  those  of  the  hon.  Member  then 
some  others — to  give  greater  precision 
of  definition  to  the  compensation  to  be 
given.  The  phrase  in  the  clause  was 
too  vague  to  be  of  any  value,  and  a 

Mr.  Courtney 
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much  closer  definition  should  be  intro- 
duced for  the  guidance  of  the  Legis- 
lature and  the  Court.  In  default  of  better 
words  those  which  had  been  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Somerset 
deserved  attention,  because  he  wished  to 
have  a  strict  definition.  Some  more 
definite  words  than  those  in  the  clause 
were  absolutely  necesaiy. 

•Sib  J.  RIGBY  (who  was  received 
with  cries  of  "  Divide !)  :  In  answer  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Ply- 
mouth and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  1^ 
Member  for  Bodmin  I  desire  to  say  a 
few  words.  ["Divide!"]  We  have 
got  here  an  enactment  that  the  powers 
of  the  Irish  Legislature  should  not  extend 
to  any  law  whereby  property  may  be 
taken  without  just  compensation,  and 
that,  therefore,  it  is  not  within  the  power 
of  the  Irish  Legislature  to  make  any  such 
law.  In  the  sub-section  which  has  been 
referred  to  by  the  Attorney  General  it  is 
provided  that  any  matter  not  within  the 
power  of  the  Irish  Legislature  which  is 
dealt  with  by  the  Irish  I^egblatore  is 
null  and  void.  It  is  certainly  not  witiiiii 
the  power  of  the  Irish  Legislature  to 
sanction  the  taking  of  land  without  just 
compensation.  That  is  perfectly  plain, 
and  there  can  be  no  doybt  on  the  poiat. 
["  Divide  I  "]  If  a  person  feels  aggrieved 
he  can  go  to  the  Exchequer  Judges,  and 
there  is  an  ultimate  appeal  to  the  Privy 
Council.  There  is  power  given  in  other 
claiises  to  the  Secretary  of  State  or  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  send  a  question  at 
once  to  the  Privy  Council ;  and  if  it  were 
a  matter  of  great  public  importance  we 
might  expect  that  to  be  done.  By 
another  clause  of  the  Act  Her  Majesty 
may  receive  a  Petition  from  any  person 
aggrieved,  and  has  full  power  upon  a 
Petition  of  any  aggrieved  person  to  send 
it  to  the  Privy  Council,  even  if  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  or  Secretary  of  State 
do  not  proceed.  Now,  as  to  the 
question  of  just  compensation.  [^Criesof 
"  Divide  I  "and  interruption.']  There  is  no 
fixed  direction  or  rule.  We  must  arrire 
at  a  result  according  to  what  is  jost,  I 
will  take  a  case  which  I  do  not  put  for- 
ward as  a  probable  case.  [Cmm  of 
"  Divide  I  "J  Suppose  the  Irish  L^is- 
lature  said  that  the  "just  compensation** 
in  a  certain  case  should  be  one-half  the 
value.  It  is  perfectly  obvious  that  that 
would  be  an  unjust  compensation,  and 
any  tribunal  to  whom  the  matter  mi^t 
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be  referred  would  so  hold.  The  Judges 
have  perpetuallj  to  deal  with  cases  quite 
as  difficult  as  this,  aud  I  only  Deed  t^ay 
one  word  iu  refereuce  to  what  has  been 
said  as  to  the  Araericau  Coostitutiou,  and 
that  is  that  I  never  heard  of  a  case  in 
which  the  Judge  complaiDS  that  the 
Constitution  has  left  to  him  the  task  of 
construing  Acts  of  Parliament. 

Sir  J,  GOBST  (Cambridge  Univer- 
sity) (who  was  met  with  cries  of 
•*  Divide  I  ")  :  I  will  not  detain  the  Com- 
mittee. I  only  rise  to  point  out  to  the 
Committee  the  very  unfavourable  cir- 
cumstances uudei:  which  this  discussion 
is  carried  on.  Gentlemen  who  have  not 
been  present  at  the  discussion  come  into 
the  House,  aud  when  the  bon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  rises  to  meet  a 
difficulty  which  has  been  raised  by  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill  he  is  met  with  loud 
cries  of  «  Divide  1  "—[Crie*  o/  "Ques- 
tion I "] — ^from  the  supporters  of  the 
Government ;  and  when,  in  the  course  of 
his  speech,  be  says  he  will  give  an  illus- 
tration to  make  his  meaning  more  clear, 
he  is  met  by  the  rude  interruption  of 
**  We  do  not  want  your  illustration." 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) ;  I  beg  to  ask  yon,  on  a  point  of 
Order,  Mr.  McIIor,  if  these  remarks  have 
anything  whatever  to  do  with  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  Committee  ? 

The  chairman  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  risen  to  a  point  of  Order, 
as  I  understood  him. 

Sir  J.  GORST  :  I  rose  to  call  your 
attention  and  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  conditions  and  circum- 
stances in  which  this  Bill  was  being 
discussed.  I  was  saying  it  was  impos- 
flible  for  the  Government — ["  Divide  1  "] 
— to  explain  to  the  House  and  the 
country  the  propositions  they  brought 
forward  in  conseqaence  of  the  interrup- 
tions of  their  own  supporters. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes  290  ; 
Noes  258.— (Division  List,  No.  152.) 

The  CHAIRMAN  ruled  that  the  fol- 
lowing Amendment  would  come  more 
appropriately  under  Clause  32 : — 

Page  2,  line  33,  after  "  compensation,"  Insert 
**  provided  that  no  Uw  shall  be  pSMed  by  the 
Irish  L^slature  abrogating  or  prejudiciaUy 
aflectiofc  the  right  of  appeal  from  the  Irish 
Coarts  to  Her  Ifajesty  the  Queen  in  Coandl,  as 
horeiaafter  provided  by  this  Act.**— 
JKu^MN  ^  Carmarthett^ 

VOL.  XIIL   [fourth  series.] 


The  following  Amendment  was  ruled 
out  of  Order  : — 

Page  2,  line  3.1,  after  compensation,"  insert 
"  being  not  less  than  woulil  have  been  gives  by 
the  Common  Law  of  Ireland,  or  by  any  Act  of 
Parliament  varyinjir  ^^elaw." — (_Viteouiit  CraH- 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
rose  to  move — 

Pi^  2,  line  33.  after  "  compensation,"  insert 
**  or  wheieby  proceedings  by  petition  of  right 
may  be  altered  or  abridged." 

He  said  he  was  aware,  from  observations 
that  had  been  made  to  him  by  more  than 
one  Member,  that  an  impression  prevailed 
that  in  bringing  before  the  Committee 
this  question  of  procedure  by  petition 
of  right  he  was  introducing  a  matter 
that  was  somewhat  obsolete,  or  was  some 
unusual  process.  He  ventured  to  assure 
the  Committee  that  petition  of  right  was 
an  ordinary  every-day  remedy,  and  the 
only  remedy  in  certain  cases.  As  the  law 
at  present  stood,  so  far  as  be  was  aware, 
the  only  method  of  litigating  a  dispute 
with  an  Executive  Government  deriving 
authority  from  the  Queen  was  by  peti- 
tion of  right.  In  other  words,  in  relation 
to  a  dispute  with  an  Executive  Govern- 
ment, the  subject  could  not  bring  an 
action  against  that  Executive  Govern- 
meut;  and,  therefore,  in  the  event  of  the 
Bill  becoming  law,  as  the  Executive  in 
Ireland  which  they  were  about  to  set 
up  would  be  an  Executive  deriving  its 
authority  direct  from  the  Queen,  it  would 
be  impossible,  in  the  event  of  a  dispute 
arising  between  a  subject  and  the  Execu- 
tive Government,  to  bring  an  action  iu 
relation  to  such  dispute,  save  and  except 
by  the  process  known  as  petition  of  right. 
His  Amendment,  ther^ore,  aimed  at 
preventing  the  Irish  Legislature  from 
having  the  power  of  altering  or  abridg- 
ing the  only  process  existing  by  which  a 
subject  could  contest  his  rights  as 
against  the  right  of  the  Executive 
they  proposed  to  set  up  in  Ireland. 
Matters  in  relation  to  petitions  of  right 
arose  in  this  way — ^it  was  a  fiction  of 
our  law,  or  a  fact  of  our  law,  if  they 
pleased,  that  the  Queen  could  do  no 
wrong  ;  and  as  the  Queen  could  do  no 
wrong,  the  Executive,  which  derived  its 
authority  from  the  Queen,  could  do  no 
wrong  either,  so  that,  therefore,  no 
action  could  be  brought  against  an  Ex- 
ecutive Government.  But  the  same 
fiction  that  gave  rise  to  the>  maxiin  that 
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the  Qaeen  conld  do  no  wrong  also  gave 

rise  to  this — that  it  wrong  were  inflicted 
on  a  subject  by  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment, the  proper  mode  to  seek  a  remedy 
was  to  refer  the  matter,  by  Bupplication, 
to  the  Queen,  and  in  that  way  have 
justice  done.  A  petition  of  right  was, 
therefore,  simply  a  petition  to  the  Queen 
asking  that  justice  should  be  done  in 
relation  to  a  matter  arising  between  a 
Bubject  and  the  ExecutiTe  Government. 
Matters  of  the  kind  wtwe  in  many  oases. 
The  most  ordinary  cases  were  cases  in 
which  subjects  complained  of  damages 
aiising  in  one  way  or  other  out  of  con- 
tracts entered  into  by  the  Government 
for  carrying  on  the  business  of  the 
country.  If  his  Amendment  was  carried, 
all  these  matters  would  be  left  as  they  had 
been  settled  by  Act  of  Parliament.  The 
Irish  Act  of  Parliament  in  relation 
thovto  was  long  sabsequent  to  the 
English  Act ;  but  aoder  it  actions  in 
dispute  between  the  subject  and  the 
Executive  in  exclusively  Irish  matters 
could  be  brought  by  petition  of  right  and 
prosecuted  in  the  Irish  Courts.  He  had 
put  down  a  subsequent  Amendment, 
leaving  all  disputes  that  might  arise 
hereafter  between  the  Executive  in 
Ireland  and  the  subject  to  be  litigated 
in  the  same  way.  The  Committee 
would  see  that  if  they  gave  to  the 
Irish  Government  the  power  of  altering 
tliis  procedure  by  petition  of  right  they 
would  be  really  giving  one  of  the 
litigating  parties  in  disputes  between  the 
subject  and  the  Executive  Government 
the  power  of  altering  the  procedure  for 
the  trial  of  the  disputes,  and  such  a 
course  would  be  absolutely  absurd  and 
unjust.  The  case  of  Sir  Thomas  Brady, 
who  recently  proceeded  by  petition  of 
right  in  the  Irish  Courts  against  the 
Executive  for  depriving  him  of  his 
office,  was  an  illustration  of  the  disputes 
between  sul^ects  and  the  Executive 
GU>veniment  which  would  inevitably  arise 
if  the  Bill  became  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
There  was  no  process,  except  petition  of 
right,  by  which  a  subject  could  seek 
redrrai  in  such  cases,  and  it  was  to 
secure  that  procedure  to  the  subject  in 
Ireland  under  an  Irish  Government  that 
he  moved  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  83,  after  the  word  "  com- 
pensation," to  Insert  the  words  "at  whereby 
proceedings  by  petition  of  right  may  be  altered 
or  abridged."— (J/r.  Ourtoii^ 
Mr,  Carson 


Question  proposed,  "That  those  vorii 

be  there  inserted." 

•Sir  J.  BIGBY  :  I  quite  agree  that  it 
would  be  a  serious  defect  in  the  Bill  if 
it  were  1^  to  one  of  the,  possibly,  li^^ 
parties  to  do  away  with  the  proeeu 

by  which  the  other  sought  a  remedy; 
but,  inasmuch  as  this  is  a  question 
involving  the  honour  and  the  dignity  of 
the  Crown,  it  ought  not  to  be  forgotten 
that  the  Crown^s  consent  must  be  giveD 
to  such  a  Bill  of  the  Irish  X<egislatQie 
before  it  can  become  law.  But  then 
are  other  reasons  why  this  Amendment 
should  not  be  accepted.  The  eiSwt  of  it 
would  be  that  yon  would  have  a  steroH 
typed  procedure  for  petitions  of  rig^t, 
and  the  Irish  Legislature  would  have  m 
power  of  improving  that  procedure  in 
regard  to  ordinary  matters.  The  haa. 
and  learned  Gentleman  is  under  a 
misconception  in  what  he  said  with 
regard  to  the  Executive  deriving  its 
power  from  the  Crown.  There  is  no  use 
made  of  that  petition  of  right  in,  I  think,  i 
any  of  the  Australian  Colonies,  in  New 
Zealand,  or  in  the  Straits  Settlements.  In 
most  of  our  Colonies  the  petition  of  right 
no  longer  exists.  And  why  ?  Becwose 
they  have  initiated  a  much  more  con- 
venient and  a  much  more  beneficial 
system  which  it  would  be  well  to  adopt 
here,  and  which  the  Irish  Legislature 
would  do  well  to  adopt.  That  is  to  say, 
that  when  a  claim  is  made  against  the  : 
Executive  a  Minister  is  named  ad 
defendant,  and  is  sued,  though  he  really 
represents  the  interest  of  the  Crown  as  j 
an  ordinary  litigant.  Tf  this  Amendment  j 
were  accepted  the  Irish  Legislature  woold 
be  prevented  from  altering  the  procedure 
in  petitions  of  right,  and  they  would  1»e 
prevented  from  adopting  the  modem  and 
most  beneficial  mode  of  dealing  with  j 
Crown  actions.  | 

Mr.  a.  j.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentlnnsa  j 
appears  to  have  expressed,  on  behalf  of  I 
the  Government,  on  this  question  of  the 
rights  of  the  subject  suing  the  Execo-  j 
tive  Government,  a  preference  for  the  I 
more  direct    method  adopted  in  the 
Colonies  than  for  the    procedure  d 
petition  of  right  which  prevails  here. 
Am  I  right  in  saying  so? 

Sir  j.  RIGBY:  I  said  that  the 
Colonies  have  adopted  a  more  direct 
procedure,  and  that  I  think,  personally,  it 
is  a  better  ongJ^jfjibP^OOglc 
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Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Am  I  to 
nnderstand  that  in  a  later  stage  of  the 
Bill  the  Government  proposes  to  intro- 
duce that  innovation  ? 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  We  are  not  dealing 
now  with  the  details  of  the  procedure. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Then  I 
understand  that  in  this  case,  as  in  other 
cases,  though  the  GoTerDment  reallj 
admire  such  a  procedure,  thej  are  not 
going  to  adopt  it.  We  must,  therefore, 
discuss  that  question  ou  its  merits.  My 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  showed,  beyond 
all  doubt  and  question — indeed,  that  part 
of  his  speech  was  not  questioned  by  the 
Solicitor  General — that  the  rights  of  the 
subject  as  against  the  Executive  depend, 
and  depend  solely,  upon  this  petition  of 
right.  How,  then,  are  those  elementary 
rights  to  be  preserved  under  the  proposed 
Irish  Parliament?  Theonly  answergiven 
is  to  trot  out  again  cur  old  friend,  the  veto. 
It  is  the  veto,  and  the  veto  alone,  that  is 
to  be  the  sole  bulwark  between  the  sub- 
ject in  Ireland  and  the  unrestrained 
power  of  the  Executive  Government.  I 
would  make  two  observations  on  that 
argument.  The  first  is  that.  If  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  thinks  the  veto  a 
sufficient  safeguard'  for  every  subject  in 
every  emergency,  why  insert  in  the  Bill 
any  other  safeguard  at  all  ?  My  second 
answOT  is  that  by  common  consent,  if  this 
£i]l  is  intended  to  be  a  working  measure, 
and  if  it  is  not  a  mere  subject  for 
academic  discussion  in  this  House,  our 
object  ought  to  be  to  relieve  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  functions  which,  if  the 
Bill  ever  becomes  law,  would  be  too 
weighty  for  any  single  individual  to 
carry  out.  Therefore,  when  the  Govern- 
ment say  that  this  thing  should  not  be 
allowed,  and  that  the  proper  person  to 
prevent  it  is  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  I  say 
that  to  prevent  friction  and  lighten  the 
responsibility  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  it 
would  be  a  proper  and  statesmanlike 
course  to  introduce  your  limitation  into 
the  clause  itself.  The  hou.  and  learued 
Gentleman  opposite  says  that  this  right 
of  the  subject  for  a  remedy  against 
the  Executive  ought  to  be  reserved,  and 
he  goes  the  length  of  saying  it  ought 
even  to  bo  extended — because  he  prefers 
the  Colonial  method,  which  does  extend 
it — and  yet  with  all  these  iuterestiug 
academic  views  as  to  what  the  Irish 
Fartiament  ought  or  ongKt  not  to  do,  he 
is  not  prepared  to  introduce  into  the 


clause  half-a-dozeu  words  which  would 
put  the  thing  beyond  question,  and 
relieve  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  responsi- 
bility in  determining  the  matter.  I 
can  understand  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  resisting  Amendments 
touching  the  essential  elements  of  the 
Bill.  They,  of  course,  are  matters  we 
must  fight  out;  but  why,  in  order  to 
save  time  and  render  the  measure  more 
complete,  they  do  not  adopt  an  Amend- 
ment which  will  affect  an  object  they 
desire,  passes  my  imagination. 

•Sib  C.  RUSSELL  :  The  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  hag  not  really  doue 
justice  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  sits  near  him,  and  who 
has  proposed  this  Amendment.  The 
fears  of  hon.  Geutlemeu  on  that  side  rise 
very  high ;  but  they  have  not  yet 
risen  in  the  case  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  —  to  the  point  of  suppos- 
ing it  possible  for  an  Irish  Legis- 
lative Body  to  pass  a  Bill  which  would 
run  thus — "  Hereafter  no  British  subject 
shall  beat  liberty  to  petition  the  Crown." 
The  right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  has  misread  the  Amend- 
ment, and,  therefore,  has  misunderstooil 
the  arguments  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Colleague  ;  because  this  Amendment  does 
not  prevent,  or  seek  to  prevent,  the 
Irish  Legislative  Body  from  putting  an 
end  to  the  right  to  petition.  It  never 
entered  into  the  mind  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  Uuiversitv  of 
Dublin  that  such  a  Bill  would  be  proposed 
for  the  acceptance  of  the  Irish  Legisla- 
tive Body,  or  that  if  introduced  it  would 
ever,  possibly,  receive  the  sanction  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant.  All  this  Amendment 
deals  with  are  "  proceedings  "  by  petition 
— the  question  of  altering  or  amidging 
the  proceedings. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Abridging  ? 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL :  Abridging  is 
shortening.  Why  should  not  the  pro- 
ceedings be  altered  ?  The  point  of  the 
Amendment  is  "  proceedings."  It  is 
not  that  the  right  to  petition  is  not  to  be 
taken  to  be  upheld,  or  that  it  is  to  be 
sought  to  be  taken  away,  but  that  the 
Irish  Legislative  Body  shall  not  alter  or 
abridge  proceedings. 

Mk.  CARSON  said  he  did  not  under- 
stand the  object  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.  The  object  of 
putting  down  an  Amend^i^^^|^hey 
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were  not  to  alter  or  abridge  proceedingB 
by  petition  of  rigbt  waa  obviously  to 
provide  that  the  petition  of  right  should 
stay  as  it  was.  The  proceeding  by 
petition  of  right  was  the  proceeding  of 
petition  of  right.  The  petition  of  right 
was  in  itself  the  proceeding.  What  else 
was  it  ?  It  was  the  proceeding  of  com- 
mencing an  action  against  the  Queen.  If 
that  was  altered  or  abridged  the  whole 
petition  of  right  was  no  good.  If  they 
did  not  carry  it  on  by  petitioo,  how  else 
were  they  to  carry  it  ou  unless  they  sub- 
stituted some  other  process  ?  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  bad  given  no  answer 
whatsoever  to  the  arguments  which  had 
beenadduced.  He  had  tried  to  draws  kind 
of  technical  distinction  betweeu  proceeding 
by  petition  of  right  and  petition  of  right 
itself,  but  had  not  attempted  to  refute 
the  arguments  brought  forward.  The 
Solicitor  General  had  said  that  the 
Amendment  would  prevent  an  alteration 
in  the  procedure  in  the  Courts  ;  but  that 
was  not  the  case  at  all.  If  a  petition  of 
right  under  the  Act  of  !Parliameut  in 
force  was  valid  it  weut  to  the  Imperial 
Courts.    The  Act  contained  the  words — 

*'  The  procedure  of  the  said  Coorta  for  the 
time  being  in  reference  to  such  actions." 

Therefore^  the  proceeding  known  as  a 
petition  of  right  having  been  taken,  and 
the  ^at  of  the  Queen  having  been  ob- 
tained to  come  into  Court,  it  became  an 
ordinary  action,  and  the  procedure  was 
not  that  of  the  time  of  the  passing 
of  the  Act,  hut  that  of  the  time 
of  the  adoption  of  the  petition.  It  was 
of  no  use  in  trying  to  ride  off  ou  side 
issues.  The  matter  to  his  mind  was 
clear,  and  he  should  like  to  know  if  the 
Committee  were  to  rest  satisfied  with  the 
Attorney  General's  statement  that  the 
question  was  only  one  of  procedure? 

Mr.  boss  (Londonderry)  said,  the 
Goremmeut  were  creating  in  Ireland  an 
Zxecutive  that  would  be  hostile  to  a  very 
powerful  portion  of  the  population. 
Therefore,  it  was  clear  that  disputes 
must,  in  the  natural  course  of  events, 
arise  as  between  the  subject  and  the 
Executive.  But  the  only  method  by 
which  these  disputes  could  be  adjusted 
was  to  be  kept  under  the  control  of  the 
Irish  Legislature,  who  would  he  one  of 
the  parties  to  the  disputes.  He  sub- 
mitted that  men  should  not  be  allowed  to 
sit  as  judges  in  their  own  case.  The 
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argument  of  the  Solicitor  General  as  to 
the  Amendment  stereotyping  the  pro- 
cedure had  been  answered  by  his  boa. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Carson)  reading 
an  extract  from  the  Act  of  Farltament. 
What  was  the  answer  of  the  Govern- 
ment ?  That  of  the  Attorney  Geuenl 
was  a  great  deal  too  narrow,  so  that  the 
Opposition  were  without  any  answer, 

•Mr.  T.  SHAW  (Hawick,  &c.)  said 
he  desired  to  say  a  word   as  to  the 
Scotch    procedure    on    this  mattra-. 
He   observed    tliat    no    speaker  who 
had   addressed  the   Committee  on  the 
Amendment  had  uttered  a  syllable  of 
admiration  of  the  procedure  by  petition 
of  right.    He  him^  had  no  admiratioD 
for  it  at  all.    He  thought  it  an  antique, 
clumsy,  and  useless  method  of  procedure. 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to  pre- 
vent the  alteration  by  an  Irisb  Parlia- 
ment of  procedure  by  way  of  petition  of 
right,  although  it  stood  confessed  thst 
that  procedure  was  expensive,  clumsy, 
and  altogether  inadequate  and  useless. 
There  was  no  proposal  in  the  Bill  or 
clause  to  affect  or  alter  iu  any  way  this 
procedure.    The  proposal  to  involve  or 
entangle  the  clause  with  the  question  of 
petition  of  right  came  from  the  other 
side.    What  they  had  on  the  Xorth 
of  the  Tweed  was  a  simple  and  logical 
system,  whereby,  when  the  Executive 
Government  entered  into  any  contract 
with  a  subject  of  the  Crown,  then  that 
Executive  waa  bound  to  answer  iu  respect 
of  that   contract,  tbe  same  way  that 
any  subject  of  the  Crown  would  be  bound 
to  answer.     Actions  were  brought  every 
'       against  tbe  Lord  Advocate  as  repre- 
senting the  Board  of  Works,  the  Woods 
snd  Forests  Department,  the  Board  of 
Manufactures,  and  so  on.    There  waa 
no  petition  of  right  in  these  cos^ ;  and 
he  submitted    that   if   a  FarUament 
were  established  in  Ireland,   one  of 
the  best  things  it  could  do  in  thii 
department  would  be  to  simplify  tbe 
present  procedure  by  petition  of  right. 
He  regarded  tbe  Amendment  as  useless, 
dealing  with  a  subject  not  infringed  upon 
by  the  Bill;  but  if  the  Irish  FM-liament 
could  in  any  way  have  the  power  of  deil- 
ing  with  the  matter  it  should  have  the 
rigbt  to  alter  a  clumsy,  expensive,  aod 
ridiculously  useless  procedure.  They 
should  have  the  power  of  bringing  thst 
more  into  accord  with  the  jurispradeoca 
of  Scotland. 
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•Mr.  graham  MURRAY  (Bute- 
shire) said,  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  dowu  had  forgotten  oue  little 
fact  which  made  a  good  deal  of  difier- 
BDce  in  his  argument,  and  that  wae  that 
although  it  waa  qnite  true  there  were 
actions  every  daj  against  the  Crowu, 
and  though  the  Cro^n  was  represented 
by  the  Lord  Advocate  in  Scotland,  the 
reason  that  the  Crowu  was  so  repre- 
sented was  because  there  were  special 
Statutes  bearing  on  the  question.  As 
he  understood  the  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment, he  would  be  quite  willing  to 
accept  words  to  prevent  the  stereotyping 
of  a  form  of  procedure  in  petition  of 
right.  That  offer  was  pointwlly  put  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  but  it  was  refused  by  the 
Government.  What  was  desired  was  not 
Ihe  form  but  the  substance  of  the  Amend- 
ment. It  was  pointed  out  that  the 
motto  of  Common  Law  was,  "  The  King 
can  do  no  wrong, "  and  that  the  con- 
sequence of  that  motto  was  that  if  he 
could  not  proceed  by  petition  of  right 
the  subject  would  liave  no  remedy 
against  the  Crown.  Those  who  sup- 
ported the  Amendment  said — "  Give  us 
our  remedy  in  one  form  or  other,  and  if 
you  do  not  go  so  far  as  the  Colonies  for  a 
method,  give  us  the  Scotch  system,  and 
constitute  some  official — probably  not 
the  already  overloaded  Viceroy — the 
Representative  of  the  Executive  for  the 
purpose  of  defending  actions." 

•Mr,  T.H.BOLTON  (St.  Pancras,N). 
said,  the  question  was  whether  the  in- 
dividual citizen  who  wished  to  bring  an 
action  against  the  Irish  Government 
could  do  so.  If  the  petition  of  right 
remained  as  at  present,  the  procedure 
would  be  under  the  coutrol  of  the  Im- 
perial Parliament ;  but,  if  not,  the  Irish 
Legislature  might  prevent  the  individual 
citizen  from  appealing  against  its  deci- 
sions. The  Government  answered  that 
resort  could  be  had  to  the  veto.  That, 
he  had  understood,  was  ordinarily  to  be 
exercised  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
under  the  advice  of  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment. Naturally,  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment would  be  disinclined  to  exercise 
the  veto  for  the  purpose  of  forbidding 
an  Act  of  the  Irish  Legislature. 
If  the  Irish  Legislature  could  exercise 
control  over  procedure  of  petition  of 
light  it  could  deprive  petition  of  right  of 

its  fall  force  and  effect — [Criet  of 


"  Divide  !  "]  The  rights  of  the  citizen 
should  be  made  effective  as  in  the  United 
States  by  giving  a  direct  personal  power 
of  appeal,  and  the  mode  of  appeal  should 
not  be  under  the  control  of  one  of  the 
parties  to  the  proceedings. 
Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  164  ; 
Noes  201. — (Division  List,  No.  153.) 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  next 
Amendment  is  not  in  Order. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  May  I, 
on  a  point  of  Order,  explain  what  the 
Amendment  really  is,  and  ask  respect- 
fully for  the  reason  why  it  is  ruled  out  of 
Order  

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  can  tell  the 
bon.  Member  at  once  that  the  Amend- 
ment is  out  of  Order,  because  its  principle 
has  been  already  decided  by  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mh.  RENTOUL,  in  the  absence  of 
Mr.  Barton,  moved  to  amend  the  clause 
by  inserting  in  line  33,  after  the  word 
"  or,"  the  words— 

"Suspending  or  prejudicially  affecting  the 
right  of  any  persoD  to  the  writ  of  habeas 
corpus." 

The  Legislature  it  was  proposed  to 
establish  in  Ireland  would  admittedly 
be  a  subordinate  Parliament ;  and  it 
would,  therefore,  be  improper  to  confer  on 
it  the  right  of  suspending  the  habeas 
corpus,  and  of  taking  away  one  of  the 
oldest  and  most  treasured  rights  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects.  The  privilege  of 
habeas  corpus  was  originally  conferred 
in  Magna  Charta.  It  was  enlarged  and 
emphasized  by  the  25th  Edward  III. ;  but 
in  the  reign  of  Charles  IL,  as  the 
then  existing  law  was  availed  of  for 
political  purposes,  the  granting  of  habeas 
corpus  was  rendered  compulsory  in  the 
case  of  every  person  imprisoned  without 
cause  being  assigned,  and  also  providing 
for  the  speedy  trial  committed  for 
treason  or  felony.  A  considerable 
number  of  enactments  had  been  passed, 
bearing  in  the  same  direction,  and  they 
knew  that  within  their  own  memory — in 
fact  not  more  than  10  years  ago,  the 
writ  of  habeas  corpus  was  suspended  by 
the  Governmeut  of  which  the  present 
Prime  Minister  was  the  bead.  What 
pressed  on  bim  (Mr.  Rentoul)  in  this 
matter  was  that  the  Irish  Parliament 
would  always  recall  and,  very  justly, 
quote  the  precedent  and  example  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  in  eT^T^i^lg^t^^J 
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might  desire  to  do.  This  writ  of  habeas 
corpus  had  been  suspended  under  George 
III.  in  1829,  and  under  Victoria  in  1844 
aod  1883,  and  the  reaaona  assigned  had 
been  the  troublous  condition  of  some 
of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  or  subjects. 
He  did  not  say  that  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment bad  been  wrong  in  this  matter  ;  but 
if  because  a  portiou  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  were  disaffected,  that  was  a 
justitication  for  the  suspension  of  the 
habeas  corpus  ;  if  this  Bill  passed  the 
Ulstermen  would  undoubtedly  become 
disaffected  subjects  to  the  Irish  Parlia- 
mentf  and  what  was  there  to  prevent 
that  Parliament — who  would  always 
follow  the  example  and  precedent  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  when  it  was  their 
interest  to  do  so — from  pursuing  a  similar 
purpose  and  suspending  the  habeas 
corpus  in  Ulster,  particularly  in  regard 
to  those  who  had  laboured  energetically 
against  the  establishment  of  an  Irish 
Parliament,  and  who  still  opposed  it  ? 
So  that  the  people  of  Ulster  ought  to 
have  from  Her  Majesty's  Gorernment  a 
very  distinct  deliveraDce  on  this  subject. 
The  Attorney  General  was  himself  an 
Ulsterman,  though  perhaps,  not  au 
Orangeman,  and,  therefore,  not  liable  to 
the  same  danger  as  many  other  Clster- 
meu — as  for  instance,  the  bou.  Member 
for  Mid  Armagh  (Mr.  Barton).  What 
would  be  more  natural  than  that  the 
Irish  Legislature  would  say — "  We  will 
suspend  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  with 
regard  to  those  persons  who  threaten  that 
wheu  a  Government  is  established  iu 
Irelaud  they  will  try  to  upset 
it."  The  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Ai'magh  would  himself  be  hit  by 
such  action  as  that ;  therefore,,  he  and 
many  of  those  who  acted  with  him  de- 
sir^  that  it  should  be  made  clear  that 
their  liberties  should  not  be  subject  to 
the  coutrol  and  care  of  an  Irish  Parlia- 
ment, but  should  be  under  the  control  of 
the  Imperial  Parliament.  If  it  was 
necessary  to  insert  clauses  in  the  Bill 
tying  the  hands  of  the  Irish  Legislature 
in  regard  to  education,  religious  endow- 
ments, and  certain  kinds  of  property, 
surely  it  was  much  more  logical  to  tie 
its  hands  with  regard  to  the  much  more 
important  matter  of  personal  liberty.  If 
there  had  been  no  safeguards  in  the  Bill 
at  all,  he  should  hare  felt  himself  umible 
to  move  an  Amendment  such  as  this. 
But  they  had  a  number  of  paper  safe- 
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guards  which  were  of  no  value  at  all. 
He  would  rather  be  without  them — he 
would  rather  he  entirely  in  the  hands  d 
the  Irish  Legislature,  so  that  his  veiy 
weakness  might  plead  with  the  heu*tB  df 
the  Members  of  an  Irish  GoTemment, 
than  see  a  lot  of  sham  safeguards  adopted 
which  would  only  have  the  effect  of 
irritating  the  Irish  Parliament,  and  fill- 
ing them  with  a  desire  to  persecute  the 
people  in  whose  interests  those  safe- 
guards had  been  enacted.  Again,  if  the 
bands  of  the  Irish  Legislature  were  tied 
in  some  respects,  what  would  be  more 
natural  than  that  they  should  exercise  to 
the  fullest  extent  the  powers  left  to 
them  ?  Therefore,  he  would  ask  the 
Attorney  General  tp  justify,  if  he  cotdd, 
the  policy  of  the  Government  in  leaving 
this  great  power  of  suspending  the 
habeas  corpus  in  the  hands  of  the  Legis- 
lature from  whom  they  had  withheld  so 
many  lesser  powers.  He  and  other 
Ulstermen  considered  that  this  was  of 
ten  times  greater  importance  to  the  loyal 
minority  than  any  of  the  other  si^e- 
guards,  which  were,  for  the  most  part, 
valueless.  They  would  rather  have  the 
hands  of  the  Lrish  Parliament  free  in 
matters  of  property,  religious  endow- 
ment, and  education,  than  leave  them 
full  power  over  the  liberty  of  the  sab* 
ject. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  83,  at  end,  to  insert,  "  Su- 
pending  or  prejodiciaUy  affecting  the  ri^t  of 
any  persoD  to  the  writ  oE  habeas  corpna."— (JTr. 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  wwds 
be  there  inserted." 

.  •Sm  C.  EUSSELL:  This  Amend- 
ment stood  in  the  name  of  that  most 
amiable  and  highly  esteemed  Member  of 
the  House,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Mid  Armagh  (Mr.  Barton),  and  I 
have  been  asking  myself  how  it  was 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  did 
not  discbarge  that  task.  I  have  not 
been  able  to  get  at  a  reasou  satisfactory 
to  myself  ;  but,  probably,  we  shall  hear 
it  in  the  course  of  the  discussion.  Per- 
haps it  is  because  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  publicly  proclaimed  that  if 
the  measure  passes  he  will  resolutely 
defy  it.  I  think  be  valorously  pro- 
claimed it  to  be  his  intention  to  line 
some  ditch  or  other.  I  do  not  exacUy 
myself  know  what  liiling  a  ditch  is ;  btrt 
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we  ahall  learn  all  about  it,  I  presume, 
when  defiance  is  offered  to  tl>e  Legisla- 
tive Authority  created  in  Ireland  by  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  The  bon.  and 
learned  Member  doM  not  himself  move 
the  Amendment,  I  suppose*  feeling  that 
he  voold  be  too  much  of  an  object- 
lesson  in  view  of  the  attitude  he  intends 
to  take  up,  assuming  the  distressing 
necessity  should  arise  for  lining  the 
ditches  in  Ulster.  The  boo.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  has  made  out  a 
strong  case  for  this  power  of  suspending 
the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  being,  held  in 
reserve  by  any  Legislative  Body  respon- 
sible for  the  good  government  of  Ireland. 
What  does  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
say  ?  He  says — "  There  is  no  use  in 
concealing  the  matter ;  there  is  no  use 
beating  about  the  bush ;  Ulster  is  and 
always  vill  be  disaffected  towards  any 
LegisIatiTe  Authority  which  may  be 
established  in  Ireland  by  the  Imperial 
Parliament."  That  is  the  measure  of  the 
loyalty  of  these  particular  subjects  of  the 
Queen — a  loyalty  which  is  quite  a  unique 
specimen.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
mao-  also  says  that  it  is  very  probable 
^t  it  may  be  necessary,  in  order  to  pre- 
sttve  the  peace  in  Ireland,  that  the  Irish 
L^islative  Body  should  have  the  right 
to  suspend  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act.  But 
though  he  himself  has  dranonatrated  tiiat 
the  necessity  for  the  suspension  of  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act  may  in  all  probability 
arise,  by  a  curious  effort  at  argument  he 
lays  it  down  that  the  Irish  Legislative 
Body  shall  not  have  the  power  to  deal 
with  an  emergency  which  he  thinks 
may  arise.  Let  me  say,  in  all  seriousness, 
that  I  really  cannot  rise  to  the  level  of 
the  terrified  apprehension  of  hon.  Grentle- 
men  who  speak  in  the  name  of  Ulster. 

Snt  H.  JAMES :  You  do  not  Uve 
there. 

*SiB  C.  RUSSELL :  I  agroe  I  am  not 
living  there,  but  I  have  friends  who  live 
there.  The  argument  is  hardly  worthy 
of  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  If 
that  arguQieut  is  to  be  used — and  it  is 
one  I  would  not  have  used — I  might 
retort  that  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment 
is  Dot  living  in  Ulster  ;  he  resides  in 
London,  where  he  is  pursuing  a 
distinguished  career  at  the  English  Bar, 
and  I  heartily  wish  bira  all  possible  success 
to  which  his  talents  entitle  him.  But,asl 
have  said,  I  cannot  rise  to  the  level  of 
these  fears.   Z  believe  these  fears  to  bo 
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absolutely  and  wholly  baseless.  That 
there  is  a  considerable  amount  of  feeling 
in  Ulster  opposed  to  this  change  I 
recognise.  I  think  it  is  perfectly  natural. 
I  can  understand  that  a  large  community 
weil*to>do  or  reasonably  well-to-do — 
although  I  believe  there  have  been  sugges- 
tions on  that  subject  also— wonld  be  dis- 
posed to  say  — "  We  are  averse  to 
change;  we  do  not  want  to  take  what  we 
regard  to  be  a  leap  in  the  dark  ;  the 
result  is  doubtful,  and  therefore  we  will 
not  have  this  Home  Rule." 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
Hear,  hear  I 
*SiB  C.  RUSSELL  :  That  is  the  posi- 
tion which  Ulstermen  take  up.  I  think 
they  are  wrong,  but  of  course  they  are 
entitled  to  their  opinions.  My  hon,  and 
highly  esteemed  Friend  opposite, the  Mem- 
ber for  Sonth  Belfast,  has  honestly  per- 
suaded himself  that  to  give  to  anIrishLegis- 
lative  Body  the  power  of  dealing  with 
Irish  affairs  would  be  to  give  a  Catholic 
majority  power  to  oppress  the  Frot^tant 
minority,  just  as  the  ascendent  minority 
tried  in  past  times  to  oppress  the  Catholic 
majority.  But  the  world  has  grown 
wiser.*  The  world  is  more  tolerant  now 
on  religious  questions,  and  public  opinion 
has  a  far  greater  and  more  wide-reaching 
force  than  it  had  in  days  gone  by.  But 
even  if  the  modem  tone  and  temper  of 
mind  on  these  questions  were  not,  as  I 
believe  them  to  be,  changed  for  the  better, 
there  is  public  opinion  to  be  reckoned 
with;  and  if  oppressive  ideas  possessed  a 
Legislative  Body,  whether  in  Ireland,  in 
Canada,  in  Australia,  or  at  the  remotest 
bounds  of  the  earth  where  British  rule 
and  opinion  prevailed,  that  opinion 
has  too  much  volume  to  permit 
the  oppression  to  be  perpetrated. 
Why  should  there  be  those  differences  ? 
What  is  there  to  divide  Ulster  from  the 
rest  of  Ireland  except  these  religious 
differences,  which  have  been  decidedly 
fomented,  and  accentuated  beyond  their 
natural  growth  ?  Outside  influence  has 
given  to  them  a  factitious  importance, 
which  cannot  possibly  be  kept  up,  once 
all  classes  iu  Ireland  understand  that 
Parliament  has  decreed  that  their  fate  for 
the  future  is  one,  and  that  their  interests 
are  bound  up  indissolubly.  So  much  for 
the  religious  question.  What  are  the 
other  possible  questions  on  which  dif- 
ferences might  arise  ?  The  land.  I 
agree  as  to  the  possibly  extreme  view 
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which  the  Irish  Legislative  Body  may 
take  on  the  Land  Question  ;  hut  there  are 
a<tequate  safeguards  in  the  Bill  against 
injustice.  To  say  that  the  Ulster  tenant 
farmere,  whose  oue  desire  in  the  world  is 
to  acquire  on  just  terms  the  ownership  of 
their  own  farms,  would  rebel  agaiust  the 
Irish  Legislative  Body,  whose  prime 
object  would  be,  by  legislation '  and  by 
just  means,  to  give  the  Ulster  farmers 
that  opportunity,  passes  the  liounds  of 
absurdity.  I  must  apologise  to  the  Com- 
mittee for  baviug  been  led  to  this 
divergonce  ;  but  I  wae  really  driven  to 
it  by  the  argument  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment. As  to  the  Amendment,  the  Im- 
perial Parliament  has  again  and  again 
found  itself  justified  in  suspending  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act ;  and  why  should  the 
Irish  Legislature,  which  will  be  respon- 
sible for  the  peace  and  order  of  Ireland, 
be  deprived  in  great  emergencies  of 
the  use  of  a  weapon  which  the  wisdom  of 
this  Imperial  Parliament  has  often 
resorted  to  ?  Is  it  to  be  said  that 
when  the  emergency  arises  resort  must  be 
had  to  the  Imperial  Parliament  ?  [Cn'e* 
of  "  Yes  !  "]  Then  Parliament  having 
made  a  great  effort  to  rid  itself  of  the 
burden  of  goveruing  Ireland,  and  to  give 
self-gov^nment  to  the  Irish  people  on 
their  own  responsibility,  is  still  to  inter- 
fere in  matters  about  the  conditions  and 
requirements  of  which  it  cannot  be  as 
well  informed  as  the  Irish  Legislature  ? 
I  have  been  treated — I  will  not  say  dis- 
courteously, but  to  such  derisive  laughter 
when  I  have  referred  to  the  safeguards  in 
the  Bill,  that  I  am  afraid  to  dwell  on  the 
safeguards  for  the  restraint  of  the  Irish 
Legislative  Body  should  they  attempt  to 
resort  to  the  suspension  of  habeas 
corpus  without  sufficient  justification.  I 
think  the  common  sense  of  the  Irish 
Legislative  Body  counts  for  something. 
There  will  be  a  minority  in  that  body 
which  will  be  the  more  powerful  in  pro- 
portion as  the  claims  of  Ulster  to 
superior  intelligence  are  well-founded. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  :  They  wiU  not 
be  there. 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  My  hon.  Friend 
is  not  the  dictator  of  Ulster.  He  does 
not  know  what  will  happeu  in  the  course 
of  a  few  years.  There  will  be  a  minority 
in  the  Irish  Legislative  Body — I  do  not 
say  they  will  come  exclusively  from 
Ulster — ^whicfa  will  be  keenly  alive  to  any 
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invasion  of  public  liberty.  Then,  aguii, 
if  the  Irish  Executive  were  to  advise 
that  such  a  Bill  should  be  passed  and  the 
Legislature  were  to  hurry  it  throDgb 
when  the  circumstances  of  the  time  did 
not  justify  it,  would  not  the  attention  dt 
the  Ministry  of  the  Queen  be  called  to 
the  matter  at  once,  and  are  not  they  em- 
powered to  give  instructions  to  the 
Bepresentative  of  Her  Majesty  not  to 
sanction  the  Bill  ?  Is  not  that  a  safficient 
safeguard  agaiust  the  uudue  use  of  thi» 
power  of  suspension  of  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Act  ?  We  know  that  Acts  of 
Parliament  are  not  carried  through  by 
one  branch  of  the  Legislature  in  a  day  or 
in  a  month,  and  that  sometimes  they  are 
never  carried. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  This  Act  has  been 
suspended  in  a  day. 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL:  Yes;  I  have 
known  a  case  in  which  a  Bill  was  carried 
through  die  House  in  a  day.  But  that 
is  a  strong  illustration  of  my  argument, 
because  it  was  a  Bill  directed  to  deal 
with  a  supposed  great  emergency,  and  it 
had  a  bearing  ou  the  question  of  the 
liberty  of  the  subject.  I  say  that  if  we 
are  to  give  legislative  powers  to  the  Irish 
people  we  ought  not  to  deprive  them  t/t 
one  necessary  weapon,  which  shonld  not 
iudeed  be  lightly  used,  and  which  I 
admit  cannot  be  justified  except  in  the 
case  of  a  great  emergency. 

•Mb.  DUNBAR  BARTON  (Armagh, 
Mid)  said,  that  the  Attorney  General  bad 
candidly  confessed  that  the  power  of 
suspending  habeas  corpus  should  be 
given  to  the  Irish  Legislature  for  the 
purpose  of  dealing  with  the  case  of 
Ulster.  The  Solicitor  General  nevo' 
would  have  made  that  admission. 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  I  deny  that  I  said 
that  this  power  is  to  be  directed  against 
the  people  of  Ulster.  I  only  described 
the  position  taken  up  by  the  hon.  Mon- 
ber  who  moved  the  Amendment,  who 
said  action  in  Ulster  might  require  its 
exercise. 

*Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  said,  that 

the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  one 
of  whom  every  Ulsterman,  whether  Pro- 
testant or  Catholic,  Unionist  or  Nation- 
alist, was  proud ;  and  they  classed  him, 
with  another  Ulsterman,  Lord  Cairns, 
as  one  of  the  most  distinguished  lawyers 
of  his  time.  But  when-  he  says  that  he 
cannot  rise  to  the  level  of  our  fean  we 
believe  him.    We  say  he  cannot  possibly 
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do  so  whilet  he  enjo^B  the  otium  cum 
dignitate  of  an  English  citizen  in  this  Cit  j 
d  London.  The  boo.  and  learned  Gentle- 
nun,  BO  far  as  Ulster  is  concerned,  is  a  dis- 
tioguisbed  absentee.  hon.  Friend  who 
moved  the  AinendmeDt  may  not  live  in 
Ireland,  though  be  goes  there  for  some 
part  of  the  year;  but  he  represents  50,(XX) 
people  vho  live  in  Ulster,  and  I  myself 
represent  very  nearly  as  much.  We 
represent  a  vast  population  who  may  be 
said  to  be  adtcripti  glebte,  and  who  can- 
not live  outside  of  Ulster,  and  who  have 
evK'ytbing  in  this  world  staked  npon  this 
cause.  If  the  Attorney  General  cannot 
rise  to  the  height  of  our  fears,  we  can- 
not rise  to  the  lofty  altitade  of  bis  in- 
diflferenee.  The  bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  question  of 
ascendency.  There  was  an  ascendency 
in  the  last  century.  But  there  was 
no  ascendency  now.  There  was 
equality  in  the  eye  of  the  law,  or,  if 
there  was  not  equality,  let  the  i  d  - 
equaEties  be  removed  by  the  Imperial 
law,  and  they  would  bow  to  it.  But 
the  object  of  this  Bill  was  to  establish  a 
new  asoendency  in  Ireland  in  place  of 
the  old  ascendency  which  had  existed 
before  they  were  born,  and  the  new 
ascendency  would  be  the  more  odious 
and  tyrannical,  because  it  would  be 
supported  by  a  permanent  and  un- 
alterable majority.  It  was  said  that 
Lord  Salisbury,  when  he  went  to  Belfast, 
fomented  the  spirit  of  resistance  to  this 
Bill.  He  no  more  fomented  that  feeling 
than  the  President  of  the  United  States,  if 
he  visited  Niagara,  could  be  said  to  cause 
the  waters  to  overflow.  There  was 
going  on  in  Ulster  now  what  was  not 
going  on  in  any  country  in  the  world. 
But  it  was  not  fomented — it  could  not  be 
fomented.  It  was  a  voluntary  conscrip- 
tion. \_LaHgkter.'\  Ridicule  was,  per- 
haps, the  wisest  policy  to  indulge  in  with 
respect  to  this  matter.  They  had  in  the 
North  of  Ireland  a  voluntary  conscription 
of  160,000  men— [iaw^Afer] — of  all 
classes,  from  the  highest  to  the  lowest, 
and  that  was  a  fact  which  hon.  Members 
might  laugh  at,  but  wbicb,  in  certain  cir- 
cnmstances,  they  might  find  no  laughing 
matter.  He  should  complain  that  the 
Attorney  General  had  not  dealt  at  all 
with  the  Amendment  before  the  Com- 
mittee. This  was  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant Amendments  proposed  in  the 


BiU,  and  it  would  illustrate  to  the  public 
in  Ireland,  England,  the  United  States, 
and  the  world,  what  their  »o>caIled  sub- 
ordinate Parliament  meant,  and  what  the 
talk  about  freedom  and  liberty  in  Ireland 
and  a  free  Ireland  meant.  It  meant  the 
giving  of  eoercivo  power,?  to  this  sut- 
ordinate  Parliament  such  n!«  was  given  to 
no  State  of  the  American  Union.  What 
was  the  foundation  of  our  liberty  ?  It 
was  the  right  which  every  citizen  had 
by  means  of  his  right  to  the  writ  of 
habeas  corpus,  if  illegally  detained,  to 
apply  to  the  Courts  to  be  not  free.  And 
if  the  Amendment  were  rejected,  it  would 
be  in  the  power  of  the  Irish  Legislature 
to  suspend  the  right  to  the  writ 
of  habcms  corpus,  and  to  establish  a 
power  of  imprisonment  at  the  discretion 
of  the  Executive.  He  declared  that  there 
was  no  right  which  should  be  more 
jealously  preserved  than  the  right  of 
habeas  corpus.  The  meaning  of  that 
right  had  been  well  summed  up  in  the 
words  of  an  Irish  Judge — 

*-  The  Queen  is  aapposed  to  be  entitled  to 
know  wby  any  of  heir  subjects  are  kept  In 
restraint." 

It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the 
right  was  created  by  Statute.  It  existed 
before  Magna  Charta.  Magna  Charta 
merely  coufirmed  the  right  of  the  people 
to  the  writ,  and  the  Habeas  Corpus 
Acts  passed  in  England  in  1679  and 
in  Ireland  in  1781  only  rendered  the 
right  more  available  and  enforce- 
able by  making  the  remedies,  as  had 
been  well  said,  short,  sharp,  and  decisive 
In  moving  the  Amendment  they  were, 
therefore,  not  asking  the  Committee  to 
restrain  the  power  of  the  Irish  L^sla- 
ture  to  make  beneficial  lawB,  but  they 
asked  the  Committee  to  restrain  the 
power  of  the  Irish  Legislature  to  suspend 
the  high  prerogative  right — the  most 
valuable  right  attached  to  the  Crown, 
and  which  the  Crown  should  be  slow  to 
part  with  or  delegate.  The  writ  of 
habeas  corpus  had,  no  doubt,  in  past 
times  been  suspended.  It  was  sus- 
pended only  once  in  England — in  1817 
— in  the  present  century.  It  was  sus- 
pended six  or  eight  times  in  Ireland 
during  the  same  period,  and  he  thought 
that  tiiat  fact  was  a  most  powerful  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  the  Amendment.  On 
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every  occasion  on  which  ParliameDt 
made  this  great  eacroachmeot  on  per- 
sonal liberty  it  limited  its  operation  to  a 
brief  period  of  time,  and  never  resorted  to 
it  except  in  times  of  the  greatest  emer- 
gency.  He  would  like  to  quote  the  opi- 
nions of  a  few  representative  men  on  die 
writ  of  habeas  corpus.  Chatham  said 
that  the  first  three  Latin  words  of 
the  writ  —  nullut  liber  homo  — 
were  worth  alt  the  classics ;  Burdett, 
who  was  the  Leader  of  the  Radicals  in 
Parliament  when  the  writ  was  suspended 
in  1817,  said  that  it  was  oneof  the  best  and 
mostdistinctive  rights  of  Englishmen, and 
Lord  Liverpool,  who  proposed  the  sus- 
pension of  the  writ  in  the  House  of 
Lords  in  1817,  said  he  had  to  admit  that 
he  was  asking  for  most  odious  powers.  It 
was  said  that  they  had  the  veto  as  a 
protection.  He  entirely  repudiated  the 
idea  that  the  veto  was  an  aidequate  pro- 
tection in  cases  of  this  sort.  The  veto 
would  depend  ou  a  Party  vote  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  In  other  words, 
the  prerogative  writ  of  habeas  corpus 
would  be  placed  at  the  mercy  of  the 
British  Executive,  only  checked  by  in- 
direct respODsibility  to  one  of  the  Houses 
of  Parliament.  This  was  a  result  which 
would  be  repugnant  to  the  spirit  of  the 
British  Constitution.  Blackstone  had 
pointed  out  the  Constitutional  principle 
applicable  to  the  power  of  suspending 
habeas  corpus.    He  wrote  as  follows — 

"  The  faappiQess  of  our  Constitution  Is  that 
it  is  not  left  to  the  Executive  Power  to  de- 
termine when  the  danger  of  the  State  is  eo 
l^reat  as  to  render  this  measure  expedient,  for 
it  is  the  Parliament  oolv,  or  legislatiTe  power, 
that  can  suspend  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act." 

But  the  proposal  of  the  Government 
was  that  this  power  should  be  with- 
drawn from  the  Legislative  Body  and 
handed  over  to  the  Executive.  In 
the  majority  of  the  United  States  the 
habeas  corpus  could  be  suspended 
only  in  case  of  invasion  or  rebellion. 
In  eight  of  thet^e  Sovereign  States  it  could 
not  be  suspended  in  any  case,  and  the  ten- 
dency was  to  remove  the  exceptions  and 
to  provide  tliat  iu  no  instance  should  it 
be  suspended  within  the  State.  It 
could  not  be  suspended  in  Vermont, 
Maryland,  West  Vii^inta,  North  Caro- 
lina, Uissouri,  and  Texas.  In  Georgia, 
by  the  Constitution  of  1868,  and  in  Ala- 
Mr*  Dunbar  Barton 


bama,  by  the  Constitutions  of  1819, 1865, 
and  1867,  it  could  be  suspended  in  cose 
of  rebellion  or  invasion  ;  but  by  the  meet 
recent  Constitutions  of  these  two  Stata 
it  had  been  provided  that  the  writ  d 
habeas  corpus  could  not  he  am^ 
pended  at  all.  With  all  the  ex- 
perience gained  in  America,  the  ten- 
dency  was  to  get  rid  of  exceptions  and  to 
substitute  absolute  prohibition.  In 
America  the  fact  would  be  appreciated 
that  the  Irish  minority  were  being  handed 
over  to  a  Legislature  which  was  called 
subordinate  with  a  power  that  was  not 
entrusted  to  the  Sovereign  States  of  the 
United  States,  and  the  American  people 
would  know  who  were  on  the  side  of 
liberty.  How  could  it  be  necessary  to 
give  this  power  in  Ireland  to  desl 
with  invasion  and  rebellion  when  war 
and  treason  were  reserved  to  the 
Imperial  Parliament  by  the  Bill  ? 
Invasion  was  only  a  form  of  war,  and 
rebellion  was  an  untechnical  name  for 
treasou.  If  war  and  treason  ^ere 
reserved  to  the  Imperial  Parliament  there 
was  no  reason  for  not  also  reserving  the 
power  to  suspend  the  habeas  corpus.  The 
power  could  be  given  only  for  the  pur- 
pose of  coercion.  This  Amendment 
would  test  the  sincerity  of  the  Prime 
Minister's  eloquent  exordium  in  intro- 
ducing the  Bill)  when  he  spoke  of  tbs 
two  paths  of  autODcmy  and  coercion,  and 
invited  the  House  to  substitute  autonomy 
for  coercion.  It  was  now  rendered 
abundantly  clear  that  coercion  was  part 
and  parcel  of  this  new  Constitution 
for  Ireland.  Autonomy  and  coercion 
would  be  twins  rocked  in  the  same  cradle 
and  growing  up  together  until  a  freedom* 
loving  people  arises  to  lay  them  in  the 
same  grave.  It  could  not  be  said  the 
power  was  to  be  given  with  the  idea  that 
it  was  not  to  be  used,  for  the  Attorney 
General  claimed,  as  did  the  hon.  and  leaned 
Member  for  North  Dublin  (Mr.  Clancy) 
that  it  was  given  in  order  that  it  might 
be  used.  If  the  Irish  Legislature  could 
not  govern  Ulster  without  this  power, 
this  Parliament  had  no  right  to  give  it 
Ulster  to  govern  ;  and  further,  the  power 
would  be  of  uo  use,  because  the  priawu 
iu  Ulster  were  not  large  enough  to  hold 
the  men  who  would  go  into  them  if  the 
power  were  used,  nor  were  bars  and  bolts 
strong  enough  to  keep  ^em  there. 
[Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone:  Loyatism.] 
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The  Prime  Minister  had  been  so  spoiled 
bj  the  adoration  of  some  of  his  fol- 
lowars  that  he  forgot  what  loTalism  was 
—that  it  was  loyalty  to  the  Constitution, 
of  which  the  habeas  corpus  was  one  of 
ih.e  foundations.  There  was  no  man  who, 
when  he  found  himself  face  to  face  wltti 
the  risk  of  losing  this  protection,  would 
□ot  resist  to  the  utmost.  It  would  not 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature to  invest  it  with  this  power,  for 
the  possession  of  it  would  justify  dis- 
(^ection  and  precipitate  resistance.  The 
minority  did  not  want  to  hare  their 
liberties  put  in  peril.  Let  the  Attorney 
General  know  in  what  company  he  was 
ridiculing  the  value  of  tiie  habeas  corpus. 
James  II.,  in  his  advice  to  his  son,  quoted  by 
Lord  Milton  in  the  Debates  of  1817,  said — 
"It  was  a  great  misfortune  to  the  people, 
as  well  as  to  the  country,  that  the  habeas 
corpus  had  been  passed,  as  it  obliged  the 
Government  to  maintain  a  great  force 
and  enabled  the  turbulent  to  prosecute 
their  evil  designs."  But  he  would  rather 
appeal  from  the  opinion  of  James  II.  to 
that  of  the  great  historian  Hallam,  who 
had  written  that  "  If  temporaiy  circum- 
stances, or  the  doubtful  plea  of  political 
necessity,  should  lead  men  to  look  on  the 
denial  of  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus 
with  apathy,  the  most  distinguishing 
characteristic  of  our  Constitution  would 
beeffaced."  The  Government  were  looking 
on  the  denial  of  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus 
with  apathy.  They  might  convince 
themselves  that  they  were  right  in  yield- 
ii^  to  the  pressure  of  their  Irish  allies, 
bat  in  process  of  time  he  thought 
that  a  provision  like  this  would  bring 
h<»ne  to  the  humblest  and  the 
greatest  in  Great  Britain  and  L^nd 
what  was  the  real  character  of  the  Bill. 
It  was  a  measure  for  really  investing  the 
authority  in  Ireland  deliberately  and 
knowingly  with  the  power  of  coercing  a 
portion  of  their  fellow-countrymen,  and 
with  the  power  of  withdrawing  from  men 
of  whom  Great  Britain  had  nothing  to 
complain  on  the  score  of  loyalty  or 
peaceablenesB  the  protection  of  the  Im- 
perial Parliament. 

•Sir  H.  JAMES  :  My  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  seemed,  from  the 
speech  he  has  delivered,  to  have  foi^otten 
that  he  was  Attorney  General  and  almost 
that  he  was  a  lawyer.  My  hou.  and  learned 
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Friend  has  delivered  a  purely  Second 
Reading  speech,  and,  what  ia  more,  a 
purely  political  speech.  Long  ago  I 
recollect  receiving  a  piece  of  advice  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  a  Minister,  engaged 
in  steering  a  Bill  through  Committee, 
should  act.  The  advice  was  given  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  it 
was  to  this  effect : — "  Never  speak  for 
five  minutes,  and  never  say  one  word 
which  your  opponents  can  object  to  or 
answer.*'  I  venture  to  recall  that  piece 
of  advice  to  the  att«ntion  of  the  Attorney 
General,  who  spoke  for  25  minutes,  and 
who  has  uttered  many  words  to  which  his 
opponents  must  necessarily  object.  We 
shall  have  to  follow  the  lead  of  the 
Attorney  General  to  discuss  the  wrongs 
and  the  dangers  of  Ulster,  to  discuss  their 
fears,  to  reply  to  his  taunts  and  his  in- 
sults ;  and  in  doing  this  we  ought 
to  receive  the  support  of  the 
Nationalist  Members  who  cheered  the 
Attorney  General  that  this  is  not 
digressiou,  but  is  the  proper  way  in 
which  to  conduct  a  discussion  in  Com- 
mittee on  the  sub-sectiou  of  a  Bill. 
What  right,  I  would  suggest,  has  the 
Attorney  General  to  enter  into  the  "  last 
ditch  **  argument  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
G  entleman  is  steering  this  Bill,  but  instead 
of  avoiding  the  rocka,  he  has  run  right 
upon  them,  and  appeared  to  be  pleased 
when  he  got  on  them,  and  sorry  when  he 
got  off.  He  said,  What  has  the  Imperial 
Parliament  to  do  with  anything  that  goes 
on  in  Ireland,  even  if  the  Irish  Legislature 
should  suspend  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  ? 
The  Imperial  Parliament  has  a  great  deal  to 
do  with  the  question.  I  understand 
that  the  snjvemacy  of  Parliament  is 
admitted  to  be  a  real  supremacy,  and  that 
the  Bill  has  been  launched  by  means  of 
promises,  that  the  minority  in  Ireland 
-shall  be  protected  through  this  supremacy. 
If  you  allow  the  majority  in  Ireland  to 
deal  with  the  minority  without  the 
protection  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act, 
what  protection  can  possibly  be  given  to 
any  minority  ?  The  Prime  Minister  was 
unfortunately  not  present  while  this 
rhetorical  attack  was  being  made  on 
Ulstermen  ;  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  been  present  I  believe  that  it  would 
not  have  been  uttered.  I  repeat,  that  the 
Attorney  General  said  that  if  the  Irish 
Legislature  think  it  right  to  suspend  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act,  what  have  we^  the 
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Imperial  Parliament,  to  do  with  the 
matter. 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  I  beg  diatiDCtlj' 
to  saj  that  I  said  iio  such  thing.  What  I 
said  waa  this :  I  was  dealing  with  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  hoD. .  Member  who  moved 
the  Ameodmetit,  and  I  referred  to  tbe  result 
of  throwing  upon  tbe  Imperial  Parliament, 
when  it  had  made  an  effort  to  rid  itself  of 
Irish  local  affairs,  the  duty  of  considering 
that  queetion,  although  they  were  not  in 
the  same  position  to  judge  of  it  as  the 
Irish  Legislature. 

•Sir  H.JAMES  :  That  is  much  as  I  have 
stated,  and  I  think  I  have  correctly  repre- 
sented the  Attorney  Greueral.  I  am  now 
asking  the  Committee  to  consider  whether 
the  Imperial  Parliament  has  not  some- 
thing to  do  with  tliis  very  grave  question. 
I  know  of  no  subject  with  which  the 
Imperial  Parliament  ought  to  deal  more 
seriously  than  with  the  suspension  of  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act.  If  the  Irish 
Legislature  is  to  be  a  snbordinate  Parlia- 
ment this  is  a  strange  power  to  give  to  it. 
The  Legislature  of  Ireland  would  have  the 
power  of  taking  away  the  liberty  of  the 
subject,  and  the  Executive  would  be  in 
possession  of  the  power  to  mark  down 
for  punishment,  and  without  trial,  every 
oppoueot.  But  I  am  told  that  Irishmen 
would  never  wish  to  use  the  power. 
Then  for  what  purpose  do  they  wish  to 
have  it  ?  If  it  is  improbable  that  the 
power  would  be  used,  why  should  it  be 
granted  ?  I  appeal  to  the  Prime  Minister, 
who  in  his  time  has  enjoyed  great 
responsibilities  of  government.  I  would 
ask  my  right  hon.  Friend  whether  the 
slightest  success  attended  the  suspension 
of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  iu  1 88 1 . 
Did  it  pacify  Ir^nd  ?  The  fact  is,  that 
the  suspension  of  the  Habeas  Corpus 
Act  can  only  be  effective  where  it  Jeads 
to  people  running  away  and  escaping 
from  justice.  When  it  is  met  it  becomes 
of  no  service,  and  never  can  be  of  ser- 
vice in  restoring  peace  or  obedience  to 
the  law.  I  now  repeat,  in  the  hearing 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  that  tbe  Act  of 
1881  

Mr.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  :  Who 
was  the  Attorney  General  then  ? 
Sir  H.  Jamet 


SiB  H.  JAMES  :  I  do  not  think  the 
Prime  Minister  looks  back  to  his  suspen- 
sion of  the  Act  with  sati^action. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  My  sos- 
pension  ? 

•Sir  H.  JAMES  :  I  can  assure  xaj 

right  hon.  Friend  that  I  spoke  only  of  the 
Government  as  a  whole.    It  was  done  in 
the  belief  that  good  would  come  out  of  it. 
\_Laugkter  from   the  Irish  Members^ 
Do  hon.  Gentlemen  think  I  shall  be  dis- 
turbed  by  what  occurs  there.  {Laugh^?^ 
Why  should  those  jeers  takeplace?  Ihare 
acted  faithfully  towards  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister.   I  have 
formed  no  compact  with  him  to  get 
something  from  him  ;  I  have  not  abused 
hira  oue  day,  accused  him  of  political 
crime  one  day,  and  followed  him  servilelj 
the  next.    I  was  not  for  one  moment 
complaining   of  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  my  right  hon.  Friend ;  I 
was  asking  him  if  he  thought  this  policy 
had  produced  good  results.    I  understood 
that  in  1882  we  departed  from  that  which 
was  represented  by  the  suspension  of 
the  Habeas  Corpus  Act,  and  I  do  not 
think  my  right  hon.  Friend  looks  back 
on  it  with  pleasure. 

Mr.  STOREY  (Sunderland)  :  What 
about  yourself  ? 

•Sir  H.  JAMES:  My  hon.  Friend 
below  me  thinks  I  introduced  the  Bill. 
I  was  not  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet; 
I  was  never  consulted  before  it  was  in- 
troduced.   So  far  M  I  can  recollect  I 
never  uttered  a  word  in  favour  of  it,  and 
all  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  taunt 
me  with  now,  by  word  or  gesture,  is  that 
I  did  not  resign  Office  because  he  intro- 
duced that  Bill.    I  do  not  think  that 
precludes  me — because  I  had  the  greit 
honour  of  serving  my  right  hon.  Friend 
— from  saying  the   suspension  of  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act,  and  although  I 
share  the  responsibility  with  other  Mem- 
bers of  tbe  Government  of  the  passing  of 
that  Act,.is  a  dangerous  policy.   I  vam 
the  step  was  taken  with  the  best  motives, 
but  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  charge  of  the  Bill — Mr.  Forster — re- 
gretted that  be  had  to  use  a  weapon  so 
dangerous.   I  do  not  intuid  to  say  more 
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in  relation  to  the  policy  of  suspending 
this  Act  in  the  past  than  I  have  said, 
and  to  which  I  have  referred  for  a 
moment  with  a  desire  to  criticise  the 
action  of  a  former  Goremment.  We  have 
now  to  decide  whether  that  power  is  to 
be  given  to  the  Irish  Legislature.  I 
take  the  words  of  the  Attorney  General 
(Sir  C.  Russell).  His  description  was 
Uiat  the  Irish  Legislature  would  have 
power  to  suspend  the  Habeas  Corpus 
Act,  but  only  iu  accordance  with  the 
established  precedents,  and  if  there  was 
an  emergency  or  a  state  of  circumstances 
that  justified  the  act.  I  wis£  my  learned 
Friend  would  tell  us  the  meaning  he 
wishes  to  attach  to  those  words.  All 
that  would  be  required  would  be  an  Act  of 
one  clause  saying  that  the  Habeas  Corpus 
Act  should  be  suspended  after  a  certain 
date  in  any  year.  Who  will  try  the 
validity  of  that  Act  ?  A  person  might 
be  arrested  under  it,  and  he  might,  before 
the  Skibbereen  Petty  Sessions,  charge 
the  police  officer  with  an  assault.  The 
officer  would  reply,  "  I  arrested  you  by 
warrant  of  Dublin  Castle."  The  ac- 
cused would  say,  "  Here  is  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act;  you  have  no 
■  right  to  arrest  me.''  The  officer  would 
say,  "  The  Act  has  been  auspeuded,  and 
the  suspension  was  a  good  one."  "  No," 
the  accused  would  say,  **it  is  bad,  be- 
cause it  is  not  an  Act  passed  acconliug 
to  the  established  precedents,  nor  was 
there  an  emergency  or  a  state  of  circum- 
stances to  justify  the  Act."  The  Potty 
SestiiooB  at  Skibbereen  would  have  to 
decide  whether  the  Legislature  of  Ire- 
land had  acted  according  to  precedent  or 
national  emergency.  If  they  found  the 
Legislature  was  acting  iu  accordance 
with  precedent  they  would  remit  the 
accused  into  the  custody  of  the  officer  ; 
but  if  the  procedure  goes  to  the  extent 
of  enabling  the  Magistrates  to  say 
the  Act  was  passed  without  pre- 
cedent, they  would  have  to  release  tlie 
accused  and  to  detain  the/  officer  in 
custody  who  made  the  arrest.  But  I 
am  told  there  is  an  appeal  to  the  Ex- 
chequer Judges.  So  there  is,  but  I 
understand  the  appeal  to  the  Exchequer 
Judges  is  to  be  on  a  point  of  law.  Ac- 
cording to  this  cauou  of  construction 
laid  down  by  the  Attorney  General,  the 
Exchequer  Judges  are  to  be  a  Court  of 
Appeal  over  the  exercise  of  the  discre- 


tion of  the  Irish  Legislature.  The  Irish 
Legislature,  by  a  large  majority,  vote 
that  the  Act  ought  to  be  suspended. 
The  Court  of  Ex^equer  Judges  have  to 
say,  "  Yes,  so  they  did ;  but  we  do  not 
care  for  that ;  we  will  look  into  the  state 
of  Ireland,  and  will  inquire  whether 
there  are  Ribbonmen  in  West  Meath  or 
Fenians  in  the  South  of  Ireland ;  we  will 
sit  in  a  High  Court,  and  say  we  think 
the  Irish  Legislature  was  wrong  ;  there 
were  no  such  disturbances  which,  accord- 
ing to  precedent,  would  justify  the 
Legislature  in  passing  this  Act."  And 
then  they  are  to  say,  "  We,  the  two 
Judges,  not  agreeing  with  the  Irish 
Legislature,  will  over-rule  the  vote  of  that 
Legislature ;  we  will  sot  that  Act<ratirely 
ou  one  side,  and  declare  that  the  Act  has 
not  been  passed  on  account  of  a  national 
emergency."  I  think  the  Committee 
will  see  the  tangled  web  into  which  this 
Bill  has  now  got.  Here  we  are  goiug  to 
introduce  into  this  old  Constitution  of 
ours  this  new-faugled  form  of  the  Ameri- 
can Constitution.  We  are  now  to  reduce 
to  this  positive  level  the  liberties  and 
the  greatest  power  over  the  liberties. 
\_Laughter  and  interruption^  Of 
course,  Mr.  Mellor,  the  Nationalist 
Members  do  not  understand  such  argu- 
ments, and  they  gibe  at  them ;  they 
are  foolish  gibes.  They  are  not  think- 
ing of  the  liberties  of  anyone.  If 
you  give  this  power  of  suspending  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act,  we  believe  and 
bold  that  the  Irish  Legislature  will 
use  that  power,  and,  therefore,  we 
ought  to  take  good  care  that  there  shall 
not  be  given  to  a  subordinate  Parliament 
powers  which  ought  never  to  be  given 
to  any  Body  but  that  which  possesses  ex- 
treme responsibility.  We  take  note  that 
to-uight  there  has  been  developed  by 
the  refusal  to  accept  this  Amendment, 
exaggerated  to  some  extent  by  the 
strange  arguments  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  a  feeling  that  this  Bill 
will  produce  results  full  of  the  highest 
danger  and  disaster  to  the  loyal  minority 
in  Ireland. 

Mb.  W.  £.  GLADSTONE:  We  are 
accustomed  to  acknowledge,  and  I  am 
accustomed  greatly  to  acknowledge,  the 
advantage  we  derive  in  intricate  and 
difficult  l^al  discussions  &om  the  pre- 
sence of  sages  of  the  law  on  one  side  or 
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the  other.  We  expect  from  them  every- 
tiling  that  tends  to  altay  our  pasBioos,  to 
enlighten  our  understanding,  and  to 
direct  us  without  prejudice  or  disturbance 
of  the  balance  of  our  minda  towards  the 
variona  issues  before  us.  But  mj  right 
hon.  Friend  has  introdaced  quite  a  new 
element.  During  these  Debates,  in  cer- 
tain things,  not  on  all  occasions,  he  has, 
undoubtedly,  contributed  some  of  the 
most  stirring,  some  of  the  most  ani- 
mated, and  some  of  the  most  disturbing 
disquisitLons  I  have  ever  heard  delivered 
in  this  House ;  but  I  think  he  has 
excelled  himself  on  the  present  occasion. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  has  stated  to-night 
that  during  a  Government  of  which  I  had 
the  honour  to  be  the  Chief,  that  he  served 
UB  loyally.  Sir,  that  is  perfectly  and 
absolutely  true,  and  I  look  back  upon  it, 
even  at  ^is  moment,  with  unmixed  satis- 
faction ;  but  be  served  ub  with  a  com- 
pletely simple  and  sober-minded  loyalty 
that  is  in  most  extraordinary  coutrast 
with  the  speech  he  has  delivered.  If  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  lost  nothing  in 
ability,  he  has  certainly  lost  nothing  Jn 
warmth  and  power  of  appealing  to 
passion — nothing  whatever.  On  the  con- 
trary ;  in  those  respects,  if  they  are  de- 
sirable, he  has  largely  gained,  and  is 
altogether  in  advance  of  the  Attorney 
Greneral.  His  new  position  has  inspir^ 
him  with  new  zeal ;  he  has  before  him, 
apparently,  objects  far  more  aacred  than 
those  which  were  present  to  htm  when 
he  held  the  humdrum  office  of  Her 
Majesty*8  Chief  Law  Officer.  How 
jauntily  has  he  dealt  to-night  with  the 
question  of  the  habeas  corpus.  He 
refers  to  my  suspension  of  the  habeas 
corpus — he  bad  nothing  to  do  with  it^ 
my  suspension  of  the  habeas  corpus.  I 
accept  the  responsibility  in  tbis  matter, 
and  I  shall  not  aay  one  word  to  extenuate 
it ;  but  I  think  the  Attorney  General  of 
that  day  hod  a  little  more  reaponaibility 
about  it  than  he  seems  to  be  aware  of. 
Under  what  pretext  does  he  shelter  him- 
self ?  He  believes  he  never  made  a 
speech  in  favour  of  it ;  he  only  followed 
loyally  the  Government  to  which  he 
belonged.  Yes,  Sir ;  but  an  Attorney 
General  who  follows  in  Constitutional 
and  legal  matters  the  Government  to 
which  he  belongs  is  supposed  to  have 
some  concern  with  the  character  of  any 
proposals  which  they  make.   Wluht  is 

Mr.  W,  E,  Gladttone 


the  true  and  sound  doctrine  as  to  tiie 
responsibilities  of  Members  whe,  ae 
right'  hon.  Friend  carefully  reminds  m, 
were  not  in  the  Cabinet  ?  Well,  Sir, 
my  doctrine  has  ever  been  this,  and 
scores  of  times  I  have  had  to  delivertiiit 
opinion  in  practical  advice  and  in  other 
exigencies  of  political  life.  I  bare 
always  held  that  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment not  in  the  Cabinet,  when  a 
measure  Is  adopted  by  the  GoTernmeDt 
not  in  hia  own  specific  Department,  hu 
no  responsibility  until  he  has  to  pro- 
nounce upon  that  measure  in  his  chsrscter 
as  a  Member  of  Parliament ;  but  whes 
he  has  to  pronounce  in  his  character  u 
Member  of  Parliament,  be  becomes  as 
fully  responsible  for  that  measure  as  ai^ 
Member  of  the  GoTemment.  My  right 
hon.  Friend,  who  has  endeavoured  to- 
night elaborately  to  relieve  himself  of 
that  responBibility— — 

Sir  H.  JAMES  :  I  shall  not  appeal 
in  vain  to  my  right  hon.  Friend's  justice. 
I  do  not  think  that  he  heard  all  I  said. 

Mb,  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Evwy 
word. 

Sir  H.  JAMES :  My  right  hoo' 
Friend  was  engaged  in  conversation  wi& 

the  Attorney  General.  I  said  distinctly 
that  I  blamed  nobody,  and  that  I  did  not 
wish  to  depart  from  accepting  reapomi- 
bility.  But  I  asked  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
did  he  not  look  back  with  satisfactioD 
upon  the  result  of  that  measure  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  That  is 
a  very  easy  part  of  the  question.  I  do 
not  look  back  with  satisfaction ;  but  I 
might  reply  to  the  Attorney  General  of 
that  day,  the  great  defender  of  the  lav, 
the  great  champion  and  pillar  of  Consti- 
tutional principles,  by  asking  him  whe- 
ther he,  who  gave  his  votes  in  Parlia- 
ment on  that  subject,  reflected  with 
satisfaction  upon  them  ?  Well,  Sir,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  done  to-night  vbst 
I  think  is  extremely  unusual.  I  have 
heard  my  right  hon.  Friend,  even  ander 
the  excitemrait  which  attends  our  [Mwot 
Debates,  do  moat  kind  and  most  hand- 
some things  within  the  last  few  weeks. 
Never  would  I  he  the  man  to  do  him 
consciously,  or  any  other  man,  injustice ; 
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but  mj  right  bon.  Friend  to-night  took 
a  extreme  conrBe.  He  differed  en- 
tirelj  with  the  Attorney  General  as  to 
the  sense  of  the  speech  and  the  declara- 
tions made  by  the  Attorney  General.  In 
his  recollection,  in  his  honourable  re- 
collection, he  differed  absolutely  from 
the  honourable  and  independent  recol- 
lection of  ray  hon.  Friend.  Now,  Sir, 
it  is  a  uniform  rule  in  this  Houbo  that 
when  a  gentleman  finds  himself  in  that 
predicament,  when  he  has  pnt  a  con- 
struction on  the  speech  of  an  opponent, 
and  that  opponent  rises  and  interjects  an 
ezpreesion  denying  and  reversing  that 
constmetion  of  the  speech,  and  states 
what  be  said  is  distinct  from  and  opposite 
to  it,  it  is  the  established  pnu^tice  to 
accept  that  declaration.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  has  set  an  evil  precedent ;  he 
continued  to  construe  the  speech  of  the 
Attorney  General  in  the  sense  which  the 
Attorney  General  had  emphatically  dia- 
dumed.  I  wish  to  enter  my  protest 
against  that  mode  of  conducting  the 
Debates  of  this  House.  I  .should  enter 
my  protest  uainst  it  even  if  it  occurred 
in  the  speeoh  of  the  most  insignificant 
and  newest  Member,  but  especially  when 
it  occurred  in  the  speech  of  one  of  the 
great  sages  of  the  law,  to  whom  we  have 
to  look,  even  in  this  House,  for  the 
anticipatory  exercise  at  least  of  some  of 
those  judicial  qualities  that  are  supposed 
to  lead  gentlemen  on  in  that  happy  path 
to  the  highest  positions  in  the  legal  firma- 
ment. Now  I  come  to  the  Amendment 
itself.  ["  Hear,  hear ! "]  I  welcome 
that  cheer  ;  I  act;nowIedge  that  cheer ; 
I  acknowledge  its  justice  ;  I  acknowledge 
I  have  been  at  a  long  distance  fo)m 
Amendment,  but  who  led  me  there? 
The  effect  of  this  Amendment,  as  I 
understand  it,  beyond  all  question  is  to 
deprive  absolutely  and  under  all  circum- 
stances the  Irish  Legislature,  acting  on 
its  own  responsibility,  of  the  power  of 
suspending  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus. 
What  is  the  position  which  we  take  up  in 
answer  to  that  contention  ?  Our  position 
is  this :  that  while  I,  for  one,  entirely 
disclaun  the  slightest  intention  of  im- 
puting to  the  future  Irish  Legislature 
any  disposition  to  an  nnjnst  or  capricious 
suspension  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act,  yet 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  in  my  judgment, 
and  I  believe  in  the  judgment  of 
tiiose  to  whom  we  look  as  our  le^ 


guides  on  this  question,  we  have  en- 
deavoured so  to  frame  the  phraseology  of 
this  Bill  as  to  place  it  beyond  the  power 
of  the  Irish  L^islatnre  to  exercise  such 
a  disposition  which  I  am  certain  it  will 
never  do.  ["  Oh,  oh  I  "]  That  is  the 
strange  and  eccentric  opinion  which  I 
hold  of  the  future  of  the  Irish  Legislature. 
But  allow  it,  permit  it,  forgive  it,  be- 
cause though  I  hold  that  opinion  I  aidmit 
that  I,  with  others,  have  acted  as  though 
we  did  not — ^that  is  to  say,  we  have  met 
you,  and  not  unwillingly  met  you,  to  this 
extent :  that  we  have  endeavoured  to 
frame  the  phraseology  of  this  Bill  in 
such  a  way  that  were  this  Irish  Legisla- 
ture capridously  and  in  utter  forgetful- 
ness  of  British  liberty  under  onr  ancient 
Constitution  ;  were  this  Irish  Legislature 
to  be  capable  of  capricious,  wanton,  and 
needless  suspension  of  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Act,  with  no  circumstances  to 
warrant  and  demand  it,  our  Bill  as  it  is 
framed  would  not  allow  it.  Such  an 
Act,  even  if  it  could  receive  the  Royal 
Assent,  which  I  believe  to  be  impossible ; 
even  if  it  could  escape  the  intOTvention 
of  this  House,  which  I  believe  to  be  im- 
possible also,  the  action  of  the  Courts  of 
Ireland,  by  the  appeal  that  would  be 
made  to  them,  and  b^tbe  final  judgment 
of  that  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council,  would  entirely  quash  and 
nullify  that  not  only  unwise  but  wicked 
act  of  the  Irish  Legislature.  That  has 
been  our  object,  and  the  question  is 
whether  you  will  adopt  an  Amendment 
which  shall  bind  you  to  this  principle 
that  under  no  circumstances  shall  the 
Irish  Legislature  be  enabled  to  suspend 
the  Habeas  Corpus  Act.  f^Hear, 
hear  I**]  I  am  sorry  to  say  I  understand 
that  cheer,  though  it  is  limited  to  a  par- 
ticular corner  which  is  rapidly  acquiring 
a  peculiar  notoriety  for  cheers  of  a 
certain  character,  and  renewed  at  a 
particular  part  of  the  evening. 
Our  position  is  that,  while  taking  s^u- 
rities,  if  you  please,  against  the  wanton, 
the  wicked  suspension  of  the  habeas  cor- 
pus, we  also  determine  to  impose  on  the 
Iriidti  Legislature  the  duty  of  enacting 
laws  for  the  peace,  order,  and  good  ^o- 
veniment  of  Ireland  ;  and,  having  im- 
posed on  them  that  duty,  we  have  no 
right  to  deprive  them  of  this  last  and 
all-powerful  weapon,  which,  in  circum- 
stances not  to  be  supposed,  and,  I  am 
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firmlj  convmced,  oever  to  occur,  but  still 
withiQ  the  range  of  possibilitj,  and  of  the 
Burvival  of  which  our  opponents  some- 
times give  indications — we  have  no  right 
to  withdraw  the  mwns  of  dealing  wi£  a 
tffirible  criais  if  it  should  arise.  If  this 
were  done  it  would  be  open  to  the  Irish 
people  to  say  that  they  had  been  ap- 
pointed to  a  great,  solemn,  and  reapou- 
sible  charge,  and  then  had  deliberately 
taken  from  them  the  means  of  discharging 
it.  That  requires  no  illustration  di^wu 
from  the  inconsistencies  of  late  Law 
Officers  or  others  to  condemn  it.  It  is  a 
simple  proposition  which  will,  I  think, 
recommend  itself  to  this  Committee  ;  and, 
therefore,  I  ask  you  to  reject  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Padding- 
ton,  S.)  said,  the  Prime  Minister  had 
made  a  very  forcible  speech  ;  but  the 
Committee  must  recollect — he  (Lord  R. 
Churchill)  had  a  good  recollection  in  the 
matter — ^having  heard  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  speak  very  differently  on  the 
suapension  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  in 
Ireland.  The  attack  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister  upon  the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir 
H,  James)  was  utterly  unfounded.  The 
main  ground  of  that  attack  was  that  the 
Member  for  Bury  consented  to  the  sus- 
pension of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  in 
1881,  but  now  objected  to  that  right 
being  handed  over  to  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment. When  the  Member  for  Bury  sup- 
ported the  Prime  Minister  in  1881  the 
latt^  professed  very  different  views  to 
what  he  now  upheld  with  regard  to  the 
government  of  Ireland.  If  the  Prime 
Minister  had  never  deserted  the  old 
Liberal  principles  which  for  yeara  he  held 
as  to  the  goTemment  of  Ireland,  he  would 
have  the  right  hou.  Member  for  Bury  and 
many  others  with  him  now.  But  when 
the  Prime  Minister  and  leader  of  the 
people  abandoned  it  in  the  course  of  a 
few  weeks,  without  consultation  with  any 
of  his  Colleagues  as  to  the  new  policy 
for  Ireland  which  he  was  going  to  pur- 
sue, he  should  not,  years  afterwards,  turn 
round  and  accuse  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bury  for  departing  from  all  his  old 
principles.  That  was  a  most  un- 
just charge  to  be  brought  against  a 
former  CoUewne,  who,  to  liU  know- 
Mr.  W,  E.  GladtUme 
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ledge  and  recollection,  gave  him  more 
assistance  for  the  suppression  of  Irelsnd 
than  any  single  Member  on  that  (the 
Treasury)  Bench.  The  Member  for  Bnrj 
remained  true  to  every  priociple  (rf 
political  honour  to  which  he  was  pledged, 
and  experienced  the  greatest  aorroT  at 
departing  from  his  Chief.  The  UUter 
people  wlio,  at  one  time,  gave  the  Frime 
Minister  their  support  

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  They,  id 
the  exercise  of  their  undoubted  right, 
turned  out  everyone  of  our  supporters. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  said,  tbt 
they  were  quite  right  to  do  so,  after  the 
legislation  which  he  had  adopted  for 
Ireland.  He  remembered  the  noble  Duke 
(Devoushire),  who  was  then  Marquess 
of  Hartington,  going  over  to  Belfast  sikI 
saying  that  the  government  was  uosatis- 
factory,  aud  a  departure  from  the  great 
principles  of  Liberal  government.  The 
Attorney  General  had  deliberately  said 
that  the  reason  the  Government  objected 
to  the  Amendment  was  that  the  habeu 
corpus  would  have  to  be  used  agunst 
the  people  of  Ulster. 

'Sir  C.  RUSSELL  said,  he  must 
rect  the  noble  Lord.  He  was  dealing 
with  the  argument  of  the  Member  for 
Down  (Mr.  Rentoul),  who  said  there 
would  in  all  probability  be  a  state  of 
things  in  Ulster  iu  which  the  Irish 
Legislature  would  thiuk  it  right  to  appl.v 
the  Habeas  Corpus  Act ;  and  he  went 
on  to  show  the  hon!  Member  that  the 
state  of  Ulster  opinion  was  not  what  he 
thought  it  was. 

LordR.  CHURCHILL  said,  that  was 
a  manceuvre  which  was  called  "  willing 
to  wound,  but  yet  afraid  to  strike^" 
The  Attorney  Generars  whole  argn- 
meut  was  directed  to  the  power  of  the 
Irish  Legislature  to  put  down  rebellion, 
or  what  they  might  choose  to  regard  ae 
rebellion,  in  Ulster.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  whether  the  Opposi- 
tion seriously  thought  the  Irish  L^isU- 
ture  would  forget  the  great  principles  of 
English  liberty.  When,  at  any  time  of 
their  history,  did  the  Irish  people  leant 
those  principles  ?  They  had  their  otd 
principles  of  liberty,  which  were  fatal 
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vhen  a  large  minority  were  opposed  to 
their  ideas.  The  Opposition  held,  there- 
fore, that  the  Irixh  were  not  tit,  and 
never  would  be  fit,  to  suspend  the  liber- 
ties of  a  large  portion  of  their  countrj- 
men,  because  at  the  least  sign  of 
opposition  the  Irish  Parliament  would 
be  ready  to  suapeod  every  safeguard  for 
liberty.  The  Government  were  driving 
nails  into  tlie  coffin  of  tlie  Home  Rule 
Bill.    Of  all  the  Amendments  proposed 


did  not  admit  it  until  he  had  had  the 
opportunity  of  verifying  it.  If  Mr.- 
Bright  voted  for  the  suspension,  it  only 
showed  the  influence  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister.  But 
your  modem  Radical  voted  for  it  gaily. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  pursue 
his  way  ;  but  undoubtedly  the  progress 
of  the  Bill  had  uot  been  very  gratifying. 
[Cr/e*o/""  Question  !  "]  He  was  speak- 
ing to  the  Question.     Why  was  pro- 


to  this  clause  none  exceeded  the  present '  gress  slow  ?    Because,  at  the  time  when 


one  in  importance.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  responsiblo  for  the 
government  of  Ireland,  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  suspend  the  Habeas  Corpus 
Act  and  to  imprison  about  2,000  persons 
— village  ruffians  in-  their  thousands,  and 
Members  of  Parliament  iu  their  scores. 
The  inconsistency  of  the  Government  on 
this  subject  was  incomprehensible  and 
phenomenal.  They  did  not  seem  to  realise 
what  weapons  they  were  putting  into 
the  hands  of  the  Opposition.  He  had 
had  some  experience  and  he  knew  the 
effect  that  could  be  produced  on  English- 
men by  asking  them  whether  their  Irish 
fellow-subjects  were  to  be  deprived  of 
their  great  securities  for  liberty — the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act  and  the  petition  of 
right — especially  when  it  was  known 
tbat  those  rights  would  only  be  valuable 
to  the  Protestants  and  Loyalists,  and  that 
the  suspension  of  them  would  be  a 
political  strength  to  tbe  Natioualists. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr. 
Storey)  professed  to  be  a  must  faithful 
supporter  of  the  old  Radical  faith,  but  be 
would  help  to  give  this  power  to  the 
Irish  Executive.  Mr.  Bright  would 
never  have  consented  to  it ;  he  would  not 
even  vote  in  tbisHousefor  the  suspension 
of  tbe  Habeas  Corpus  

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlky,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne) :  He  voted  for  it. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  

Mr.  J.  MORLEY 
once. 


An  hon.  Member  : 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY 

it  twice. 


He  voted  for  it 
Twice. 

!  Yes  ;  he  voted  for 


Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  said,  there 
might  be  exceptions  here  and  there  ;  be 
VOL,  XIII.    [focbth  ssries.] 


there  was  grave  anxiety  among  the 
Government's  supporters  as  to  whether 
the  Bill  would  be  got  through  Parliament 
at  all,  and  at  a  time  when  the  elections 
showed  clearly— [eric*  of  **  Oh  !  *'  and 
cheers] — utterdi8tmst,andin  many  places 
great  hostility  to  tbe  measure,  tbe  right 
bou.  Gentleman  would  insist  on  driving 
the  Opposition  to  their  last  resort  by  re- 
fusing concessions  on  tbe  vital  and 
essential  parts  of  the  British  Constitution, 
and  by  refusing  to  listen  to  or  to  answer 
arguments. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  241  ; 
Noes  270. — (Division  List,  No,  154.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  Tbat 
tbe  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  aud 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — (ilfr.  J.  Moriey) 
— put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

SEAL  PISHEBY  (NORTH  PACIFIC)  BILL 
[Zordt].— (No.  393.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Rending  read. 
•The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Gret,  Northumberland,  Berwick) : 
In  moving  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill  it  will  be  nnnecessary,  I  think,  for 
me  to  detain  the  House  more  than  a  few 
minutes.  Some  Papers  have  already  been 
published  which  explain  the  reason  why 
it  was  necessary  to  make  this  agreement, 
which  is  a  provisional  measure  intended 
to  endure  for  one  year.  The  Bill  has 
arisen  out  of  exceptional  circumstances 
j  tbat  are  as  simple  as  they  are  exceptional, 
1  aud  no  one  who  has  read  the  Papers  will 
be  in  donbt  as  to  the  merits  of  the  ques- 
'        3  P 
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tion  or  why  it  is  necessarj  to  hviw^  tlie 
Bill  before  the  Hou»e  without  dulay. 
The  circumatuiieeH  which  have  led  to  it 
are  these  :  La^t  autiimu  certain  C'auiidian 
vessels  were  seized  by  Russiau  cruisers 
OD  the  ground  that  they  had  been  trans- 
gressing International  Law  by  capturing 
seals  on  the  islands  on  the  westorn  side 
of  the  Behring  Sea  in  the  North  Pacific 
which  wore  within  Russiau  territories. 
The  circumstanceB  of  these  seizures  as 
reported  created  some  iu<lignation  and 
some  bewilderment  as  to  what  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Russian  Government  really 
was.  I  am  glad  to  say  that  these  cir- 
cumstances have  formed  the  subject  of 
investigfttiou  in  do  unfriendly  spirit  be- 
tween the  British  and  the  Russian  Go- 
vernments^ and  that,  whatever  may  have 
been  our  first  impression  as  to  tlie  seizure 
of  these  British  vessels  in  the  Behring 
Sea,  it  is  now  clear  that  the  discussion 
between  the  two  Governments  will  pro- 
ceed solely  npou  matters  of  fact,  and  will 
not  raise  wide  questions  as  to  jurisdiction 
or  International  rights.  It  was  very 
natural  that  the  Cauadian  Government 
should,  at  the  beginning  of  this  yeiir, 
request  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
inform  them  what  the  procedure  of 
Canadian  vessels  in  that  [lortion  of  the 
Behring  Sea  was  to  be  during  the  ensuing 
season,  and  what  measure  of  protection 
would  be  afforded  to  Canadian  vessels. 
The  British  Government  replied  that 
British  cruisers  would  support  the  action 
of  Canadian  sealing  vessels  hi  the  North 
Pacific,  except  where  they  transgressed 
the  three  miles  limit  of  the  Russian  terri- 
torial waters.  The  Russian  Government 
demurred  to  that  on  the  ground  that  the 
seals  which  visited  these  extra-territorial 
waters  were  bred  on  islands  iuside  their 
territorial  waters,  and  that,  owing  to  the 
severe  strain  that  liad  been  put  upon 
them,  the  seal  rookeries  on  the  islands  in 
question  were  in,  danger  of  being  alto- 
gether depopulated,  anil  that  the  seals  on 
them  would  be  entirely  destroyed.  That, 
I  think,  was  a  fair  ground  for  demurrer  on 
the  part  of  Russia  supposing  it  could  be 
supported  by  good  reasons.  Russia  sup- 
ported it  by  good  reasons,  pointing  out 
that  it  was  owing  to  exceptional  circum- 
stances— that  is  to  say,  the  closing  of  one 
part  of  the  Behring  Sea  to  all  sealiug, 
that  the  sealing  vessels  concentrated  their 
operations  upon  the  Russian  side  of  the  sea. 
Sir  E,  Grey 


It  was  in  these  exceptional  circumstaDces 

that  Her  Majesty's  Government  thought 
that  there  was  fair  ground  upon  whicb 
they  could  meet  the  proposals  of  the 
Russiau  Government,  and  that  measure! 
might  be  adopted  which  were  bejood 
tliosc  usually  sanctioned  by  InleruatioDfil 
rights  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  these 
seal  fisheries,  as  there  was  a  danger  of 
the  extinction  of  seal  life  in  that  part  of 
the  world.  I  think  the  House  will  admit 
that  there  was  a  reasonable  ground 
on  which  we  could  agree  to  disctisB 
the  adoption  of  special  measnres 
with  the  Russian  Government.  But 
something  else  followed.  We  submitted 
that  if  we  were  to  submit  to  restrictions 
for  the  preservation  of  seal  life  then  the 
Russian  seal  huntersshould  submittootlier 
restrictions  to  help  in  that  preservatioD. 
The  Russiau  Government,  on  their  ova 
part,  undertook  to  submit  to  restraint, 
and  not  topennit  more  than  30,000  seals 
to  be  taken  annually  from  the  rookeries, 
in  place  of  50,000  previously  taken,  and, 
on  the  other  hand.  Hot  Majesty^s  Govern- 
ment, in  their  turn,  agreed  that  no  sealing 
operations  should  take  place  within  10 
miles  of  the  Russian  territory,  or  within 
30  miles  of  the  rookeries.  That  proposal 
was  not  accepted  at  once,  but  the 
Canadian  Government  were  first  sounded 
on  the  point.  They  admitted  that  it  did 
appear  reasonable,  and  said  it  was  a 
proposal  which  would  be  acceptable  to 
them.  In  these  circumstances,  YLet 
Majesty's  Government  saw  no  reason 
why  the  proposal  of  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment should  not  be  accepted,  provided 
the  details  could  be  satisfactorily 
arranged.  There  was  only  one  canse  of 
dissension  between  the  two  Governments. 
The  Russian  Government  claimed  the 
right  to  seize  vessels  engaged  in  sealing 
outside  the  territorial  waters,  hut  within 
the  two  prohibited  zones  of  10  and  30 
miles.  It  was  agreed  that  British 
vessels  ought  not  to  be  subjected  to 
Russian  jurisdiction,  and  a  donand 
was  therefore  made  to  the  Raseian 
Government  that  if  they  seiwd 
any  English  vesseli^  they  should  be 
handed  over  to  the  English  authorities. 
The  Russian  Government  complained  at 
first  that  they  could  not  effectively 
police  their  own  waters  and  also  take 
charge  of  any  English  vessels  found  en- 
gaged in  sealing  in  the  prohibited  waters 
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ID  order  to  hand  them  over  to  the 
British  authorities.  The  answer  was  that 
to  British  authorities  only  would  British 
sealers  be  made  amenable,  and  Russia 
showed  that  she  came  to  the  discussion 
of  these  matters  in  no  unfriendly  spirit 
by  agreeing  to  an  arrangement  whereby, 
if  they  could  not  retain  the  vesHels,  they 
should  be  content  with  seizing  their 
papers,  and  then  sending  the  vessel  to 
8ome  port  with  the  papers  following  to 
be  dealt  with.  That  was  an  evidence  that 
the  Russian  Government,  in  asking  for  an 
agreement  of  this  kind,  was  not  raising 
difficulties  in  a  captious  or  vexatious 
spirit,  but  was  prompted  by  the  necessitief 
and  difficulties  of  the  case.  In  regard  to 
the  preservation  of  seal  life  in  that  part  of 
the  world,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
found  that  the  agreement  was  acceptable 
to  the  Canadian  Government;  that  it  was 
reasonable;  would  serve  the  purpose  for  a 
time  at  least,  and  would  prevent  further 
friction  and  dispute  in  .the  regions  con- 
cerued,  such  as  had  occurred  in  the 
previous  year.  Now,  by  entering  into 
this  agreement  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  undertaken  the  responsibilily 
of  prosecuting  British  vessels  which 
trausgross  it,  and  they  are  bound  in 
honour  to  pass  an  Act  of  Parliament  to 
enable  them  to  discharge  the  obligatlou. 
If  the  House  approves  of  the  agreement, 
as  I  believe  it  will,  it  will  be  bound  in 
honour  to  pass  a  Bill  in  order  to  enable 
the  Government  to  keep  faith  with  the 
Russian  Government.  I  have,  therefore, 
only  to  submit  the  present  Bill  to  the 
House,  with  the  confidcnuo  that  being 
submitted  as  a  Bill  for  a  provisional 
arrangement,  it  will  be  accepted  as 
an  arrangement  absolutely  necessary  to 
meet  the  exceptional  circumstances 
of  the  case,  and  as  being  fair  and 
honourable  to  all  parties.  It  has  the 
approval  of  Lord  Salisbury  iu  another 
place,  and,  therefore,  I  commend  it  to 
the  consideration  of  the  House  as  the 
best  arrangement  which  can  be  arrived 
at  for  the  moment,  which  will  obviate 
future  dangers  and  causes  of  friction,  and 
will  prove  of  advantage  to  both  couutries. 
I  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  road  u  second 
time."— (Sir  E.  Grey.) 


Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  said,  that  as  perhaps  he 
was  one  of  the  few  Members  who  had 
been  persoDally  to  the  Islands  dealt  with 
in  the  Bill,  he  desired  to  say  tt  word  or 
two.  With  the  exception  of  twoobjectious 
he  heartily  approved  the  Bill,  and  hoped 
it  would  soon  become  law.  His  first 
objection  was  that  the  Bill  had  not 
been  presented  to  the  House  at 
au  earlier  perioil  of  the  Session. 
He  knew  the  men  engaged  in  these 
sealing  operations,  and  he  had  the 
greatest  respect  for  them.  They  were 
some  of  the  first  sailor  men  in  the 
British  Empire,  and  ho  regretted  that 
the  Bill  had  not  been  brought  in  earlier, 
for,  in  justice  to  the  men,  a  decision  on 
the  matter  ought  to  have  been  come  to 
before,  so  tliat  they  might  have  been 
made  acquainted  with  the  arrangement  be- 
fore they  left  the  ports  of  Brttisli  Columbio. 
He  rejoiced  that  we  hod  a  Second 
Chamber  i[i  which  useful  legislation  of 
this  character  could  be  initiated,  and 
iu  which  Bills  of  a  highly-Important 
character  could  be  brought  forward  early 
in  the  Session.  His  second  objection 
was  that  we  had  conceded  too  much  to 
Russia,  for  he  did  not  believe  that  the 
destruction  of  seal  life  had  been  so  great 
as  was  pretended.  Nevertheless,  he  con- 
sidered thM  the  Bill  was  a  good  and 
necessary  one.  He  should  lite  to  know 
whether  in  Committee  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  he  prepared  to  accept 
verbal  Amendments,  as  there  were  one 
or  two  points  io  regard  to  which  slight 
amendments  would  strengthen  and  im- 
prove it  ? 

•Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumber- 
land, Penrith) :  I  do  not  think  I  need 
trouble  the  House  above  a  moment  or 
two  iu  saying  that  I  congratulate  the 
Government  on  having  arrived  at  the 
agreement  with  Russia  embodied  in  the 
Papers  recently  hiid  before  the  House. 
I  think  I  may  say  that,  so  far  as  this  side 
of  the  House  is  concerned,  there  will  be 
no  objection  to  rapid  progress  being 
made  with  the  measure.  It  was  ob- 
viously desirable,  after  the  events  which 
took  place  last  year  in  the  matter  of  the 
seizures  [of  British  vessels,  tliat  an  un- 
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deretanding  Hhould  as  hood  as  p(»»ible 
be  come  to  with  Russia  od  that  ques- 
tion, and  all  matters  germane  to  it,  after 
that  Government  had  made  them- 
selves fully  acquahited  with  the  cir- 
cumstances uuder  which  the  seizures 
took  place.  On  the  general  principle  of 
the  Bill  no  criticisms  need  be  passed  ; 
but  I  should  like  to  ask  whether  (he 
Under  Secretary  means  that  the  Bill  is  to 
last  only  for  one  year,  seeing  that 
the  arrangement  can  be  renewed  from 
year  to  year  ?  I  may  have  misunder- 
stood him,  but  I  thought  he  said 
the  Bill  is  only  to  last  for  one  year. 
I  think  it  would  be  very  undesir- 
able to  pass  the  Bill  for  only  one 
year,  so  as  to  necessitate  the  passing  of 
a  second  measure  next  year.  The  Bill 
should  be  made  pormaucnt,and  should  be 
carried  out  by  Orders  in  Council.  I 
cannot  really  blame  the  Government  for 
any  delays  that  have  taken  place  in 
bringing  the  Bill  before  Parliament.  Of 
course,  as  will  be  seen  from  the  Papers 
which  have  been  presented,  negotiations 
have  been  somewhat  prolonged, 
and  on  comparing  the  dates  of 
the  various  Despatches  £  do 
not  think  any  charge  of  delay  can  fairly 
be  brought  against  either  the  Russian 
Government  or  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. I  certainly  would  do  nothing  to 
delay  the  passage  of  the  Bill,  and  I 
conclude  by  saying  that,  so  far  as  this 
Bench — and  I  think  this  side  of  the 
House — is  concerned,  the  Bill  will  re- 
ceive our  hearty  support. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  said,  he  rose  with  diffidence  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  on  that  day  three  months.  He 
should  be  able  to  show  that  the  Bill 
raised  a  serious  question  with  regard  to 
British  subjects  and  the  powers  of 
British  Ministers.  Attention  had  been 
called  to  the  statement  that  the  mea- 
sure was  to  be  passed  for  one  year  only, 
but  no  such  limitation  was  in  the  Bill. 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  When  I  said  that  I 
did  not  mean  to  imply  that  the  Bill  would 
only  last  for  a  year,  but  that  in  passing 
it  the  House  sanctioned  an  agreement 
which  was  only  for  one  year. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Then  the 
Bill  is  to  be  perpetual  ? 
Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther 


Sir  £.  GREY  :  In  the  Behiing  Ses. 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said  that, 
to  put  it  in  a  few  words,  the  effect  of 
tlie  Bill  was  to  give  power  to  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  to  protect  sealsUo 
cloaks  at  the  expense  of  the  liberties  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  on  the  high  seas. 
What  interest  had  we  in  the  seal  ?  Oar 
interest  lay  exclusively  in  the  use  of  it 
in  the  shape  of  clothes.  No  question  <A 
humanity  could  be  urged,  for  there  was 
as  much  inhumauity  in  driving  the  seals 
ashore  and  clubbing  them  as  in  shooting 
them  on  the  high  seas.  He  would  call 
attention  to  the  difference  that  existed 
between  the  question  that  had  arisen  as 
between  the  American  Government  and 
the  British  Government  with  regard  to 
seals,  and  the  question  that  had  arisen 
between  the  Russian  Government  and 
the  British  Government.  The  American 
Government,  do  doubt,  in  1886  seized, 
in  a  very  high-hauded  way,  a  number  of 
British  sealing  vessels.  They  took  them 
into  port,  however,  and  tried  the  crews. 
They  subjected  the  sailors  to  due  process 
of  law,  and  when  they  found  they  had 
no  case  they  gave  up  the  vessels,  or  a 
great  number  of  them.  But  last  year, 
eucouraged  apparently  by  the  conduct  of 
the  Americans,  bat  still  more,  he  thoogfat, 
by  the  results  of  the  General  Election  of 
last  July,  the  Russians  entered  upon  a 
course  of  seizure  of  British  vessels, 
under  circumstances  set  forth  in  the 
statements  made  to  Admiral  Hotham,  , 
and  which  appeared  in  The  Timt  \ 
dated  September  8th.  It  appeared 
that  they  took  the  vessels  into  Bussiaa 
ports,  aud,  without  placing  the  crews  od  | 
their  trial,  treated  them  with  the  greatest  I 
inhumanity.  Again  and  again  he  had 
asked  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  give 
information  as  to  these  violent,  oat-  j 
rageous,  aud  lawless  seizures  by  Russia, 
and  not  one  word  had  been  vouchsafed 
in  reply.    No  Papers  had  been  presented.  : 

Sir  £.  GREY  :  They  have  been  laid  I 

to-day. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that 
here  was  a  Bill  sent  down  from  the  j 
House  of  Lords  to  be  read  a  second  time, 
aud  they   were  told  that  the  Papers 
relating  to  it  had  only  been  laid  an  the  | 
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Table  to-day.  These  ontn^es  were 
committed  last  July,  and  certainly  no 
reparation  had  been  made  in  Jauuary  last, 
when  the  Foreign  Secretary  waa  invited 
to  come  to  an  agreement  with  Russia. 
His  first  complaint  of  the  agreement  and 
of  the  Bill  that  professed  to  carry  it  out 
was  that,  without  having  obtained  any 
reparation  for  these  acts.  Her  Majesty^ 
Govemment  showed  themselves  ready  to 
enter  into  an  agreement  with  the  Power 
that  had  committed  them,  giving  that 
Power  special  rights  over  the  high  seas. 
The  making  of  an  agreement  of  indulgence 
with  the  Power  that  committed  the 
affront  showed  that  Her  Majesty 's 
Ministers  were  scarcely  conscious  of  the 
high  trust  that  had  been  committed  to 
them.  The  Foreign  Secretary  (Lord 
Bosebery),  in  his  first  Despatch  to  the 
Russian  Goveniment,  said  that  Her 
Majesty>  Government  gathered  from 
the  language  used  iu  1891,  and  from 
{Hrevious  public  utterraces  of  the  Russian 
GrOTemment,  that  Russia  made  no  claim 
to  prohibit  sealing  in  tile  waters  adjacent 
to  her  territories  except  within  the 
ordinary  and  recognised  three-miles 
Umit.  Of  course,  no  one  had  any  right 
to  complain  of  the  action  of  Russia  in 
this  respect  within  the  tliree-miles  limit. 
His  whole  objection  to  the  agreemeut 
was  that  it  permitted  Russian  seizures 
outside  the  territorial  limits,  or,  in  other 
words,  on  the  high  seas.  The  Foreign 
Secretary  was  soon  undeceived,  for  the 
Russian  Government  replied  that  they  had 
themselves  decided  that  no  vessel  should 
be  allowed  to  fish  for  seals  within  10  miles 
of  the  Russian  coast  or  within  30  miles 
of  the  Commander  Islands.  After  a 
certain  amount  of  negotiation,  an  agree- 
ment was  made.  Lord  Rosebery,  uu- 
miodful  of  the-  interests  of  British  sub- 
jects, forgetful  of  the  wrongs  inflicted 
upon  them,  aud  regardless  of  his  duty 
to  get  reparation  for  tliose  wrongs, 
entered  gaily  and  easily  into  this  agree- 
ment Here  he  must  complain  of  the 
English  translation  of  the  Russian 
docnmente.  Those  documents  had  been 
absolutely  watered  down  in  the  transla- 
tion. To  give  only  one  instance,  the 
EngtiBh  translation  made  the  Russian 
Government  pay  they  "  desire "  to 
preserve  complete  liberty  of  action  as  to 
choosing  in  future  between  the  two 
systems  of  issuing  their  own  orders  or  of 


making  agreements  with  England.  In 

the  original  the  word  was  not  "desire  " 
but  "  intend,"  so  that  in  the  translation 
the  meaning  was  entirely  watered 
down.  It  was  true  that  Lord  Rosebery 
said  that  the  British  Government  did  not 
admit  the  Russian  claims  to  jurisdic- 
tion over  the  high  seas  ;  but,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  he  had  agreed  to  Russia 
prohibiting  sealing  on  the  higli  seas 
within  30  miles  of  the  Russian  terri- 
tories. The  House  was  told  that  the 
consent  of  the  Dominion  Government 
bad  been  obtained  to  the  agreement  ; 
but  they  were  without  '  a  single 
Paper  on  the  subject.  What  sort 
of  consent  had  the  Dominion  Govern- 
ment given  ?  Was  it  an  unconditional 
consent,  or  the  sort  of  consent  they  gave 
in  1891  to  the  modus  vivendi  with 
America — namely,  a  consent  that  was 
conditional  on  compensation  being  given 
to  the  sealers  who  were  interfered  with  ? 
Was  the  House  to  bo  called  upon  to 
provide  in  the  F^timates  for  the  com- 
pensation of  the  sealers  P  In  1891  Lord 
Salisbury  declared  that  he  would  do 
nothing  with  regard  to  the  modus  vivendi 
until  the  consent  of  Parliament  had  been 
obtained.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
now,  without  waiting  for  the  consent  of 
Parliament,  had  agreed  with  Russia  to 
desist  from  the  protection  of  British 
subjects,  to  which  such  subjects  had  a 
right.  He  said  that  this  was  a  most 
monstrous  usurpation  of  the  power  of  a 
Minister,  exercised  undffl*  the  pretext  of 
the  Prerogative  of  the  Crown.  The  Bill 
gave  very  serious  powers.  It  gave  the 
power  to  prohibit,  during  the  period 
specified  in  an  Order  in  Council,  all 
sealing  by  British  ships  in  such  partt;  of 
the  seas  as  were  specified  in  the  Order. 
The  Act  had  been  drawn  in  a  most 
careless  and  slipshod  way.  The  Act  was 
to  apply  to  the  sent^  within 

"That  \yaxi  of  the  Pacific  ()c;-an  known  as 
Bebring's  Sea,  and  auch  other  ports  of  the 
Pacific  Ocean  as  are  North  of  the  42nd  decree  of 
latitude." 

But  whether  Kortfa  or  South  latitude  was 
meant  was  not  stated.  If  what  was 
meant  was  South  latitude  it  would  dose 
the  Pacific  Ocean  from  New  Zealand  to 
the  North  Pole.  The  Bill  gave  power 
to  any  commissioned  officer  to  seize  a 
vessel  if  he  was  of  opiuion  that  she  was 
preparing  to  seal,  and  also  provided  that 
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if  a  vessel  had  asy  shooting  or  fishing 
implements  on  board — which  might 
constmed  to  mean  a  fish-hook  or  a  gun 
for  signalling — the  onus  should  be 
laid  upon  her  to  prove  that  she  was  not 
engaged  in  the  seal  fishery.  All  these 
points  were  to  be  decided  by  Her 
Majesty  the  Queen  in  Council.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  Orders  in  Council  were 
drawn  up  by  clerks  in  the  office,  and 
"Her  Majesty  in  Council"  was  really 
only  a  cover  for  a  permanent  official. 
The  efifect  of  the  Bill,  therefore,  would  be 
to  put  under  some  permanent  oflScial  every 
subject  of  Her  Majesty  sailing  on  the 
high  seas  between  certajn  degrees  of 
latitude.  It  would  also — and  this  was 
the  worst  part  of  it — place  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  at  the  mercy  of  every  RuHsiau 
cruiser  who  sailed  those  seas  and  euable 
the  officers  on  board  to  seize  British 
ships,  capture  their  papers,  and  baud 
them  over  to  some  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
cruisers.  He  said  that  even  to  ask  for 
such  powers  as  this  was  unconstitutional; 
and  he  was  sure  that  if  the  House, 
instead  of  b&ing  called  upon  to  decide  in 
50  minutes  upon  a  matter  of  this  magni- 
tude, had  due  time  to  consider  the  Bill, 
it  would  refuse  to  place  the  life,  the 
liberty  and  the  property  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  at  the  mercy  of  permanent 
officials. 

*Mb.  speaker  :  Does  anyone  second 
the  Amendment  ? 

No  hoD.  Member  rose  to  second,  and 
the  Speaker  therefore  again  proposed  the 
Question,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

CoHscANDEB  BETHELL  (York,  E.B., 
Holdemess)  said,  he  thought  his  hon. 
Friend  who  had  just  eat  down  had  done 
quite  right  in  reminding  the  hou.  Baronet 
(Sir  E.  Grey)  of  the  circumstances 
attending  the  seizure  of  British  sailors 
last  year,  and  he  thought  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  in  introducing  the  Bill  ought  to 
have  told  the  House  something  about  the 
high-handed  proceedings  of  the  Russian 
Gorernment.  He  (Commander  Bethell), 
however,  was  quite  at  oue  with  the  Bill, 
as  it  was  quite  essential  that  some  step 
should  be  taken  to  prevent  the  destruction 
of  seal  life  which  was  now  going  on,  ami 
which  would  end  before  long,  if  it  were 
not  stopped,  in  the  extinction  of 
Mr.  Gibson  Bowles 


seals.  He  had  merely  risen  to  aecenui- 
ate  the  remarks  of  his  hon.  Friend  in 
regard  to  the  most  arbitrary  proceediags 
of  the  Russian  Government  in  captoring 
British  sailors  last  year,  and  he  Uiought 
the  hon.  Baronet  ought  to  have  gtvea 
some  explauation  and  perhaps  have  made 
some  apology  for  it  on  behalf  of  the 
Russian  Government. 

•Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  in- 
quired whether  the  Government  expected 
to  be  called  upon  to  give  an  indemnity  to 
the  crews  of  any  of  the  ships  seized  last 
year  ? 

•Sir  E.  GREY  :  By  the  leave  of  the 
House  I  will  just  say  a  word  on  the 
point  which  the  hon.  Member  has  raised. 
In  the  speeeh  I  have  already  made  I  ex- 
plained that  the  discussion  with  regard 
to  these  seizures  by  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment would  turu  on  questions  of  fact  and 
not  of  questions  of  luternational  Law  or 
abstract  right.  In  the  Papers  that  have 
been  laid  on  the  Table  to*4ay  it  will  be 
seen  that  the  Russian  Government  dis- 
pute the  statements  of  fact  which  have 
bijco  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  fw 
King's  Lynu  (Mr.  GiI>sou  Bowles)  and 
state  that  the  sailors  who,  according  to 
the  point  of  view  put  before  us,  were 
seized  at  a  considerable  distance  from  the 
land,  were  in  some  instances,  according 
to  their  investigations,  sailing  within 
prohibited  limits  and  were  caught  in  hot 
pursuit.  In  two  instances,  however,  at 
least,  the  Russian  Government  admit 
that  tliey  cannot  prove  that,  and  have 
offered  an  indemnity.  That  is  the  posi- 
tion of  affairs  at  present,  and  if  the 
matter  is  pursued  the  discussiou  will  pro- 
ceed on  questions  of  fact. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  Thursday  next. 

CONVBYANCB  OF  HAILS  BILL.— (No.  26S.) 
COMMITTEE.    [^ProffresSf  15th  •/inne.] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  tbe  Committee.) 
[Sir  J.  GOLDSHID  iu  the  Chair.] 
Clause  1. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  rose  to  move  an 
Amendment  to  the  clause. 
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Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.),  on 
a  point  of  Order,  asked  whether  the 
que!>tion,  "  That  Clause  1  stand  part  of 
the  Bill  "  had  not  been  put  ? 

The  chairman  :  No  ;  the  Ques- 
tion has  not  been  put.  The  hon.  Member 
is  in  Order. 


(SeoUand)  SUL  \m 


It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  report  to  the 
House. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

APPEALS  (FOBMA  PAUPERIS)  BILL 
lLordt].-CSo.  313.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Secoud  Reading  read. 
Objection  taken. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  hope  the  opposi- 
tion to  this  Bill  will  not  be  maintained. 
The  Bill  came  down  from  tiie  House  of 
Lords.  It  has  the  assent  of  the  Appeal 
Committee,  and  is  not  a  Party  matter 
The  object  is  to  prevent  vexatious  ap- 
peals. Paupers  are  now  allowed  to 
prosecute  appeals  to  the  House  of  Lords 
on  a  certificate  from  two  barristers  that 
there  is  good  ground  for  the  appeal. 
The  consequence  is  that  many  persons 
who  are  successful  in  the  inferior  Courts 
are  snhjected  to  vexations  litigation 
without  any  prima  facte  ease.  This 
Bill  will  enable  the  House  of  Lords  to 
refuse  to  entertain  such  cases  if  the 
Committee  of  Appeals  report  that  there 
is  no  prima  facie  case. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Does  it  apply 
to  Irish  appeals  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Yes,  to  all  appeals. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  secoud 
time." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  u>mmitted 
for  To-morrow. 


COUNTY  OF  THE  CITY  OF  GL-VSGOW 
(:re^ommUte£)  BILL.— (No.  391.) 
COUMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  agreed  to. 
Ctanse  2. 

•Mr.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S) : 
Will  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  say 
whether  the  Government  do  not  intend 
to  follow  the  precedent  of  Edinburgh  ? 
The  Lord  Provost  of  Edinburgh  is  ex 
officio  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  County  of 
the  City  of  Edinburgh.  Is  that  privilege 
to  be  withheld  from  Glasgow  ? 

•The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  This  is  an  important  ques- 
tion. On  his  or  her  accession  to  the 
Throne,  the  Monarch  appoints  the  Lord 
Provost  of  Edinburgh  and  his  successors 
to  this  post,  and  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  request  Her  Majesty  to 
i^sue  a  Commission  of  the  same  sort  for 
Glasgow.  I  hope  it  will  be  a  long  time 
before  it  is  necessary  to  repeat  the  re- 
quest. 

Mr.  HOZIER :  It  is  not  provided 

for  in  the  Bill. 

SiK  G.  TREVELYAN  :  It  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government.  I  do  not 
think  we  can  bind  Her  Majesty  to  take 
any  course. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment; 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

IMPROVEMENT  OF  LAND  (SCOTLAND) 
BIJJi.— (No.  235.) 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

TiiE  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gard- 
ner, Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  I  hope 
the  Bill  will  be  allowed  to  pass.  It  was 
accepted  unanimously  by  the  House  the 
other  night.  There  is  only  one  clause 
practically.  The  object  lb  to  enable 
landowners  in  Scotland  to  charge  upon 
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their  tsstates  the  expense  of  planting ' 
trees.  Under  the  Act  of  1864  tliey  were 
unable  to  do  that  either  in  England  or  in 
Scotland  unlesa  the  trees  were  for  Hhelter. 
By  an  Act  passed  in  1882  English  land- 
owners were  allowed  to  do  this,  and  it  is 
now  proposed  to  give  Scotch  landowners 
the  same  facilities.  The  Bill  is  approved 
by  both  sides  of  the  House. 

Mb.  BROMLEY  -  DAVENPORT 
(Cheshire,  Macclesfield)  :  Although  this 
Bill  was  uQanimously  accepted  by  the 
House  on  Friday,  this  is  the  first  explaua- 
tioD  we  have  had  of  its  provisions.  I  am 
bound  to  protest  against  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  asking  us  to  take  the 
Second  Reading  of  any  Bill  on  such 
meagre  explanation, 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  Identically  the  same  explana- 
tion was  given  the  other  uight. 

Mb.  BROMLEY  DAVENPORT  : 
No. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE :  I  was  present 
and  heard  it. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (Mr.  Gibson 
Bowles.) 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  : 
wish  to  ask  whether  the  Rule  as  to  tho 
reception  of  Motions  to  report  Progress 
applied  after  12  o'clock  in  the  same  way 
as  before  ? 

Mb.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  moved  to  report  Pro- 
gress will  consult  his  friends.  He  will 
learn  that  this  Bill  is  very  much  desired 
in  Scotland. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  got  all  the  time  of 
the  House.  He  cannot  expect  us  to  pass 
these  Bills  after  midnight. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  This  is  a  Bill 
of  a  character  which  is  never  brought  on 
except  after  midnight. 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES:  I  shall 
press  my  Motion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
Mr.  H,  Gardner 


{COMMONS} 

Committee  report 
again  To-morrow. 
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INDUSTRIAL  AND  PROVIDENT 
SOCIETIES  BILL.— (No.  S94.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
said,  he  only  asked  the  House  to  take  a 
formal  step.  The  Bill  must  be  amended 
by  including  Amendments  agreed  to  bj 
the  Treasury. 

•Sib  F,  S.  POWELL  (Wigao)  said, 
that  if  it  was  only  desired  to  take  a  step 
pro  form&  he  would  not  object.  But  be 
wBi  sure  the  Bill  would  have  to  be  most 
carefully  considered,  and  it  would 
probably  have  to  be  referred  either  to  i 
Select  Committee  or  one  of  the  Standing 
Committees. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  Question  is 
that  the  Amendments  be  inserted. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston) :  What 
are  the  Amendments  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham) : 

They  are  Amendments  agreed  to  by  the 
Treasury.  It  is  desirable  that  tbev 
should  be  seen  by  Members  of  tbe 
House  generally  before  they  are  added 
to  the  Bill. 

Amendments  inserted. 

Bill  reported. 

Sib  F.  S.  POWELL 


:  I 
now 


presome 
for  con- 


thc  Amendments  stand 
sideration  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  Yes.  The  Bill 
will  be  re-committed. 

Mr.  HOWELL  :  I  propose  to  put  it 
down  for  Friday  next. 

Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended  [Bill 
395]  ;  re-committed  for  Friday. 

PROHIBITED   PERSONS  (DRINK)  BILL 
(No.  372.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cun- 
bome) :  What  is  the  object  of  the  Bill? 
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Mb.  bill  (StaffbrdBhire,  Leek)  said, 
the  Bill  proTided  that  persons  who  had 
been  convicted  of  dnmkemiesa  more  than 
trice  in  the  course  of  a  year  should  be 
prohibited  from  enteriag  a  public-house. 
It  might  be  suggested  that  this  was  an 
unusual  Bill. 

An  hon.  Mehbeb  :  I  object. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  To- 
morrow. 

SACKED  MUBIC  ON  SUNDAY  BILL. 
(No.  16) 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Sir    G.  SITWELL  (Scarborough) 

said,  he  hoped  the  House  would  allow 
the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time,  and 
that  the  hon.  Member  from  Scotland  who 
was  opposing  it  would  be  content  with 
moving  in  Committee  that  tbe  operation 
of  the  measure  be  confined  to  EDgland. 

Mr.  R££S  DAYIES  (Fembroke- 
flhire) :  What  are  the  objects  of  the 
Bill? 

Sir  G.  SITWELL  explained  that 
under  the  Lord*8  Day  Observance  Act 
it  waa  impossible  for  saered  music  to  be 
plajed  on  Sunday  in  cases  where  money 
was  taken  at  the  door.  Tbe  Bill  was  to 
enable  sacred  concerts  to  be  held  on  that 
day  and  money  to  be  taken  at  the  doors, 
and  BO  to  prevent  those  promoting  such 
Sunday  concerts  from  being  subjected  to 
the  heavy  penalties  imposed  by  the 
Lord^B  Day  Observance  Act. 

Lord  F.  HAMILTON  (Tyrone,  N.) 
asked  how  on  earth  it  was  possible  to  de- 
fine what  was  sacred  music  ?  He  himself 
had  heard  "  Tommy  make  room  for  your 
uncle  "  sung  as  a  sacred  tune.  Obviously 
tbe  definition  was  difficult,  and  he  hop^ 
the  sapporters  of  tbe  Bill  would  consent 
to  the  omission  of  the  word  "  sacred." 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  :  I  object. 

Sir  G.  SITWELL  :  I  appeal  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be 
reiul-a  second  time. 

VOL.  XIII.    [kouutii  series.] 


Mr.  TOMLINSON  :  It  is  a  Bill 
which  clearly  requires  discussion.  I  am 
not  going  to  argue  the  question  now.  I 
must  object. 

Further  Proceeding  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Monday 
next. 

PINES  IN  LIKU  OP  IMPRISONMENT 
BILL.— (No.  203.) 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Objection  being  taken, 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Univer- 
sity) :  I  hope  the  Bill  will  be  allowed  to 
proceed. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
should  have  been  happy  not  to  object, 
but  you  stopped  the  Sacred  Music 
BiU. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  :  It  is  rather 
bard  on  me  to  object  to  this  Bill  bo- 
cause  someone  else  objected  to  another 
BUI. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Monday 
next. 

REDEMPTION  OP  BENT  (IRELAND)  ACT 
(1891)  AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  S90.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said  he  was  antborised  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  state  that  he  was  willing 
this  Bill  should  pass. 

Mr.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON 
(Middlesbrough)  :  I  object. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Monday 
next. 

LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  ACTS  (EXTEN- 
8I0N  TO  PISHKRMKN)  BILL.— (No.  360.) 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Objection  being  taken, 

•Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
expressed  a  hope  that  tbe  opposition 
would  be  withdrawn.  The  Bill  was  a 
simple  one.  It  extended  to  fishermen 
certain  advantages  as  to  the  acquisition 
3  Q 
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of  cottages  enjoyed  by  labonrere,  and 
surely  it  ought  not  to  be  opposed.  These 
advantageB  had  been  already  given  to  the 
labourers  by  several  Acts  of  Parliament. 
The  argnment  extended  equally  to  fisher- 
men ;  and  the  Bill  aimed  at  giving  a 
small  though  just  advant^e  to  va- 
dnstrious  men  known  as  Englishmen 
who  had  travelled  on  the  Irish  Coast. 

Mb.  BROMLEY  DAVENPORT  :  I 

object. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  To- 
morrow. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  7)  BILL. 
(No.  875.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER     (HOUSING     OF  WORKING 

CLASSES)  (No.  2)  BILL.— (No.  370.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  16)  BILL.— (No.  868.) 
Read  the  third  ttme^  and  passed. 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  16)  BILL.— (No.  369.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  9)  BILL. 
(No.  378.) 

As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read  the 
third  time  To-morrow. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  12)  BILL.— (No.  366.) 

As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read  the 
third  time  To-morrow. 

TRAMWAYS      PROVISIONAL  ORDERS 
BILL.— (No.  336.) 

As  amended,  considered ;  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

SALMON       FISHERY  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  BILL. -(No.  389.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 
Sir  R.  Temple 


PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS  BILL.— (Na  383.) 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  re- 
ported, without  Amendment ;  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

Sn^INE  FEVER  BILL.— <No.  24.) 
Order   for    Second    Reading  read, 
and  discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

SPIRITS  (BELFAST,  CORK,  AND  DUBLIN). 

Return  presented, — relative  thereto 
[onlered  24th  April;.  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

RUSSIA  (No.  2,  1893). 
Copy  presented,— of  Correspondence 
respecting  the  seizures  of  British  Sealing 
Vessels  by  Russian  Cruisers  in  the  North 
Pacific  Ocean  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

RUSSIA  (No.  8,  1893). 
Copy  presented,— of  Despatch-  from 
Sir  R.  Morier  enclosing  the  Reply  of  the 
Russian  Government  in  regard  to  the 
Seizures  of  British  Seating  Vessels  by 
Russian  Cruisers  in  the  North  Pacific 
Ocean  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  5)  BILL. 
Copy  preseuted,~of  Memorandom 
stating  the  nature  of  the  Proposals  con- 
tained in  the  Provisional  Order  incladed 
in  the  Bill  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  6)  BILL. 
Copy  presented, — of  Memorandum 
stating  the  nature  of  the  Proposals  con- 
tained in  the  Provisional  Order  included 
in  the  Bill  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

PILOTAGE. 
Copy  presented,— of  Abstract  of  Re- 
turns rehiting  to  Pilots  and  Pilotage  in 
the  United  Kingdom  (iu  continuation  of 
Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  212,  of  Session 
1892)  (as  furnished  by  the  varioas 
Pilotage  Authorities)  for  the  year  1892 
[by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past 
Twelve  o'clucL. 
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The  Earl  Anneslej— Took  the  Oath. 

PLACES    OF   WORSHIP  (8TTBB)  BILL. 

CNo.  96.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

Moved,  **  That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee  on  the  said 
Bill."— (TAc  Lord  Belper.) 

Lord  HALSBURY  said,  he  had  a 

preliminary  question  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  iu  charge  of  the  Bill — namely 
whether  the  omission  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Lauds  Clauses  Act  or  equivalent 
clauses  was  intentional  or  accidental  ? 
He  asked  the  question  before  the  House 
went  into  Committee  on  the  Bill,  as  the 
answer  to  it  would  make  a  great  differ- 
ence to  his  mind.  If  it  had  occurre<l  by 
oversight,  the  omission  could  be  easily 
supplied;  but  if  the  Bill  was  really 
intended  to  be  in  its  present  shape  a  very 
different  question  would  arise. 

Lord  BELPER  said,  the  Bill  had 
come  up  from  the  Commons  in  its  present 
shape  after  agreement  to  a  certain  extent ; 
and  the  Lands  Clauses  Act  had  certainly 
been  intentionally  omitted,  because  it 
was  thought  that  the  procedure  under 
that  Act  was  so  costly  and  cumbrous 
that  its  adoption  would,  to  a  great  extent, 
have  defeated  the  object  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  HALSBURY  pointed  out  that 
lands  were  to  be  taken  compulsorily,  and 
there  was  no  provision  in  the  Bill  for 
compensation  for  damage  by  severance. 

Lord  BELPER  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  was  intended  that  compensation 
should  not  be  given,  but  that  the  Lands 
Clauses  Act  was  omitted  merely  because 
the  procedure  under  it  was  expensive 
and  cumbersome. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  in  Committee  accordingly.' 

Clause  1. 

•Lord  GRIMTHORPE  said,  he 
thought  the  Preamble  would  have  been 
better  omitted  for  a  reason  with  which 
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he  would  not  trouble  the  House  then ; 
but  he  would  move  to  postpone  Clause  1* 
Lord  BELPER  was  unable  to  say 
anything  in  reply  to  the  uoble  Lord,  as 
he  had  not  heard  a  single  syllable  he  had 
said. 

Lord  GRIMTHORPE  said,  he  merely 

moved  to  postpone  the  clause. 

Lord  BELPER  said,  he  would  hke 
to  know  whether  the  noble  Lord  had 
given  any  reason  for  it  ? 

Lord  GRIMTHORPE  said,  he  did 
not  give  any  reason. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
he  had  also  been  unable  to  hear  what 
had  been  said.  Were  they  to  understand 
that  no  reason  was  given  for  the  post- 
ponement of  the  clause  ? 

Lord  GRIMTHORPE  said,  it  was 
extremely  likely  the  Preamble  might  be 
thought  altogether  inadvisable.  He 
would  not  argue  that  now,  but  would 
only  point  out  that  if  an  alteration  was 
made  in  the  Preamble  Clause  1  would 
also  require  to  be  altered. 

Lord  BELPER  said,  there  was  no 
Amendment  proposed  to  the  Preamble. 

Lord  BALFOUR  said,  he  wished  to 
point  ont  that  even  if  Clause  1  were 
postponed  it  would  still  come  on  before 
the  Preamble. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

•Lord  SANDFORD  said,  he  wished 
to  move,  in  page  1,  line  17,  after 
"  Ireland,"  to  iusert  "  or  Wales." 
The  Amendment  would  exempt  Wales 
from  the  operation  of  the  Bill.  It  had 
been  suggested  to  him  by  statements 
made  in  another  place  by  two  principal 
Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
In  the  Debate  on  the  Welsh  Church  Sus- 
pensory Bill  the  Home  Secretary  stated 
that  "the  Nonconformists  had  covered 
the  country  with  something  like  4,000 
chapels ; "  and  a  short  time  afterwards  he 
stated  that  the  adherents  of  the  Church  in 
Wales  owned  almost  the  whole  of  the  land 
there."  If  sites  for  4,000  chapels  had 
been  got  by  voluntary  agreement  with 
landlords,  who  were  almost  entirely 
Churchmen,  he  saw  no  reason  why 
Welsh  Noaconformists  should  be  em- 
powered to  compel  a  few  unwilling 
landowners  to  s^U  their  land  for  the  pur- 
pose of  building  chapels.  Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill,  iu  the  course  of  the  same 
Debate,  stated  that  the  Nonconformists 
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were  not  more  than  50  per  cent,  of  the 

population,  and  the  Prime  Minister 
accepted  that,  so  long  as  the  other  50 
per  cent,  were  not  claimed  as  Church- 
men. The  population  of  Wales  was 
only  1 ,500,000,  and  4,000  chapels 
divided  among  the  50  per  cent,  would 
give  one  chapel  for  every  31  Nonconfor- 
mist families.  He  might  mention  that 
shout  1,400  schools  provided  accommo- 
dation for  the  children  of  Wales,  within 
a  distance  of  some  two  miles  from  their 
homes.  He  suhmitted  that,  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  sites  for  chapels 
having  been  acquired  by  consent,  there 
was  uo  necessity  for  applying  to  land- 
owners the  thumbscrew  of  this  Bill. 
Chapels  were  not  only  to  be  provided, 
but  residences  also ;  and  the  existing  ones 
were  very  often  let  in  the  summer  to 
visitors  at  a  considerable  rent.  He  did 
not  see  why  land  should  be  seized  from 
owners  as  a  kind  of  endowment  for  the 
ministers  of  small  chapels,  who,  in  many 
instances,  followed  profitable  secular 
pursuits  during  the  week.  That,  he 
believed,  was  often  the  case  in  Wales. 
Some  very  important  provisions  in  the 
Act  of  1873  had  been  omitted  from 
this  Bill  in  reference  to  land  which 
ceased  to  be  used  for  a  chapel  or 
residence,  as  to  th^  limitation  of  sites 
to  one  acre  in  extent,  and  as  to  land  not 
being  taken  from  pleasure  grounds  or 
near  the  private  residences  of  land- 
lords. Those  three  omissions  in  a  Bill 
professing  to  secure  the  rights  of  the 
landowners  were  very  objectionable,  and 
he  therefore  moved  that  Wales  should 
be  exempted  from  the  operation  of  the 
BiU. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  1,  line  1 7, 
after  ("  IreUnd  ")  to  insert  ("  or  Wales.") 
—{The  Lord  Sandford.) 

Lord  BELFER  said,  he  failed  to 
understand  how  the  noble  Lord,  if  he 
was  in  favour  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
on  Second  Reading,  could  desire  now  to 
exclude  Wales  from  its  pnrview.  On 
the  Second  Reading  be  rather  dwelt 
upon  the  case  of  Wales,  because 
the   bulk   of    the    evidence   as  to 

'  the  need  for  this  measure  came  from 
the  Principality.  Several  of  the  witnesses 
for  Wales  before  the  Committee  on 
Town  Holdings  gave  evidence  specially 

'  as  to  the  necessity  for  such  a  measure. 
The  noble  Lord  assumed,  from  the 

Lord  Sandford 


number  of  chapels  already  existing  in 
Wales,  that  there  was  no  real  necessity 
for  any  provision  for  obtaining  sites 
otherwise  than  by  voluntary  means ;  but 
there  were  numbers  of  instances  in  which 
chapel  sites  could  not  be  got.  It  was 
not  contended  that  the  powers  of  the 
Bill  would  be  used  in  a  vast  number  of 
cases ;  but  a  number  sufficient  to  show 
the  need  for  it  existed  where  landlords 
would  not  give  sites  voluntarily  ;  and  if 
evidence  were  taken  on  the  subject  b^oie 
a  Committee,  it  would  be  found  that  the 
larger  number  of  those  cases  were  in 
Wales.  To  leave  out  Wales,  therefore, 
would  be  to  deal  a  heavy  blow  at  the 
practical  utility  of  the  BUI,  the  principle 
of  which  was  adopted  by  their  Lordshipe 
on  Second  Reading.  He  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  not  insist  on  his 
Amendment. 

Lord  HALSBCRY  said,  he  hoped 
that  the  Amendment  would  not  be  in- 
sisted upon  for  a  totally  different  reason. 
What  were  properly  called  the  Welsh 
counties,  since  the  time  of  Henry  VIII., 
had  been  a  part  of  England,  and  he  hoped 
they  would  always  remain  so.  Ho  did 
ftot  know  such  a  place  as  Wales — for  the 
purpose  of  legislation  Wales  and  [Eng* 
land  were  the  same  nation.  In  saying  I 
that,  he  was  only  repeating  the  language 
of  one  of  the  Law  Officers  in  the  House 
of  Commons. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Hbrsghell)  said,  that  it  was  rather  late 
to  take  exception  to  Wales  being  treated 
as  distinct  from  England  ;  for  that  had 
already  been  done  in  recent  legishitioo, 
such  as  that  on  Sunday  closing,  for 
instance,  and  various  other  matters. 

Lord  SWANSEA  said,  he  must 
apologise  for  addressing  their  Lordships, 
being  only  "  one  day  old  ; "  but  this 
Amendment  touched  him  so  nearly  that 
he  could  not  forbear  appealing  to  their 
Lordships  most  heartily  not  to  pass  it. 
There  was  no  part  of  the  United  Kingd«n 
80  deeply  interested  in  the  Bill  as  was 
Wales.  That  there  were  so  many  places 
of  worship  in  Wales  already  was  no 
reason  why  Wales  should  be  excluded 
from  the  bene6ts  of  the  Bill  The 
County  of  Glamorgan  needed  places  of 
worship  very  much,  because  the  popular  I 
tion  had  increased  more  rapidly  than  in  I 
any  other  part  of  that  couotry.  When 
he  first  represented  that  county  38  jtean 
ago  it  had  very  Uttle^ver  300,000  in- 
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habitants,  and  dow  it  contained  over 
700,000.  He  bore  testimony  to  the  fact 
that  in  almost  all  cases  landowners  iu 
Wales  bad  been  ready  to  afford  sites  for 
chapels,  but  there  were  some  cases 
where  it  had  not  been  so ;  and  he  would 
ask  their  Lordships  not  to  except  that 
portion  of  the  United  Kingdom  which 
needed  the  Bill  more  than  any  other. 
•Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  if  there  could  be  an  excuse  for  ex- 
ceptional legislation  of  this  kind  any- 
where, it  was  certainly  not  in  Wales,  for 
there  almost  every  hamlet  had  a  chapel,  and 
the  chapels  mostly  had  residences  attached 
to  them.  Besides  those  iu  towns  and 
villages,  numbOTS  of  chapels  were  dotted 
about  io  open  spaces  all  over  the 
country. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  3. 

Lord  HELPER  said,  he  wished  to 

move  au  Amendment  for  the  purpose  of 
meeting  a  fair  criticism  of  the  noble  Earl 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  with  reganl 
to  the  form  of  the  clause,  that  it  did  not 
state  oiearly  what  the  purposes  were  for 
which  the  Bill  was  brought  in,  and, 
iostead  of  doing  so,  referred  to  another 
Act  of  Parliament. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  pase  1,  line  18,  to  leave  out  from  ("to") 
to  the  first  ("and")  in  line  21,  and  insert 
("  the  acquisition  of  sites  tat  any  church, 
chapel,  or  meeting  house,  or  other  place  of 
divine  worship,  and  for  the  residence  of  a 
minister  officiatiojr  In  soch  place  of  worhip.")— 
(n«  Lord  Betjter.) 

•The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY 
said,  he  had  tried  very  hard,  but  could 
not  understand  what  this  Amendment 
meant.  The  noble  Lord  wished  to  leave 
out  from  ("to")  to  the  first  ("and")  in 
line  21  ;  but  if  he  would  read  line  21,  he 
would  find  there  was  no  (**  and  ")  in  it. 
How  the  uoble  Lord  construed  his 
clause  seemed  an  absolute  mystery. 

The  CHAIRMAN  op  COM- 
MITTEES (The  Earl  of  MoBLEr) 
said      and  ")  was  in  line  20. 

•The  MARQCEds  of  SALISBURY 
said,  still  it  was  nonsense. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
8Md,  he  had  an  Amendment  to  the  Bill 
to  leave  out  ("Church  of  England"). 
Several  BUls  to  repeal  the  Act  which 


gave  the  Church  the  power  of  compuU 

sorily  acquiring  sites  had  been  alreisMly 
introduced  and  blocked  by  the  Dis- 
senters, 

Lord  HELPER  satd,  he  wished  to 
explain  that  the  Amendment  had  been 

misprinted — it  should  be  line  20. 

•The  Marquess  ok  SALISBURY 
said,  that  even  substituting  20  for  21 
would  not  make  sense  of  it. 

Lord  BELPER  said,  it  was  simply  a 

printer's  error. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

•Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY 
said,  two  things  should  be  excluded  from 
the  Bill — «ne,  theacquisitiou of  sites  bythe 
Church  of  England ;  and  the  other,  the  ac- 
quisition of  sites  for  houses  for  Dissenting 
ministers.  No  reason  had  been  given 
why  Dissenting  ministers  should  be  pro- 
vided with  residences  under  cost  price  by 
exceptional  legislation  when  the  clergy  of 
the  Church  of  England  had  not  got  so 
far — they  had  never  asked  for  it,  and 
would  not  take  it.  There  was  no  ground 
for  pretending  that  any  difference  existed 
in  obtaining  sites  either  for  chapels  or  for 
ministers'  residences  ;  most  of  them  were 
already  provided,  and  where  required 
could  be  obtained  by  private  treaty.  The 
Church  of  England  did  not  wish  to  obtain 
churches  by  compulsory  legislation  ;  for, 
althoygh  they  had  an  Act,  they  desired 
to  repeal  it.  Only  one  case  had  occurred 
iu  which  that  power  had  been  put  in 
force.  It  was  in  Birmingham.  There 
was  uo  need  to  give  it  by  this  Bill,  when 
the  Church  of  England  wished  to  have 
the  existing  Act  repealed. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  1>  line  18,  to  leave  oat  (■'  any  of  ")i 
and  leave  out  from  second  ("the")  to  end  of 
the  clause  and  insert  ("  purpose  of  parchasing  a 
site  for  a  chapel  or  place  of  <livine  worship,  oat 
not  for  any  other.")— (2H«  Zitrd  StaiUejf 
Alderlcp.') 

The  CHAIRMAN  op  COM- 
MITTEES (The  Earl  of  Moblet)  said, 
he  wished  to  point  out  that  those  words  were 
already  struck  out  of  the  clause,  and  that 
the  question  before  the  Committee  was 
the  insertion  of  the  words  proposed  by 
Lord  Belper.  If  the  noble  Lonl  wished 
to  move  an  Amendment  he  must  move  it 
on  those  words. 

•Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY 
said,  he  wouU  move  tii&t^the  iiord 
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("  church  ")  be  omitted  from  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendmeot  negatived. 

•LoBD  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY 
said,  he  would  move  to  leave  out  the 
words  ("  and  for  the  residence  of  a 
minister  officiating  in  such  place  of 
worsKip.") 

Amendment  moved. 

In  page  I,  to  leave  out  the  words  ("ami  for 
tbe  residence  of  a  minister  offidating  in  Buch 
place  of  worship.")— (r%e  Lord  Stanley  of 
Alderley.) 


Lord  BELPER  said^  he  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  not  press  that  Amend- 
ment. On  Second  Reading  be  (Lord 
Bel  per)  pointed  out  there  vf&B  a  necessity 
for  this  power  of  getting  sites  for  minis- 
ters' houses,  and  quoted  three  or  four 
cases  where  sites  had  been  refused,  and 
where,  indeed,  strong  means  had  been 
used  to  prevent  a  minister  even  getting  a 
lodging  in  the  ueighbourliood  where  he 
was  to  perform  religious  worship  for 
those  to  whom  he  ministered.  Having 
passed  the  principle  of  tbe  Bill,  he  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  not  cut  out  an 
important  part  of  it.  Sites  for  ministers' 
houses  were  included  in  the  original  Bill 
of  1873. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISpURY 
said,  nobodj  had  any  objection,  he  sup- 
posed, to  the  thing  itself  ;  but  it  was 
opening  up  such  a  strange  vista  of  future 
grants.  He  had  known  instances  where 
an  apothecary  had  not  been  able  to  get  a 
house  in  a  town.  Ought  the  apothecary 
to  have  Pariiamentary  assistance  to  get 
it  ?  He  did  not  know  upon  what  principle 
a  minister  was  to  have  the  right  above 
an  apothecary.  So  far  as  he  was 
personally  concerned,  he  would  not  offer 
opposition  on  the  present  occasion  ;  but 
he  should  like  to  look  into  the  Acts,  and 
would  reserve  the  right  of  oppositiou  to 
a  later  stage— not  because  of  any  objec- 
tion to  the  building  of  ministers'  houses, 
but  because  it  was  necessary  to  see  what 
principles  were  being  opened  up  by  the 
somewhat  novel  kind  of  legislation  on 
which  their  Lordships  were  entering. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley 


moved  in  page  I, 
leave  out  ("with 


Lord  BELPER 
lines  22  and  23,  to 
the  like  exception 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4. 

*Loso  SANDFORD  moved  to  uuerC 
that  such  sites  should  not  exceed  ons 
acre,  and  should  not  be  part  of  a  demesne 
or  pleasure  ground  attached  to  a  mauMoa 

house.  Those  words  were  in  the  prin- 
cipal Act  of  1873,  which  their  Lordships 
were  now  extending.  This  provision 
was  much  called  for.  Not  long  ago,  la 
two  iustances  within  his  knowledge, 
sites  were  demanded  for  Board  schools, 
which  were  less  couvenient  for  the 
children  than  others  which  were  offered, 
on  the  very  ground,  as  the  Inspector 
stated,  that  the  schools  would  be  an  in- 
convenience  to  the  landlord  ;  and  in  one 
of  the  cases  there  was  the  double  aonoj- 
ance  that  the  school  would  be  in  sight  ft 
both  the  landlord's  and  the  clergymao*» 
houses.  The  site  also  should  be  limited 
by  adding  "not  exceeding  one  acre," 
because  that  likewise  was  in  the  Act  of 
1873,  .and  be  saw  no  reason  why  that 
limit  should  be  extended. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  1,  line  25,  after  ('•  extend  Imert 
("  not  being  i>art  of  a  demesne  or  pleuare 
ground  attached  to  a  mansion  house.*^— (7^ 
Lord  San^ford.") 

Lord  BELPER  said,  be  thought  thst 
ample  protection  was  afforded  by  Claoae 
7,  which  directed  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  have  regard  to  the  fact  whether 
other  sites  might  not  be  obtained,  and 
whether  injury  would  be  caused  to  the 
owner  or  occupier  of  the  site.  He  con- 
sidered it  would  be  inadvisable  to  only 
mention  a  mansion  house,  because  then 
were  other  places,  such  as  business  pre- 
mises, gardens,  and  smalt  bouses,  that 
might  be  prejudiced  if  they  were  not 
also  mentioned.  Of  course,  on  the  point 
of  principle  that  objectionable  sites  sboold 
uot  be  demanded  he  quite  agreed  with 
the  uoble  Lord. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBCEY 
said,  in  the  Allotments  Act  the  tens  in? 
rather  more  extensive — that  a  Provi- 
sional Order  should  not  be  made  for 
purchasing  auy  park,  garden,  pleaaaie 
ground,  or  other  locality  required  for  the 
purpose  of  a  dwellive' Jionscl^  Those 
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aeemed  to  be  far  better  words.  It  niigbt 
be  quite  as  unpleasant  to  a  smalL  £10 
householder  as  to  a  landowner  to  have  a 
Dissenting  chapel  built  at  the  entrance 
«f  his  ganlens. 
•LoKD  SANDFORD  said,  he  sug- 
gested the  words  because  they  were 
in  the  Act  of  1873.  Oue  acre  would 
he  ample,  and  perhaps  too  much ; 
but  he  was  quite  willlug  to  adopt  the 
noble  Marqne.<3'8  stiggestiou. 

LoKD  H£RSCH£LL  said,  it  was 
hardly  possible  to  contemplate  an  acre 
being  required — Lohody  dreamt  of  that, 
and  something  much  less  would  do. 

Lord  SANDFORD  said,  the  Legis- 
lature contemplated  it  in  the  Act  of 
1873. 

Lord  HERSCHEIX  did  not  think  it 
would  do  any  harm,  but  tbouglit  tbat 
putting  in  ("au-aere")  in  a  Bill  of  this 
sort  would  rather  suggest  an  exteusive 
operation  where  it  was  not  intended. 

The  chairman  of  COM- 
MITTEES (The  Earl  of  Morley) 
suggested  that  it  would  be  better  to 
insert  this  Proviso  at  the  eud  and  take 
the  Amendment  first. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

*LoRD  SANDFORD  moved  to  insert, 
**  Providing  that  no  such  site  shall  extend 
beyond  half  au  acre." 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  1,  to  insert  ("Providing  that 
no  such  site  shall  extend  beyond  half  an 
Acre."— (The  Lord  Sandford.) 

The  LORD  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  ASD  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (The  Earl  of 
Kihberley)  said,  he  hoped  tbe  noble 
Lord  would  not  press  this  Amendment. : 
It  seemed  to  be  open  to  great  objectiou, 
because,  it  would  become  to  be  thought 
that  an  acre  was  always  to  btf  granted  in 
these  cases ;  and  it  was  not  to  be 
supposed  that  a  far  larger  piece  of  land 
was  to  bo  given  thau  was  necessary  for 
the  purpose.  It  would  be  much  better 
to  leave  that  out. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  5. 

Lord  BELPER  moved,  in  page  2, 
line  5,  after  (*'  district ")  insert  ("  on  the 
largest  available  scale  *'). 

Amendment  agreed  to* 


•Lord  GRIMTHORPE  said,  he  wished 
to  move,  in  line  8,  to  leave  out  that  the 
uotice  or  requisition  must  ("purport  to") 
be  signed  by  not  less  thau  20  inhabitants. 
Otherwise,  anybody  might  get  up  what 
he  cliose  to  call  a  requisition  signed  hy 
20  people,  who  need  only  be  dei'cribed  as 
householders  in  order  to  put  the  machinery 
in  action.  The  persou  ou  whom  the 
uotice  was  served  might  be  some  quiet 
individual  who  had  a  horror  of  litigation, 
and,  rather  thau  fight,  would  allow  him- 
self to  be  turued  out  of  bis  premises  upon 
a  notice  purporting  to  be  signed.'*) 
Some  security  ought  to,  at auyrate,  be  given 
that  the  signatures  were  oon&  JidCy  and 
the  people  what  they  pretended  to  be. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  2,  line  8, 
leave  out  ("purport  to.") — {The  Lord 

Grimthorpe.) 

Lord  BELPER  explained  that  the 
reason  for  these  words  appearing  in  the 
Bill  was  to  prevent  any  teehuicalafailure 
wliich  might  occur  if  it  was  incumbent 
on  the  Local  Government  Board  Inspector 
to  verify  every  signature,  and  in  case 
anydne  had  gone  away  or  died,  or  of  any 
other  difficulty  occurring  to  invalidate 
the  requisition.  That  was  the  sole  object 
of  the  clause.  Probably  the  difficulty 
would  be  met  by  Clause  II. 
•Lord  GRIMTHORPE  said,  they 
must  consider  the  use  that  might  be  mude 
of  it,  and  the  noble  Lord  had  not 
attempted  to  say  anything  about  that. 
There  was  a  great  contrast  between 
this  and  other  cases  of  compulsory  pur- 
chase by  public  Bodies  with  funds  of  their 
own,  or  where  people  had  to  show  their 
bona  fides  by  depositing  money  and  other- 
wise. Here  power  was  giveu  to  put 
innocent  people  to  great  trouble  and  ex- 
pense at  the  instance  of  some  active 
busybody  who  chose  to  go  about  getting 
signatures. 

The  Earl  of  SELBORNE  said,  he 
did  not  appreciate  Lord  Helper's  objec- 
tion, because  the  lltb  clause  would 
point  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Local 
Government  Board  would  act  reasonably 
in  the  case.  If  anybody  objectetl  tliat 
the  signatures  were  not  what  they  ought 
to  be,  of  course  the  Local  Government 
Board  would  look  into  it ;  hut  with  the 
words  ("purport  to  be  signed  ")  left  in 
it  would  be  sufficient  if  all  the  signatures 
to  the  requisition  were  forged.  Those 
words  ought  certainly  to  he  oniitted. 
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Lord  BELFEB  said,  he  would  not 
press  for  their  retention  after  what  the 
nobie  Earl  had  said. 

Amendmeat  agreed  to. 

•Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  he  would  move  to  substitute  one 
instead  of  two  miles  radius  of  the  site 
within  which  the  householder  signa- 
tories must  reside.  In  many  places 
such  a  provision  would  give  an  oppor- 
tunity of  meddling  to  people  at  a  greater 
distance  than  there  was  any  reason  for. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  2,  line  10, 
leave  out  ("two")  and  insert  ("one.") — 
(  The  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderlejf.) 

Lord  BELPER  said,  he  did  not 
think  any  good  purpose  would  he  gained 
by  the  substitution  of  one  mile  for  two. 
Originally  the  Bill  applied  to  parishes 
and  adjoining  parishes  ;  but,  owing  to 
their  size,  that  was  thought  too  vague, 
and  aft^r  consultation  this  was  inserted. 
One  mile,  it  was  obvious,  would  not,  in 
many  cases,  be  sufficient  to  cover  the 
ground  to  which  the  church  or  chapel 
applied  ;  and  many  requisitionists  for  a 
place  of  worship  might  live  more  than 
one  mile  from  the  proposed  site.  This 
Proviso  as  to  distance  only  applied  to 
requisitionists,  and  had  really  nothing 
to  do  with  wliat  afterwards  look  place. 

The  Earl  of  CRANBROOK  said, 
he  wished  to  point  out  the  greut  difference 
between  populous  places  and  country  dis- 
tricts. In  the  former  a  radius  of  two 
miles  was  an  enormous  disiance  for 
obtainiDg  signatures,  while  in  country 
phtees  there  might  be  no  objection 
whatever. 

Amendment  negatived. 

•Lord  GRIMTHORPE  said,  he 
wished  to  move,  in  the  same  clause,  an 
Amendment  to  the  effect  that  every  per- 
son signing  therequisitionshould  thereby 
become  liable  to  the  owners,  lessees,  and 
occupiers  on  whom  it  was  served  for 
all  costs  an<l  expenses  which  they  might 
reasonably  incur  in  conseqaence  thereof. 
He  said  that  his  object  was  to  secure  to 
the  jperBon  whose  land  was  required  that 
bona  Jide  persons,  worth  powder  an*! 
shot,  were  making  the  application,  and 
that  those  who  signed  the  requisition 
should  be  made  to  feel  that  they  were 
incurring  some  responsibility.  He 
wanted  to  prevent  people  going  round 


and  getting  signatures  without  difficulty 
from  persons  who  might  probably  be 
selected  because  they  were  insf^vent. 
Considerable  cost  might  be  incnrred 
before  a  Provisional  Order  was  obtained; 
and  it  might  not  be  even  sanctioned  hj 
the  Local  Government  Board,  and  bodk 
security  ought  to  be  given  that  that  ex- 
pense should  not  be  incurred  at  the 
instance  nf  irresponsible  people. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  line  11,  after  ("site")  insert— ("And 
every  iwrson  signing  the  requisition  sludl 
thereby  become  Uable  to  the  owners,  leatees, 
Rnd  occupiers  on  whom  it  is  served  for  all  coitg 
and  expenses  whicb  they  may  reasonably  incur 
in  consequence  thereof."^— Lard  Grim- 
thorpe.) 

Lord  BELPER  said,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord's  Amendment  referred 
only  to  the  requisition  to  .the  landowner, 
to  be  signed  by  the  people  in  the 
neighbourhood,  showing  that  a  cbapel 
was  wanted.  It  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  memorial  to  be  sent  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board.  It  was  diflBcult  to  see 
what  trouble  there  could  be  in  conoection 
with  the  requisition  beyond  the  land- 
owner having  possibly  to  consult  his 
agent— certainly  there  could  be  no  ei- 
peuditure.  If  poor  people  who  might  be 
asked  to  sign  a  pap^  supposed  they  were 
to  be  made  answerable  for  expenses  in- 
curred afterwards  they  would  not  be 
inclined  to  sign  it  at  all ;  and  if  snch  a 
peualty  were  to  be  imposed  in  connection 
with  tite  requisition  to  the  landlord  sig- 
uatures  woidd  not  be  obtained  from  poor 
people. 

•Lord  GRI  MT  HO  R  PE  said,  he 
wanted  to  preTent  such  a  class  of  people 
from  having  auything  to  do  with  the 
matter,  and  to  provide  that  those  who 
had  any  connection  with  it  should  be 
bona  fide.  ^  * 

Lord  H'eRSCHELL  said,  no  such 
protection,  surely,  was  needed  for  the 
mere  purpose  of  the  requisition.  He 
could  understand  the  point  being  rweed 
if  it  related  to  the  memorial  on  the  sub- 
sequent proceedings  ;  but  this  was  merely 
to  inform  the  landlord  that  the  want 
existed.  .What  expense  would  tut 
necessitate  ?  To  tell  people  that  they 
might  become  liable  for  all  costs  and 
expenses  would  simply  frighten  them 
without  doing  good  to  anybody.  Any 
costs  and  expenses  must  be  tot 
trifling.  . 
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The  Marqcess  of  SALISBURY 
said,  he  did  uot  think  thatall  people  looked 
on  costs  and  expenses  with  the  same 
kind  of  philosophy  as  the  noble  and 
learned  X^rd.  In  country  places  the 
effect  would  -probably  be  that  the  Bill 
would  nerer  come  into  operation  at  all, 
and  20  men  would  never  be  got  to  sign. 
He  should  feel  very  strongly  the  force  of 
the  objection  as  regards  the  memorial ; 
but  he  thought  it  should  not  apply  to 
incurring  merely  uomiual  expense. 

A  noble  Lord  said,  he  would  pro- 
pose, if  necessary,  to  add  the  words  "  iu- 
euired  merely  for  their  own  couveni- 
ence.** 

•Lord  GBIMTHOPE  said,  he  thought 
the  noble  Marquesses  suggestion  was 
best,  that  something  of  the  kind  should 
be  inserted  iu  a  later  clause  in  reference 
to  the  memorial. 

Amendment  negatived. 

The  Earl  of  SELBORNE  moved, 
after  ("Schedule")  to  insert  (''A,")  as  he 
proposed  to  move  the  addition  of  another 
Schedule.  The  alteration  was  necessary 
now,  as  no  one  would  have  the  right  to 
alter  a  formal  clause  which  had  passeil 
through  Committee.  The  addition  could 
do  no  harm  even  should  their  Loi^shipa 
not  adopt  the  second  Schedule. 

Amendment  moved,  iupage  2,  line  II, 
after  ("Schedule")  insert  («(A.)").— 
{The  Earl  of  Selbornc.) 

The  Eakl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
thought  this  would  be  very  inconvenient, 
for  if  ("  A.")  were  inserted  the  Amend- 
ment might  have  to  be  discussed  after- 
wards qnite  unnecessarily.  If  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  carried  bis  second 
Schedule  it  could  then  be  pnt  iu. 

The  Earl  op  SELBORNE  said,  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  insertion  of 
(*'  A  ")  would  be  perfectly  rational  even 
if  there  were  no  ("  B  "). 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
he  was  informed  that  it  would  be  put  in 
by  the  Clerk  of  the  House. 

The  Earl  of  SELBORNE  said,  in 
Uiat  case  he  would  not  move  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

The  Eabl  op  CRANBROOK  said, 
he  desired  to  call  attention  to  the 
Proviso  that  a  plan  should  be  pro- 


duced withont  anything  being  said 
about  architectural  design.  It  ■am  uot 
unreasonable  that  an  owner  should 
know  what  kind  of  building  was 
going  to  be  erected  on  the  land.  Even 
in  country  districts  it  might  considerably 
affect  the  attitude  of  a  landowner  if  he 
saw  that  au  lesthetic  building  was  to 
be  put  up  instead  of  those  obnoxious 
buildiugs  which  everyone  was  familiar 
with. 

Lord  BELPEB  said,  he  quite  saw 
the  point  of  the  suggestian.  This  clause 
only  referred,  however,  to  the  requisitiou. 
Probably  the  Local  Government  Board 
would  consider  that. 

The  Earl  op  CRANBROOK  said, 
he  wanted  to  avoid  having  to  go  to  the 
Local  Government  Board.  If  an  owner 
saw  that  a  suitable  building  was  going  to 
be  erected,  he  might  not  have  the  same 
objection  as  if  au  ugly  building  was 
going  to  be  put  on  the  land. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  it  was  not 
until  six  mouths  after  the  requisition  was 
sent  in  that  application  was  to  be  made 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  ;  and, 
therefore,  there  would  be  plenty  of  time 
for  the  landowner  to  consider  whether  he 
would  give  his  consent  or  not. 

Lord  BELPER  said,  he  would  cer- 
tainly consider  that  point. 

Clause,  as  ameuded,  agreed  to. 

ClAuse  6. 

•Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLET 
said,  he  had  an  Amendment  on  this 
clause  which,  if    Lord  Grimthorpe*8 

Amendment  was  adopted,  would  not  be 
necessary.  The  question  was,  who 
should  be  responsible  for  the  costs — 
those  who  signed  the  requisition,  or  those 
who  signed  the  subsequent  memorial  ? 
If  the  latter,  two  men  of  straw  might  bo 
put  up  to  sign  it. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  l,line  16, 
to  leave  out  ("  any  two  or  more  of.")— 
(TAe  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley.) 

Lord  BELPER  said,  he  understood 
the  Amendment  to  mean  that  the  whole 
of  the  requisitionists  should  sign  the 
memorial ;  but  some  of  them  might  have 
left  the  neighbourhood  or  have  died 
before  the  six  months  elapsed,  while,  as 
the  clause  stood,  two  of  them  might  sign 
it. 

Amendment  negatived. 
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Thb  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN 
asked  whether  the  clause  should  not  be 
altered  by  the  insertion  of  words  to  make 
the  signatories  of  the  memorial  respon- 
sible for  the  necessary  expenses. 

Lord  BELFER  suggested  that  that 
might  be  considered  at  a  later  stage. 

Lord  HALSBURY  asked  whether 
it  would  not  be  reasonable  that  there 
should  be  some  security  in  reference  to 
persons  presenting  the  memorial,  not 
being  necessarily  those  who  had  signed 
the  requisition  ?  He  appreciated  tlie 
object  on  that  some  might  have  left  the 
district  or  died  ;  but,  surely,  some  addi- 
tional security  of  bona  Jides  should  be 
gireu.  He  would  movetlua  in  Standing 
Committee,  unless  the  uoble  Lord  would 
take  notice  of  that  reasonable  requirement 
that  someone  beyond  the  two  persoos 
mentioned  should  be  responsible. 

Lord  BELPEK  said,  be  would  con- 
sider tiie  point. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  7. 

The  Earl  ok  SELBORNE  said,  it 
was  at  least  as  desirable  that  the  form  of 
Order  to  be  made  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  us  the  form  of  requisition 
should  be  the  subject  of  a  Schedule.  lie 
thought  some  form  of  Order  should  be 
prescribed  by  the  Act. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  2,  after  line  30,  to  add — C"  -An  order 
made  under  this  Act  shall  be  in  the  form  con- 
tained in  the  Schedule  (6.)  to  this  Act.")— <77ip 
Had  ifSelborae.j 

Lord  MONKSWELL  said,  the  Local 
Government  Board  considered  a  second 
Schedule  quite  unnecessary.  It  was  not 
nsual,  iu  matters  of  this  kind,  that  the 
Local  Government  Board  should  be  told 
what  form  they  should  adopt ;  and 
they  thought  it  ought  to  bo  left  to 
them. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Lord  BELPER  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment  to  give  further  directions  to 
the  Local  Government  Board  as  to  the 
chief  circumstances  which  they  were  to 
regard  in  determining  upon  the  memorial. 
This  was  desirable  after  the  criticisms 
made  on  Second  Reading  in  reference  to 
accommodation  already  arailable  in  the 
neighbourhood.  It  was  clearly  some- 
what difficult  to  say  within  what  dis- 
tance that  accommodation  was  recognised. 
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He  had,  therefore,  adopted  the  words  **i 

reasonable  distance." 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  2  line  33,  after  including  ")  toin- 
Sert  ("  the  accommodation  already  araiUUe 
within  a  reasonable  distance  Coe  religioiu  wot. 
ship  for  members  of  the  samedeaomioation.")— 

(_The  Lord  Bi-lper.') 

•The  Marquess   of  SALISBURY 
asked  was  that  quite  sufficient,  bccaase 
it  said  nothing  of  the  numbers  of  the 
denomination  ?    Surely  there  should  be 
some  reference  to  the  number  of  persons 
requiring  the  intervention  of  Parliament 
to  give  them  this  special  accommodation. 
Their  Lordships  w«uld  not,  for  10  or  20 
persons,  allow  these  powers  to  be  set  to 
work.    This  Bill  was  to  remedy  eases 
of  genuine  grievance.    He  did  not  pro- 
pose to  move  an  Amendment  then  ;  bnt 
he  thought  the  matter  should  be  regarded 
iu  Standing  Committee.    He  would  also 
point  out  that  the  words  at  the  end  of 
the  clause  as  to  undue  injury  caused  to 
other     property    owned,    leased,  <x 
occupied  by  the  o^vner,  lessee,  or  occu- 
pier would  require  some  alteration.  He 
did  not  see  why  adjacent  owners  were 
not  to  be  protected. 
Amendment  agreed  to. 

•LoED  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  he  wished  to  move  to  onut  the 
word  ("  undue")  where  injury  w» 
done  to  property.  Objection  was  made  on 
Second  Reading  that  this  might  lead  to 
difficulty.  The  word  "  undue  was  one 
the  most  honest  in  the  Bill,  since  due 
injury  referred  to  the  hideonsness  of 
chapels,  and  undue  would  mean  addi- 
tional injury. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  2,  line 
34,  leave  out  ("  uudue.")-~(TAe  Lord 
Stanley  of  Alderlty.) 

The  Marqi-esa  of  SALISBURY 
said,  he  did  not  know  what  ("undue  in- 
jury ")  meant. 

Lord  BELPER  said,  the  point  was 
whether  the  Local  Government  Board 
were  to  be  directed  to  refuse  to  sanction 
a  scheme  which  would  cause  undue  or 
unnecessary  injury  ?  Of  course,  any  in- 
jury must  be  considered.  In  some  cases 
a  slight  injnry  might  be  done  to  the 
general  appearance  of  an  estate,  and  that 
would  be  an  element  to  some  extent  to 
be  considered ;  but  a  slight  injuiy  of 
that  kind  ought  not  to  alwolntely  debar 
the  Local  Govemme  nt  Board  from  givii^ 
permission.     Their    Lordships  aboald 
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leave  it  to  the  discretion  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  take  into  considera- 
tion what  injury  was  done  by  taking  the 

property. 

•Lord  GRIMTHORPE  said,  there 
was  no  such  tbiug  as  undue  injury  iu  any 
of  the  compulsory  Acts.  Provision  was 
made  in  the  Acts  where  property  was  io- 
jurioualy  afl'ecteil  ;  but  it  had  never  been 
held  that  a  man  could  not  recover  com- 
pensation because  the  injury  done  was, 
in  somebody's  else's  opiuion,  more  or 
less  undue. 

LoBD  HERSCHELL  said,  he  would 
remind  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  that 
property  could  be  taken  for  public  pur- 
poses, however  due  or  undue  the  injury 
might  be.  Of  course,  the  owner  must 
be  compensated.  This  provision  was 
ooly  iu  case  of  undue  iujury,  and  theu  a 
refusal  might  be  given  altogether  to 
allow  the  building. 

Lord  HALSBURY  said,  he  must 
press  for  an  explanation  of  undue  in 
the  interest  of  Judges  who  might  here- 
after have  to  consider  the  point. 

Earl  CADOGAN  said,  he  wished  to 
askf  if  nobody  could  give  an  explanation 
of  what  ("  undue  injury  ")  was,  whether 
their  Lordships  could  be  informed  what 
due  iujury  might  be  ? 

The  Eahl  of  SELBORNE  said,  be 
quite  agreed  in  the  criticism  made.  All 
iujury  was  undue,  having  regard  to 
previous  riglits ;  and  what  might  be 
reasonable,  looking  to  the  intention  of 
the  Bill,  would  be  very  difficult  to  define. 
He  could  imagine  no  worse  word  for  the 
purpose  than  this,  and  the  reasons  for 
leaving  It  out  seemed  to  preponderate. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

•Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
moved  to  add  to  the  clause  property 
adjacent  to  the  site  which  might  be 
injured.  Otherwise  rival  chapels  might 
he  built,  and  an  adjacent  owner  would 
have  reason  to  complain  of  the  erection 
of  the  Salvation  Army  Chapel. 

Amendment  moved,  at  end  of  clause, 
to  insert  ("  or  to  other  property  adjacent 
to  the  site.") — {The  Lord  Stanley  of 
Alderley.) 

•The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY 
asked  whether  it  was  necessary  to  put 
in  these  words  ?  What  the  noble-Lord 
wished  to  do  was  to  take  into  considera- 
tion whether  injury  should  be  caused  to 
other  property  or  not,  and  the  clause 


might  be  left  as  it  was.  It  was  not  a 
question  of  imposing  obligations — it 
was  simply  a  matter  which  the  Board 
were  to  consider. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Further  amendment  proposed, 

At  end  of  clause  to  leave  out  the  words 
"owned,  leased,  or  occupied  by  the  owner, 
lessee,  or  occupier  of  the  site." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  8. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  2,  1iae39,  leare  out  from  ("deter- 
mined ")  to  the  end  of  the  clause,  and  insert 
("  in  acconlance  with  the  prorisioDs  of  the  Luids 
Olauees  Consolidation  Aut,  1846,  and  the  Acts 
amending  the  same,  with  respect  to  the  par- 
chase  and  taking  of  land  otherwise  than  by 
agreement.") — (The  Lord  inanity  of  Alderley.") 

Lord  BELPER  said,  he  had  stated 
in  answer  to  Lord  Halsbury,  before  the 
House  went  into  Committee,  the  reason 
why  the  lAuds  Clauses  Act  had  been 
left  out  of  the  Bill — that  very  small  sums 
of  money  were  likely  to  be  dealt  with  ; 
and  it  was  felt  that  poor  people  asking  for 
a  small  site  and  paying  very  small 
amounts  of  purchase  money  should  not 
be  brought  under  the  cumbrous  aud 
expensive  machinery  of  that  Act.  It 
was  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Arbitration  Act  of  1889.  He  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  not  insert  the 
Amendment. 

Lord  HALSBURY  said,  the  noble 
Lord  was  under  some  misapprehension. 
As  it  stood,  the  section  as  to  arbitration 
in  the  Act  was  simply  in  skeleton.  It 
gave  no  ambit  of  inquiry  to  the  arbitra- 
tors— that  had  to  be  settled  by  the  par- 
ties. All  they  would  have  to  inquire  was 
the  price  of  the  land.  All  those  circum- 
stances which  would  be  open  for  inquiry 
under  the  Lands  Clauses  Act  would  not 
be  open  here  at  all.  There  were  no  pro- 
visions on  the  subject ;  and,  therefore, 
either  the  provisious  of  that  Act  or  some 
equivalent  provisions  should  be  inserted. 
Unless  Lonl  Belper  could  see  his  way  to 
that  he  should  support  the  Amendment. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  he  could 
not  see  the  necessity  for  inserting  all  the 
machinery  of  the  Lauds  Clauses  Act  pro- 
viding for  notices  to  be  given  for  the 
choice  of  a  jury  or  arbitration  and  other 
things,  because  this  would  really  be  the 
most  simple  matter  in  the  world.  The 
Arbitration  Act  provided  the  necessary 
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machinery,  and  as  to  how  the  matter  was 
to  be  determined.  The  Lands  Clauses 
Act  dealt  with  all  sorts  of  large  matters ; 
but  this  Bill  was  for  acquirtug  small 
sites  at  small  expense  under  the  sanction 
of  the  Local  Government  Board.  What 
more  could  be  demanded  than  the  amouut 
to  be  paid  for  the  site  ?  That  pro- 
vided for»  all  that  was  necessary  had  been 
doue. 

LoKD  HALSBURY  pointed  out  that 
in  the  Allotments  Act  a  similar  mea- 
sure— the  Lands  Clauses  Act — was  in- 
volved. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  AND  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (The  Earl  of 
Kimberley)  said,  lie  was  only  too  well 
aware  of  that,  and  there  was  a  growing 
feeling  on  the  poiut,  as  was  known  to 
everybody  interested  iu  allotments.  A 
case  had  occurred  in  his  own  conaty, 
where  a  prodigious  sum  had  to  be  paid 
for  balf-an-aci«  of  land.  Many  people 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was 
absolutely  impossible  to  put  the  com- 
pulsory powers  in  force  on  account  of  the 
enormous  expense  entailed  by  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Lands  Clauses  Act.  If 
their  Lordships  were  determined  to 
upset  this  Bill  they  could  not  adopt  a 
surer  method  of  doing  it  than  to  insert 
the  Lands  Clauses  Act. 
•The  Makqcess  or  SALISBURY 
suggested  that  it  was  not  merely  allot- 
ments they  were  dealing  with,  but 
matters  of  far  greater  value.  Supposing, 
for  instance,  the  Roman  Catliolics — who, 
he  believed,  were  very  badly  provided 
with  sites — should  wish  for  a  site  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  London,  and  wanted  a 
quarter  of  an  acre  for  that  purpose,  a 
large  sum  of  money  would  be  dealt  with, 
and  that  conld  not  be  done  in  the  sum- 
mary manner  contemplated  by  the  noble 
Lord.  And  it  was  not  only  the  lai^geneas 
of  the  sum  ;  but  there  were  questions  of 
lightB  and  tenures  to  be  dealt  with. 
Their  Lordships  had  every  desire  that 
this  Bill  should  work  ;  but  they  could 
not  on  that  ground  disregard  rights 
which  for  60  years  had  been  secured  in 
every  case  whore  land  had  been  taken 
compulsorily. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
^  that  Clause  9  provided  for  the  distribu- 
'  tion  of  the  money  aud  for  its  proper  ap- 
plication.   No  doubt,  there  were  some 
sites  of  great  value ;  but  if  their  Lord- 

Lord  HerMchell 


ships  desired  that  people  should  take 
advantage  of  the  Bill  the  introduction  of 
the  Lands  Clauses  Act  was  a  matter  of 
enormous  importance.  If  it  must  be  in- 
troduced as  a  kind  of  Ark  of  Salvation, 
let  it  be  introduced  ;  but  he  warned  the 
House  that  it  would  put  an  end  to  the 
Bill. 

•The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY 
said,  he  could  not  see  why  an  arbitration 
under  the  Lands  Clauses  Act  sfaonld 
cost  more  than  an  arbitratiou  under  the 
General  Arbitration  Act.  It  would  sot 
do  to  say  that  there  might  be  no  con- 
siderable sums  to  be  dealt  with  in  these 
cases  ;  and  it  was  a  very  strong  thing 
to  say  they  were  not  only  to  give  com- 
pulsory powers  in  these  eases,  but  to  give 
them  with  less  protection  to  owners  of 
property  than  in  all  other  cases.  He 
could  not  see  the  consistency  of  objecting 
to  the  adoption  of  the  ordinary  form. 

LoKD  HALSBURY  said,  he  wished 
to  know,  before  they  went  further, 
whether  Lord  Belper  would  consent  to 
introduce  some  equivalent  clause  in  refer- 
ence to  compensation  for  settlements, 
compensation  for  injuriously  affecting 
adjoining  lands  and  otherwise,  because 
that  would  very  much  determine  his  vote  ? 
This  was  simply  a  question  of  taking 
the  land  and  as  to  the  value  of  that  land 
per  se  without  regardii^  any  rights  or 
tenures  whatever. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  he  did  sot 
so  read  it.  The  purchase  money  was  to 
be  paid  as  compensation  for  the  sale  ;  and 
full  compensation  was  paid  for  what  wm 
got  to  the  persons  from  whom  it  was 
obtained. 

Lord  BELPER  said,  he  had  no  wish 
that  the  land  should  be  taken  without 
proper  compensation  being  paid.  He 
had  explained  that  the  sole  object  of  not 
putting  in  the  Lands  Clauses  Act  was  to 
prevent  large  expenditure  iu  small  cases. 
He  would  he  happy  to  consider  whether 
words  could  be  introduced  to  meet  the 
objection  raised ;  but  he  hoped  tbdr 
Lordships  would  not  insert  the  LaocU 
Clauses  Act. 

Lord  HALSBURY  said,  he  hoped 
that  the  Amendment  would  not  be 
pressed  to  a  Division. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Lord  HALSBURY  said,  he  under- 
stood the  Amendment  was  withdrawn  on 
the  understanding,  in  answer  to  die 
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appeal  of  the  noble  Earl,  that  some  words 
wonld  be  inserted  in  Standing  Com- 
mittee upon  the  subject. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
he  had  not  responded  to  the  appeal, 
which  he  thought  ought  to  hare  been 
made  to  the  noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the 
Bill. 

Lord  BELFEB  said,  he  had  expressed 
his  willingness  to  consider  whether  the 
.clause,  as  it  stood,  properly  met  the 
objection  raised  that  certain  damage 
might  not  be  compensated  for.  He  had 
not  nndertakeu  to  bring  up  any  words 
whatever  in  Committee,  but  would  con- 
aider  the  point. 
•The  Mabqubss  op  SALISBURY 
said,  if  the  noble  Lord  should  be  nnable 
to  find  aiiy  clause  that  would  give 
adequate  security  it  would  be  open  to 
their  Lordships  to  make  the  amendment 
at  a  later  stage. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  of  SELBORNE  said,  he 
desired  to  submit  to  tlieir  Lordships,  after 
Clause  8,  the  insertion  of  a  new  clause 
providing  that  within  three  months  of 
the  commencement  of  a  Parliamentary 
Session  a  Bill  should  be  introduced  to 
confirm  any  Order  made  under  the  Act 
setting  forth  the  Order  in  a  Schedule, 
and  providing  that  if  petitioned  against 
the  matter  should  be  r^erred  to  a  Select 
Committee.  This,  with  a  very  slight 
verbal  Amendment,  was  the  same  as  that 
moved  io  Standing  Committee  in  the 
House  of  Commons  and  rejected  only  by  a 
majority  of  4,  the  votes  being  16  to  20. 
The  object  was  that  the  Order  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  should  not  take 
effect  until  confirmed  as  a.  Provisional 
Order  or  by  Act  of  ParliameDt,  and 
giving  the  opportunity  to  those  in- 
terested of  petitioning  against  it  in  the 
meantime,  the  Petitioners  being  allowed 
to  appeu-  and  oppose  before  a  Select 
Committee,  as  in  the  case  of  Private 
Bills,  and  the  persons  subscribing  the 
Memorial  to  be  deemed  the  promoters. 
The  Committee  would,  of  course,  take 
into  consideration  whether  the  circum- 
stances justified  the  opposition  to  the 
Bill,  atid  award  costs  accordiugly.  The 
reasons  in  favour  of  the  clause  were,  first, 
that  it  was  iu  accordance  with  precedent 
in  cases  where  the  public  interest  was 
ooDcemed.  A  clause  was  contained  iu 
the  Elementary  Education  Act  of  1870 
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similar  to  this  as  regarded  acquiring  sites 
for  Board  schools,  aud  there  it  was  pro- 
vided that  no  Order  so  made  should  be 
valid  unless  confirmed  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  the  Edueatiou  Department 
might  obtain  such  coufirmation.  That 
in  substance  was  the  same  thing  as  he 
now  proposed.  The  compulsory  powers 
under  the  Public  Health  Act,  1875,  and 
the  Allotments  Act,  1887,  were  all  sub- 
ject to  confirmation  iu  the  same  way. 
It  was  a  very  serious  thing  to  depart 
from  that  course,  and,  in  effect,  to  give 
a  Government  Department  compulsory 
powers  without  appeal  for  taking  land. 
The  more  the  purpose  in  view  deviated 
from  a  public  purpose  the  stronger  the 
objection  appeared  to  be.  No  doubt  at 
the  head  of  Government  Departments 
there  would  always  be  men  <^iroa8  of 
doing  their  duty  as  they  ought ;  but, 
nevertheless,  it  was  most  objectionable 
to  give  such  powers  to  a  Government 
Department  without  appeal.  He  could 
not  admit  that  rights  which  required  com- 
pulsorypowers  to  interfere  with  them  ought 
to  be  treated  more  ligl>tly  in  this  than  in 
other  cases  merely  for  the  purpose  of 
cheapening  the  process.  The  proposed 
clause  would  effectually  discourage  any 
vexatious  or  unreasonable  opposition 
to  a  Bill  which  would,  of  course,  be 
promoted  at  the  public  expense,  and  not 
at  tlie  private  expense  of  the  Petitioners 
for  the  Order,  because  the  Committee 
would  take  into  cousideration  the  circum- 
stances justifying  the  opposition  and 
give  costs  accordingly.  That  would  be 
sufficient  to  deter  auy  unreasonable  use 
of  the  power  of  opposition  to  the  Pro- 
visional Order,  which  there  was  no  reason 
to  suppose  wonld  frequently  occur. 

Amendment  moved, 

After  Clause  8,  to  insert  new  claase — "  The 
Local  Government  Boud  eball,  within  three 
calendar  moothg  from  the  beginning  of  the 
Scflsion  of  Parliament  in  any  year,  cause  to 
be  introilucefl  into  either  House  of  Parlinment 
H  Bill  for  the  confirmntion  of  any  Order  made 
by  them  under  this  Act :  and  the  Order  to  be 
coD&rmed  shall  be  set  out  at  length  in  a  sche- 
dule to  the  Bill ;  and,  nntil  confirmed  by  Act 
of  Parliament,  an  Order  under  this  Act  shall 
have  no  force  or  effect. 

'■  It  any  Petition  is  presented  by  any  person 
intereEtcd  to  either  House  of  Parliament  against 
any  Onler  made  under  this  Act  during  khe  pro- 
gress through  Parliament  of  the  Bill  for  con- 
firming the  same,  and  !x;fore  such  Bill  shall 
have  been  committed,  the  BilL  so  far  as  relates 
to  such  Order,  shall  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  the  Petitioners  shall  be  allowed  to 


{20JUSE  1893] 


Digitized  by 


1451         Place*  of  Worship 

appear  ami  oppose  as  In  the  case  of  FrlTate 
Bills ;  and  the  persons  whose  names  shall  be 

subscribed  to  the  Memorial  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  tlie  promoters.  Tlie  Committee  shall  take 
into  consideration  the  circumstances  under 
which  such  up)>o»ition  is  made  to  the  Bill,  and 
whether  such  opposition  was  or  was  not  justified 
by  the  circumstanceR ;  and  shall  nvd'ard  costs 
aceonlinfrly,  to  be  paid  by  the  promoters  or  the 
<Hi|ionent  of  the  Bill,  as  the  Committee  may 
think  just."— (TO^t  Earl  if  Selhorne.') 

•Lord  MONKSWELL  saUl  that,  in 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Local  Goverumeut 
Board,  if  the  principle  of  the  noble  Earl's 
Anieudmeut  was  accepted,  the  proper 
•way  would  be  to  provide  that 
the  Orders  under  the  Bill  should 
be  made  provisional  until  they  were  con- 
firmed by  Act  of  ParliameDt.  It  would» 
however,  be  iuconvenieiit  to  require  the 
Orders  to  be  confirmed  by  Parliament 
within  three  calendar  moutlis  from  the 
beginning  of  the  Session,  because  at  the 
present  if  rarliameiit  met  tn  November 
the  time  wns  extended  to  May,  whereas 
the  noble  Enrl's  Amendment  would  make 
it  extend  only  to  February.  Section 
297  of  the  Public  Health  Act  would  be 
applicable.  Ho  did  not  know'  exactly 
how  is  should  be  drafteil. 

The  Eakl  of  SELBORNE  said,  he 
thought  it  would  do  as  it  stood. 

Loud  REBSCHELL  said,  that  was 
supposing  the  principle  of  the  Amend- 
ment were  accepted  ;  but  he  ventured  to 
think  that  it  was  not  really  necessary  to 
insert  it.  He  could  not  share  in  the 
alarm  the  noble  Earl  expressed  lest  a 
Public  Department,  acting  in  the  full 
light  of  day,  should  not  really  de.-!!  with 
these  matters  justly  and  properly.  In 
truth,  these  proceedings  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament where  opposition  occurred  were 
enormously  expensive.  It  was  all  very 
well  to  say  that  the  Committee  might 
award  costs,  but  that  would  not  put 
back  into  people^e  pockets  the  money 
they  had  expended  in  promoting  a  pro- 
ceeding of  this  sort,  even  should  the 
Committee  consider  the  opposition  un- 
reasonable. Such  a  clause  would  cer- 
tainly deter  people  from  having  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  provisions  of  tlie 
Bill  at  all.  Some  landlords  might  be  of 
a  litigious  disposition,  and  be  willing  to 
spend  a  cousiderable  sum  in  opposing 
the  measure  in  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  so  put  the  parties  to  great  ex- 
pense. In  that  case  ihey  would  have  to 
bear  a  ruinous  amount  of  costs.  It  was 
quite  true  the  practice  had  been  to 

The  Earl  oj  Selbome 
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vide  for  the  confirmation  of  these  Orden 
by  Act  of  Parliament ;  but  it  wm 
worthy  of  cousideratiou  whether  that 
was  essential  in  all  cases,  and  whether 
a  matter  of  this  kind  might  not  be  left  to 
a  Public  Department  which  would  in- 
quire into  all  the  circumstances. 

The  Earl  op  CRANBBOOK  asked, 
whether  the  Local  Government  Board 
proposed  that  in  all  cases  confirmatioa 
should  be  given  by  Act  of  Parliameut  ? 
•Lord  MONKSWELL  said,  do.  His 
previous  observation  merely  wentto  this : 
that  if  there  should  be  confirmation  by 
Act  of  Parliament,  it  should  be  uudea-  a 
clause  differently  drafted  from  that  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  and  learned  Earl. 

The  Earl  of  CRANBROOK  said, 
that  if  tlieir  Lordships  thought  an  Act 
of  Parliament  was  preferable,  it  was 
desirable  they  should  have  the  nutur 
fuUy  before  them,  so  that  they  might 
decide  this  point. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
the  question  was  one  of  opinion,  in  the 
first  place,  whether  or  not  these  purchases 
should  be  confirmed  by  Provisional 
Order.  The  wonling  of  the  clause  was 
quite  immaterial,  the  first  question 
being  whether  a  Provisional  Order 
should  be  required  at  all. 

The  Earl  of  SELBORNE  said,  he 
quite  agreed  with  the  noble  Earl.  Hevu 
willing  to  strike  out  from  bis  Amendment 
the  words  "  three  calendar  months  from 
the  beginning  of  a  Session  of  Parliament " 
in  any  year.  Subject  to  that,  the  clause 
was  admitted  by  his  noble  Friend 
to  be  a  better  form.  If  the  House  should 
adopt  it,  it  might,  of  course,  be  improved 
at  a  later  stage  ;  and  he  thought  a 
Division  might  properly  be  taken  upon  it 
now.  It  looked  very  much  as  if  the 
practice  of  obtaining  Provisional  Orders 
was  to  be  gradually  superseded  bygiring 
compulsory  powera  to  the  Local  Govoth 
ment  Board,  and  to  that  he  was  infiezibly 
opposed. 

Lord  BELPER  said,  he  must  point 
out  that  the  purposes  here  were  not  on 
ail-fours  with  those  for  which  the  Local 
Government  Board  Provisional  Order  and 
Act  of  Parliament  procedure  had  been 
arranged.  The  small  amounts  inrolved 
would  really  not  justify  so  extensive  a 
procedure.  If  this  clause  were  added  to 
the  Bill  it  would  practically  become  in- 
operative, because  the  poor  people  re- 
quiring these  sites  for  their  places  d 
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worship  would  be  unable  to  enter  npoo 
Farliamentarj  proceedings  which  might 
land  them  in  heavy  expense.  He  did 
not  question  that  this  was  making  a 
slight  departure  from  tlic  ordinary  pro- 
cedure ;  but  be  did  not  believe  their 
Lordships  wished  to  make  the  Bill  a  dead 
letter.  He  hoped  they  would  see  their 
way  to  leave  this  power  in  the  hands  of 
the  ^ocal  Government  Board,  which, 
from  the  way  they  generally  conducted 
inquiries,  might  be  relied  upon  not  to 
abuse  it  for  political  purposes. 

OnQuestion?  Thetr  Lordships  divided: 
— Contents  55  ;  Not  Contents  27. 
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Amendment  agreed  to,  ' 
Clause  9. 

Consequential  verbal  Amendments 
made. 

Clause  10. 

•I^itD  SANDFORDsaidjho  wished  to 
propose  Amendments  takeu  from  the  Act 
of  1873,  with  the  view  of  securing  that,  in 
case  land  conveyed  under  the  Bill  should 
at  any  time  be  used  for  other  purposes 
than  those  for  which  it  was  acquired,  it 
should  immediately  revert  to  and  become 
a  portion  of  the  estate  of  the  theu  owner, 
without  his  having  to  repay  the  amount 
which  had  been  paid  to  him  for  such 
land. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  pi^  3,  line  19,  after  ("Act")  to  insert 
f "  or  any  part  thereof  "),  and  after  ("  time  ")  to 
insert  ("be  used  for  other  purposes,  or")  ;  line 
20,  after  cease  ")  to  insert  (•'  for  a  je»r  "), 
anil  after  ("Act")  to  insert  ("the  same  fihali 
immetliately  revert  to  anil  become  a  lurt  of  the 
estate  of  ")  ;  line  22,  after  (*'  severeil to  leave 
out  tha  rest  of  the  clause. — (JRe  L!>rd  Nva^< 
/wd.) 

Lord  BELPER  said,  he  understood 
the  Ameudmeut  to  mean  that  the  land 
should  revert  back  without  any  payment 
whatever  by  the  landlord.  The  land 
having  beeu  paid  for,  he  really  could  not 
8ee  why  the  laudlord  should  get  it  back 
without  a  fair  payment  being  made  for 
it. 

*LoRD  SANDFORD  explained  that 
when  he  put  down  the  Amendment  the 
-amount  of  laud  to  be  taken  compulsorily 
was  unlimited.  Two  or  three  acres 
might  be  let,  say,  for  allotments  by  the 
Dissenting  minister  from  a  large  site, 
which  he  would  probably  call  bis  glebe, 
and  that  would  be  stopped  by  the  pro- 


vision against  any  part  of  the  land  being 
used  for  other  purposes.  . 

Lord  BELFEK  said,  he  did  not  think 

the  leave  to  purchase  would  ever  l>e  given 
under  such  cireumfitauces,  if  the  glebe 
was  to  be  used  for  other  purposes.  He 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  not  alter  the 
clause,  as  it  had  been  practically  agreed 
to  by  both  sides. 

Amendment  negatived. 

•Lord  SANDFORD  said,  the  cUuse 
should  not  be  allowed  to  stand  as  it  was, 
and  he  would  advise  his  noble  Friend  to 
reserve  dealing  with  the  clause  for  the 
Standing  Committee,  as  he  thought  it 
required  furtlmr  looking  into. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  11,  12,  and  13  agreed  to. 

Clause  14. 

Lord  BELPER,  in  tlus  clause,  as 
to  minerals  remaining  the  property  of 
the  vendor,  moved  to  leave  out  ("  surface 
works")  and  insert  ("buildings  thereon,") 
in  the  sentence — 

"  Provided  that  the  vendor  shall  only  work 
them  Q]X)n  jtnying  due  compensation  for  any 
injury  to  the  surface  or  surface  works." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

*LoRD    GRIMTHORPE    moved  to 

leave  out  the  clause,  and  to  insert  that 
**  the  rights  of  the  veudor  and  purchaser 
in  regard  to  minerals  should  be  the  same 
as  uuder  the  Railway  Clauses  Act."  By 
the  clause,  as  it  stood,  owners  were  to  be 
deprived  of  their  miuerals,  because, 
although  they  are  to  remain  the  property 
of  the  vendor,  he  is  to  be  prohibit^ 
from  working  them,  and  yet  is  to  get  no 
compensation.  That  was  contrary  to 
every  principle  which  had  hitherto  been 
laid  down. 

Ameudment  moved. 

To  leave  out  the  whole  Claase  and  insert 
"The  rights  of  the  vendor  and  purchaser  as 
to  mineraia  shall  be  the  name  as  under  the 
Railway  Clauses  Consolidation  Act.") — (7V«f 
Lurd  Orlmthorpc.') 

Lord  BELPER  said,  he  was  at  the 
disadvantage  of  not  having  heard  a  single 
word  the  uoble  and  learned  Lord  had 
said  ;  but  he  concluded  the  proposal  was 
to  make  the  purchaser  responsible  for 
any  damage  which  might  be  done  by 
the  landowner  working  the  minerals — 
that  if  the  church  or  chapel  was,  or  any 
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house  built  on  the  laud,  damaged  and 
fell  down,  the  purchaser  would  have  no 
remedy.  Their  Lordahipa  knew  the 
difficulties  sometimes  arising  under  these 
clauses  in  reference  to  railways  and 
other  public  undertakings  ;  and  he 
hoped  they  would  not  load  the  Bill  by 
putting  in  these  small  matters  so  onus 
of  that  sort  on  the  purchaser,  who  would, 
of  course,  hare  no  means  of  watching  to 
see  whether  any  mines  might  be  ex- 
tending under  his  building  or  not. 

Lord  HALSBURY  said,  he  thought 
the  noble  Lord  hardly  appreciated  the 
suggestion  of  Lord  Grimthorpe. 

Lord  BELPER  said  he  bad  not  heard 

it. 

Lord  HALSBURY  said,  that  under 
the  clause  as  it  stood  the  vendor  was  not 
to  be  paid  for  the  minerals,  and  they 
were  to  remain  his  property,  but  he  was 
not  to  be  allowed  to  work  them  ;  if  he 
did  so,  and  caused  any  injury  to  the  sur- 
face rights  in  working  such  minerals,  he 
wastobecalled  upon  to  pay  compensation. 
In  the  ordinary  case,  if  an  owner  had 
land  taken  from  him  by  a  Railway  Com- 
pany, be  was  entitled  to  be  paid  for  the 
minerals,  or  else  ho  had  a  right  to  work 
them,  even  at  the  risk  of  bringing  the 
surface  down.  This  clause  would  reverse 
the  whole  policy  of  the  law  in  that 
respect,  and  be  could  not,  therefore, 
support  it. 

Lord  HERSCIIELL  said,  it  would  be 
better  to  leave  the  clause  as  it  was  than 
to  introduce  the  Railway  Clauses  legisla- 
tion with  regard  to  minerals  which  had 
not  proved  very  satisfactory.  They  had 
given  rise  to  not  a  little  litigation,  and 
had  not  been  cousidered  a  model  of  legis- 
lation. In  bis  opinion,  the  law  was  welt 
settled,  that  if  land  were  sold  and  the 
minerals  reserved  the  owner  could  not 
interfere  with  the  surface  and  with  the 
butldiugs  thereon  unless  the  right  to  do 
so  were  expressly  reserved. 

Lord  HALSBURY  had  said  nothing 
inconsistent  with  that. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  he  was 
glad  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  agreed 
with  him,  and  it  seemed  better  to  leave 
the  clause  as  it  was  than  to  introduce  the 
Railways  Clauses  Act. 

•The  Earl  op  NORTHBROOK 
said,  that,  having  been  Chairman  of  the 
Commission  on  Mining  Royalties,  his  im- 
pression was  that  the  clause  as  it  stood 
was  entirely  in  accordance  with  the  re- 

Lord  Belper 


commendation  of  the  Commission  on  that 
point.  The  owner  had  a  right  to  work 
the  minerals,  but  must  pay  the  surface 
owner  for  any  damage  occasioned  therebif. 

On  Question  ?  Their  Lordships 
divided  : — Contents  20  ;  Kot-Contents 

25. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Schedule.  * 

*Lobd  GRIUTHORPE  said,  he  wis 
unaware  that  they  had  yet  got  so  {«-  ss 
to  call  the  Church  of  England  a  denomi- 
nation, and  as  the  Schedule  stood  a  ques- 
tion might  arise  as  to  whether  the  Chnrcb 
^of  England  was  intended.  It  was 
stated  on  Second  Beading  that  the 
Church  of  England  had  already  power 
to  acquire  sites  compulsorily.  He 
would  remind  their  Lordships  that 
some  years  ago  this  very  question  was 
discussed,  and  he  then  satisfied  their 
Lordships  that  the  Church  of  Enghud 
bad  no  such  power.  In  that  he  was 
backed  by  much  higher  authority  than 
his  own.  If  all  Reli^ous  Bodies  were  to 
be  put  on  the  same  footing  the  Scbedule 
ought  to  be  so  framed  that  no  doubt  conld 
arise.  Nobody  could  be  offended  if  it 
were  pnt  in  the  form,  "  We,  the  under- 
signed members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, or  the,"  and  then  leave  the  blank  to 
be  filled  up  by  whatever  designation  the 
requisitionists  adopted. 

Amendment  moved. 

In  line  2, after  ("of  the")  to  insert  ("Chtiidi 
of  England  or  the  '),aD<l  leave  out  ("denomina- 
tion of ').~(7^  Lord  Gnmtharpe.) 

.  Loud  BELPER  said,  the  Bill  did  refer 
to  the  Church  of  England.  If  the  nohle 
and  learned  Lord  wished  to  provide  that 
the  Church  of  England  should  be  put 
before  other  denominations,  he  had  not 
the  slightest  objection.  It  might  be  put 
"  We,  the  undersigned  members  of  the 
Church  of  England,"  or  whatever  the 
denomination  might  be. 

Lord  GRIMTHORPE  said,  that  waa 
exactly  what  he  suggested. 

Lord  BKLPER  said,  he  thought  if 
the  words  "  or  of  the  draiominatimt 
were  left  in  they  would  make  betto- 

English. 

•Lord  GRIMTHORPE  :  The  reaeoa 
he  proposed  to  leave  them  out  was  that 
it  would  be  better  to  leave  the  parties  to 
in  the  form  for  thiBmselvas.  The 
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Roman  Catholics,  he  supposed,  would  not 
Jike  to  be  called  a  denomination,  and  they 
should  be  left  to  call  themselves  what 
thejr  pleased. 

The  Ea^rl  of  KIMBERLEY  aaid, 
it  was  rather  too  late  for  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  to  bring  in  his  Amendment, 
and  it  would  be  better  to  leave  the 
Schedule  as  it  was.  The  matter  could  be 
considered  in  Standing  Committee.  It 
WS3  merely  a  question  of  wording  iu  a 
matter  upon  which  all  were  agreed. 

•Lord  GRIMTHORPE  assented  that 
it  should  be  done  in  Standing  Committee. 

Lord  BELPEB  said,  the  Bill  already 
referred  tb  the  Church  of  England,  and 
there  was  no  reason  why  it  should  not 
stand  as  it  was. 

Lord  GRIMTHORPE  said,  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  quite  realise  the  point. 
The  Church  of  England  was  a  legal 
and  recognised  title,  but  he  did  not 
know  that  there  was  any  well-known 
and  recognised  title  for  the  various  other 
Religious  Bodies — ^he  was  quite  sure  there 
was  not  for  some  of  them.  That  was 
the  reason  for  his  Amendment. 

The  Eaul  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
he  opposed  putting  these  words  ia  be- 
cause the  Schedule  would  then  not  be  at 
all  satisfactory.  Perhaps  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  would  be  content  to  leave  it 
for  Standing  Committee,  as  there  was  no 
real  question  in  it — it  was  merely  a 
matter  of  words. 

Lord  BELPER  said,  he  would  con- 
sent to  put  in  any  proper  words  in 
Standing  Committee. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

•LoBD  GRIMTHORPE  said,  he 
doubted  if  "  grant  **  was  the  right  word 
to  be  used.    It  was  used  iu  the  former 

Acts  because  they  enabled  people  to 
convey  estates  without  any  sale  at  alt ; 
but  in  this  case  there  would  be  no  grant 
in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the  word,  and 
therefore  it  would  be  better  to  put  in 
some  such  word  as  "  sell." 

Amendment  moved  in  line  6,  leave  out 
("grant")  and  insert  ("sell.")— (2^*6 
Lord  Grimthorpe.') 

Lord  HALSBUBY  said,  the  word 
** grant"  under  ihe  Couveyaocing  Act 
included  "  convey." 

The  Marquess  or  SALISBURY 
said,  ihe  desired  to  draw  the  noble  Lord's 


attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Schedule 
differed  in  rather  an  important  particular 
from  the  Amendment  he  had  previously 
inserted  in  Clause  3  as  a  definition  of  the 
objects  of  the  Act — the  acquisition  of 
sites  for  any  church,  chapel,  meeting 
house,  or  other  place  of  Divine  worship, 
or  for  the  residence  of  the  minister 
officiating  in  such  place  of  Divine 
worship.  Therefore,  according  to  those 
words,  the  residence  was  only  to  be 
provided  in  conjunction  with  the  chapel 
to  be  built  at  the  same  time.  But  the 
Schedule  went  much  furthm- :  it  said — 

"  To  grant  the  site  shown  on  the  annexed  plan 
as  a  site  or  for  the  enla^ement  of  a  site  for  the 
residence  of  a  minister  (^dating  in  that  or  any 
other  place  of  worship  within  one  mile  <^  su6n 
Bite." 

That  was  a  very  large  increase  in  the 

operation  of  the  Bill  to  be  introduced 
simply  in  a  Schedule  in  this  way.  He 
did  not  ask  the  House  to  pronounce  then 
upon  it,  but  to  consider  it  at  a  future  stage. 

Lord  HEBSOHELL  said,  he  was  not 
quite  sure  that  the  noble  Marquess  had 
not  misapprehended  the  scope  of  Clause 
3  as  amended.  He  did  not  understand  it 
to  mean  that  the  site  must  be  acquired 
for  a  chapel  and  for  the  residence  of 
the  minister  of  that  chapel.  He 
thought  the  construction  of  the  clause 
would  apply  generally  to  any  and  not  to 
a  particular  e^pel. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY 
said,  that  might  be  the  construction  in 
law,  but  it  was  not  English. 

Lord  BELPER  said,  that  was  cer- 
tainly what  he  intended — to  make  it  the 
same  as  the  Schedule,  but  he  would  con- 
sider the  point. 

Schedule  agreed  to. 

PreamUe. 

Verbal  Amendments. 

Bill  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee;  and  to  be  printed  as 
amended.    (No.  159.) 

XULLUU  TEXPUS  (iRELAND)  ACT,  1876, 
AMENDMENT  BILL  [h.L.] 
An  Act  to  explain  the  Nnllmn  Tempos  (Ire- 
land) Act,  1876— Was  presented  by  The  Lonl 
Honis ;  read  1* ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  to  bs  read 
2-  on  Monday  next.  (No.  167.) 
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ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (RELIGIOUS 
INSTRUCTION)  BILL.-[h.l.] 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
with  further  Amendments ;  and  Bill  to 
be  printed  as  amended.    (No.  1S8.) 

WEiaHTS  AND  MEASURES  BILL. 
(No.  112.) 

Beported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
without  Amendment ;  and  to  be  read  3* 
on  Tiinrsday  next. 

DUCHY  OF  CORNWALL  BILL.— (No.  146.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
without  Amendment ;  and  to  be  read  3" 
on  Thursday  next. 

GAS  OBDERB  CONFIBMATION  (NEWBNT, 
&c.)  BILL.— [hx.]— (No.  84.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Amendments  made  :  Standing 
Committee  negatived :  The  Report  of 
Amendmente  to  be  receired  on  Thursday 
next. 

GAS  ORDERS   CONFIRMATION  (BROM- 
YARD,  &c.)  BILL  [h.l.]— (No.  86.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3^  on  Thura- 
daj  next. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  10)  BILL.-(No.  140.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  witiiout  Amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived  ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3"  on  Thursday 
next. 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  U)  BILL.— (No.  141.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday 
next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  3)  BILL. 
(No.  113.) 

House  in  Ciimmittee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived  ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday 
next. 


LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL.— <No,  61.) 

Read  3'  (according  to  Order),  with  Ha 
Amendments,  and  passed,  and  retoned 
to  the  Commons. 

WATER  FBOVISIONAL  0RDEB8  (No.  1) 
BILL.— (No.  136.) 

Amendments  repented  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Than- 
day  next. 

PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  I* ; 
and  to  be  printed.    (No.  160.) 

COUNTY  OF  THE  CITY  OF  GLASGOW 
BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons;  read  1*; 
to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners.    (No.  161.) 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  7)  BILL, 

Brought  £rom  the  Commons  ;  read  1*; 
to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners.    (No.  162.) 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER    (HOUSING     OF  WORKDTG 

CLASSES)  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*; 
to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners.    (No.  163.) 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  15)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*; 
to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners.    (No.  164.) 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (Nck  16)  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1' ; 
to  be  printed ;    and  referred  to  the 
Examiners.    (No.  165.) 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PBOTISIONAL 
ORDER  (POOR  LAW)  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*; 
to  be  printed ;    and  referred  to  the 
Examiners.    (No.  166^ 
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t0wce3ter  and  buckingham  railway 
(abanuonment)  bill. 

barry  railway  bill. 

metropolitan  outer  circle  railway 
(extension  of  time)  bill. 

LOC^  GOVERN'.MENT  (iRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (no.  4)  BILL. — (nO.  126.) 

X.OXDON  AND  NOttTn- WESTERN  RAILWAY 
BILL. 

CITY  AND  SOUTH  LONDON  RAILWAY 
BILL. 

WATERLOO  AND  OITV  RAILWAY  BILL. 

EDUCATION    PROVISIONAL    ORDER  CON- 
FIRMATION  (london)  bill  [h.l.] 

(NO.  94.) 

Bepott  from  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
That  the  following  Lords  be  proposed  to  the 
House  to  form  the  Select  Committee  for  the 
ooDBideration  of  the  said  Bills— namely, 

M.  BriBtol, 

V.  StrathaUan, 

L.  Fingall  (E.  Fingall), 

L.  Wantage  (Chairman), 

L.  Llangattock  ; 

agreed  to ;  and  the  said  Lorda  appointed 
accordingly :  The  Committee  to  meet  on 
Tuesday  nezt»  at  Eleven  o'clock;  ami  all 
petitions  referred  to  the  Committee,  with  leave 
to  the  Petitioners  praying  to  he  heairt  by 
counsel  against  the  Bills  to  be  heard  as  desired, 
as  a] no  counBel  for  the  Bills. 

House  adjoumol  at  ten  minates  before 
Eight  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 
a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 

Tuesday,  20th  June  189  S. 


SELECTION. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Stuart  Bendel  be 
added  to  the  Committee  of  Selection. — 
{^Sir  John  Mowbray.) 

NEW  WRITS. 

For  County  of  Cork  (North  Eastern 
Division),  v.  Michael  Davitt,  esquire, 
Cbiltem  Hundreds, 

For  County  of  Cork  (South  Eastern 
Division),  r.  John  Morrogh,  esquire, 
Cbiltem  Hundreds.  —  {Sir  Tkamas 
Esmonde.) 

VOL.  Xni.    [fOUBTH  8BBIES.1 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to— Housing  of 
the  Working  Classes  (Edinburgh)  Pro- 
visional Order  Bill,  Local  Government 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  5)  BQl, 
without  Amendment ;  Electric  Lighting 
Provisional  .Orders  (No.  4)  Bill,  with 
Amendments. 

Sea  Fieheriea, — That  they  do  give 
leave  to  the  Lord  Montagu  of  Beaulieu 
to  attend  in  order  to  his  being  examined 
as  a  Witness  before  the  Select  Committee 
appointed  by  this  House  on  Sea  Fisheries^ 
his  Lordship  (in  his  place)  consenting. 

QUESTIONS. 


CLASSIFICATION  IN  THE  DOCKYARDS. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orma- 
kirk)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  if  he  will  furnish  a  Return  as 
regards  both  established  and  faired  work- 
men, and  classified  as  to  trades  similar 
to  the  Return  of  20th  March,  1891^ 
giving  the  total  number  of  men  borne  on 
the  books  in  each  trade  in  Her  Majesty^s 
Naval  Establishmeots  at  home  on  the 
let  April,  1893,  and  the  number  at  each 
of  the  several  rates  of  daily  wages  in  the 
respective  trades,  excluding  special  rates  ; 
also  how  many  men  have  been  advanced 
iu  pay  since  April,  1892,  under  the- 
Circular  issued  by  the  late  Board  of 
Admiralty,  dated  27th  June,  1891,  in. 
addition  to  the  vacancies  created  iu  the: 
ordinary  way,  of  shipwrights,  ship- 
fitters,  and  other  trades,  and  how  many 
advances  have  been  madedne  to  vacancies 
arising  from  deaths,  superannuations, 
discharges,  and  promotions  ;  have  re- 
presentations been  received  from  the  ship- 
titters  employed  in  Her  Majesty's  yards 
approving  the  scheme  of  classification 
issued  by  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty^ 
and  protesting  against  the  employment' 
of  shipwrights  on  work  that  according  to 
the  custom  of  the  trade  is  given  to  ship- 
fitters  ;  and  if  any,  and  what,  reply  luts 
been  made  to  such  representations  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttie- 
WORTH,  Lancashire,  Clitheroe) :  The 
Return  will  be  furnished,  giving  all  the. 
particulars  requestetl  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  In  reply  to  the  last  two  para- 
graphs, such  representations  as  there: 
stated  have  been  raised,  ^nd  arei  now 
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being  considered.  No  reply  has  been 
mode. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  Will  the  Return 
be  in  our  hands  before  Moadar  ? 

•Sib  0.  KAY-SHUTTIEWORTH : 
That  will  be  quite  impossible  on  accouut 
of  some  of  the  particulars  asked  for  in 
the  first  paragraph.  The  collection  of 
these  must  occupy  some  time.  Some 
of  tlie  others  I  could  give  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  once. 

•Mr.  KEARLEY  (Devonport)  :  Did 
I  understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  that  the  ship-fitters  approve  of 
the  system  of  classification  introduced  by 
the  late  Goremment  ? 

•Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
Yes,  so  far  as  they  are  concerned. 

Mr.  KEARLEY:  Are  they  not 
objecting  to  the  limitation  of  it  by  the 
late  GovernmeDt.  Were  they  not  classi- 
fied prior  to  the  introductiou  of  that 
schome  ? 

*SiR  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  litters  and  some  other  trades  have 
long  been  classified.  Some  of  their 
witnesses  did  object  iu  their  evidence  to 
the  limit  in  the  higher  classes. 

Mr.  W.  ALLAN  (Gateshead)  :  May 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  has 
received  any  complaints  from  engine-fitters 
ns  to  shipwrights  doing  engineers  work  ? 

•Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
Some  representations  have  been  received, 
and  are  now  under  consideration. 

THE  EDUCATIOK  OF  THE  DEAF  AND 
DUMB. 

Mh.  FIELD  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  the  Go- 
vernment intend  to  carry  into  practical 
effect  the  recommendation  of  the  Royal 
Commission  obtained  by  the  late  Mr. 
Frtwcett  to  inquire  into  the  condition  of 
the  deaf,  and  dumb,  and  blind  of  the 
United  Kingdom ;  and  whether  the 
Government  will  aid  the  establishment 
of  schools  and  workshops  more  particu- 
larly for  the  blind,  so  as  to  enable  them 
to  become  useful  self-supporting  citizens, 
bv  the  adoption  of  the  successful  Saxony 
system,  which  was  reported  on  favour- 
ablv  by  the  said  Commission  ? 

tHE  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  AcLAND,  York,  W.R., 
Gotherham)  :  My  right  hon.  Friend  has 
asked  me  to  answer  this  question.  There 
is  a  Bill  on  the  subject  of  the  education 
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of  bliud  and  deaf  children  iu  England 
and  Wales  now  before  the  House,  which 
has  been  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 
This  carries  out  some  of  the  more 
important  recommeudations  of  the  Boy^ 
Commission,  but  does  not  cover  all  the 
ground  of  the  Saxony  systeln  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers.  A  Bill  pro- 
viding for  the  education  of  blind  sod 
deaf-mute  children  iu  Scotland  was 
passed  in  1890.  As  to  Ireland,  I  undo* 
stand  the  question  is  under  the  oonsiden- 
tion  of  the  Chief  Secretary. 

Mr.  field  :  What  is  the  reason  for 
the  unwillingness  to  take  action  In  this 
matter  in  Irehind  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  There  is  no  un- 
willingness, but  I  do  not  think  the 
machinery  at  our  disposal  there  is 
adapted  to  it. 

BISHOP'S  CASTLE  SCHOOL  BOARD. 
Mr.  C.  darling  (Deptford) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  (he 
Committee  of  Council  on  EducstioD 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  dismissal  by  the  Bishop^s  Castle 
School  Board  of  Mr.  Louis  Copson,  liosd 
teacher  ;  what  is  the  reason  assigned  by 
the  Board  for  the  notice  of  di^missd 
given  by  them  to  Mr.  Copson ;  and 
whether  the  Education  Department  can 
prevent  the  dismissal  of  Mr.  Copson  fw 
the  reasons  alleged  ;  if  not,  whether  the 
Government  will  seek  for  legislative 
authority  to  control  School  Boards  in 
such  cases  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  am  informed  by 
the  clerk  of  the  Bishop's  Castle  School 
Board  that  at  the  last  meeting  of  the 
Board  a  resolution  was  passed  giving  Mr. 
Copson  three  months*  notice  to  leave. 
It  appears,  however,  that  the  requisite 
notice  had  not  been  given  to  the  members 
of  the  Board  in  accordance  with  Sehednle 
3  of  the  Elementary  Education  Act  of 
1873,  and  that  the  resolution  is,  therefore, 
inoperative.  The  clerk  of  the  Board 
further  states  that  the  resolution  of  the 
Board  to  dismiss  Mr.  Copson  arose  oat 
of  certain  allegations  brought  against 
Mr.  Copson  at  a  Board  meeting  last  year 
by  a  member  of  the  Board.  Mr.  Copson 
brought  an  action  for  slander  against  the 
gentleman  in  question,  which  reealted  in 
a  verdict  for  the  defendant  on  technical 
grounds  of  privilege,  but  the  Jadge  in 
summing  up  said  that  the  plaintiff  had 
cleared  his  character,  and  it  was  admitted 
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in  tbe  course  of  the  trial  that  the  allega- 
tions could  not  be  Bubstaotiated.  The 
Department  have  no  power  as  the  law 
stands  to  prevent  any  teacher  from  being 
dismiased  for  an  insufficient  reason,  or 
withont  any  reason  atall.  The  question  of 
legislation  in  the  direction  of  giving 
teachers  some  sort  of  security  against 
unwarrantable  dismissal  is  under  the 
careful  conaideratiou  of  the  Government, 
but  I  cannot  promise  to  introduce  a  Bill 
on  the  subject  daring  this  Session. 

THB  CASE  OF  PATRICK  FABBELL. 
Mr.  DANE  (Fermanagh,  NO  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 

Lieutenant  of  Ireland  can  he  state  under 
the  provisions  of  what  Act  of  Parliament 
was  Patrick  Farrell  recently  ordered  by 
the  Justices  at  Tyrrelspass  Petty  Ses- 
sions to  undergo  one  month's  imprison- 
ment in  default  of  giving  bail,  upon  a 
charge  of  posting  threatening  notices 
respecting  persons  resident  at  Meedian, 
in  tbe  County  Westmeath  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  individual  referred  to 
was  committed  to  gaol  for  oue  month,  in 
default  of  finding  sureties  to  be  of  good 
behaviour,  under  the  Act  34  of 
Edward  HI. 

ACHILL  EXTENSION  LIGHT  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  D^NE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  whether  there  is 
any  foundation  for  the  statement  that  the 
Irish  Board  of  Works  has  taken  over  the 
Achill  Extension  Light  Railway  from  the 
contractors  without  any  provision  having 
been  made  for  the  erection  of  stations, 
sheds,  rolling  stock,  or  water  supply; 
and  is  it  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  have  these  works  completed ;  if  so, 
when  is  it  contemplated  that  such  shall 
be  done  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham)  : 
The  contract  did  not  include  stations, 
rolliug  stock,  or  water  supply.  Tbe  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  tbe  railway  are  unchanged,  and  its 
completion  only  awaits  the  conclusion  of 
arrangements  with  the  Midland  Great 
Western  Railway  Company.  When  these 
arrangements  are  made,  there  will  be  no 
difficulty  in  effecting  an  early  completion 
of  tbe  line  in  every  respect. 


Mr.  DANE:  Have  the  Board  of 
Works  taken  over  t!ie  railway 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Certainly  they 
have  taken  it  over  from  the  contractor, 
and  are  now  negotiating  with  the  Mid- 
land and  Great  Western  Railway  Com- 
pany with  a  view  to  completing  the  line. 

INNISHANNON  POOR  LAW  KLBCTION. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  having  re- 
gard to  the  fact  that  the  recent  sworn 
inquiry  held  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  with  reference  to  the  election  of  a 
Poor  Law  Guardian  for  the  Innishannou 
Division  of  the  Baudon  Union,  it  was 
ascertained  that  Mr.  Jervis  Lee,  the  per- 
son returned  as  elected  by  the  Returning 
Officer,  had  not  received  a  majority  of 
lawful  votes,  and  that  hia  opponent, 
Mr.  Lane,  had  a  majority  of  lawful 
votes,  will  he  explain  why,  under  these 
circumstances,  the  Local  Government 
BoarJ,  instead  of  ordering  a  new  elec- 
tion, have  not  declared  Mr.  Lane  elected  ; 
whether  complaint  was  made  at  the  in- 
quiry that  Mr.  Haynes,  the  Returning 
Officer,  had  acted  ia  an  unfair-  and 
partisan  manner ;  whether  the  facts 
ascertained  at  tbe  inquiry  showed  that 
he  had  improperly  allowed  a  number  of 
votes  which  plainly  should  not  have  been 
allowed,  and  had  made  a  number  of  false 
statements  to  the  parties  interested, 
especially  w^ith  regard  (o  certain  votes 
improperly  allowed  to  a  Mr.  Frewin  ; 
and  whether  it  is  proposed  to  take  any 
notice  of  Mr.  Haynes's  conduct  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  inform  me  that  in  cases, 
such  as  the  present,  in  which  they  ascer- 
tain on  inquiry  that  an  incorrect  Return 
has  been  made  by  a  Returning  Officer, 
they  issue  an  order  setting  aside  the  Re- 
turn and  a  further  order  to  supply  the 
vacancy,  but  that  they  have  no  power  to 
declare  a  person  elected  as  Guanlian  who 
lias  not  been  returned  as  such  by  the 
Returning  Officer.  It  was  shown  at  tbe 
inquiry  in  the  present  case  that  the  Re 
turning  Officer  did  wrongly  allow  cer^in 
votes  to  be  recorded  for  both  candidates, 
but  no  evidence  was  produced  to  sub- 
stantiate the  charges  of  (wrtiality,  &c., 
preferred  in  the  question.  The  Local 
Govemment  Board,  under  the  circum- 
stances, do  not  propose  to  take  any  further 
action  beyond  that  already  taken. 
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"CASTLETOWN  V.  MOYLAN." 

Mr.  CEEAN  (Queeu*e  Co.,  Ossory)  : 
I  beg  to  aBk  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  -whether  he  is 
aware  that  in  March  last  Chief  Barou 
PalleB,  ia  reversing  the  Judgment  of  the 
County  Court  Judge  iothe  ease  of  "  Lord 
Castletown  r.  Patrick  Moylan,"  both  of 
Queen's  County,  stated  that  the  joint 
afRdavits  and  applications  under  The 
Arrears  of  Rent  (Ireland)  Act,  1882," 
did  not  cause  an  estoppel  to  ejectment, 
and  if  the  Government  would  accept  the 
sum  of  £9  13s.  3d.  hack  from  the  land- 
lord (Lord  Castletown)  or  his  agent,  he 
(the  Chief  Baron)  would  within  a  mouth 
give  an  order  for  a  decree  of  posses- 
sion ;  whether  the  Goremmeut  has 
accepted  from  the  landlord  or  his  ageut 
the  said  sum  of  £9  13e.  3d.  ;  and  what 
steps  the  Government  iutend  taking 
against  the  landlord  or  his  ageut,  under 
the  7th  section  of  "  The  Arrears  of 
Rent  (Ireland)  Act,  1^82,"  for  lodging  or 
causing  to  be  lodged  an  affidavit  not 
correctly  setting  out  the  facts  by  which 
he  obtained  the  above-mentioued  sum  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Land  Com- 
missioners report  tliat  a  joint  application 
under  "  The  Arrears  of  Rent  Act "  wat* 
made  in  1882  by  the  landlord  and 
Patrick  Moylan,  together  with  three 
other  tenants,  and  that  the  sum  of 
£9  13s.  3d.  was  paid  to  the  landlord  in 
respect  of  the  entire  number  of  tenauta 
embraced  by  this  particular  application. 
A  sum  of  £o  5s.  5d.  has  beeu  refunded 
by  the  landlord  to  the  Land  Coinmitision. 
The  Government  has  no  information 
that  the  applicatiou  lodged  uuder  the 
Act  did  not  correctly  set  forth  the 
facts. 

•Mr.  CREAN  :  I  should  like  to  point 
out  *.o  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  that  the 
tenants,  having  only  temporary  ten- 
ancies, the  landlord  was  not  entitled  to 
receive  this  money. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  forward  me  any  inform«tiou  he 
has  I  will  consider  it. 

ThB  PORT-ELECTRIC  SYSTEM  OF 

TRANSPORTATION. 
Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Ameriran  Post  Office  has  adopted  a 
system  of  conveying  letters  enclosed  in  a 


tube  between  Kew  York  and  Brooklyn 
by  means  of  a  miniature  electric  tnuD* 
way,  on  which  the  waggonettes  convej 
3,000  letters  each,  and  it  is  found  thii 
there  is  no  possibility  of  their  leaving 
the  line  or  of  a  dislocation  of  tb& 
machinery  ;  that  this  system  has  proved 
to  be  incomparably  more  rapid  than  anj 
other  yet  devised,  the  working  expensw 
being  very  small;  and  whether  he  Till 
obtain  Reports  as  to  the  practicability  d 
its  adoption  between  the  General  Post 
Office  and  the  various  Uetropolitan  Bail- 
way  Stations,  and  ultimately  in  and  be- 
tween our  great  towus  ;  as,  for  instance, 
between  London  and  Manchester,  Man- 
chester and  Salford,  Manchester  and 
Liverpool,  Glasgow  aud  Edinburgli, 
Glasgow  and  Belfast,  Dublin  and  Belfast, 
Belfast  and  Londonderry,  Dublia  and 
Cork,  and  Dover  and  Calais  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MORLET,  Nottiugfaam,  £.) :  I 
have  seen  an  account  in  7'he  JEleetrieal 
World  of  what  is  called  the  "Port- 
electric  "  system  of  transportation  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  probably  refers, 
I  have  no  information  as  to  how  far  it 
has  been  adopted  by  the  American  Post 
Office,  or  as  to  whether  it  would  be  suit- 
able to  this  country.  Mr.  Preece,  the 
Engiueer-in-Chief  and  Electrician  to  tbe 
General  Post  Office,  is  going  to  visit  tbe 
United  States  this  autumn,  and  I  have 
requested  him  to  examine  and  report 
upon  tbe  system. 

CRIME  IN  ESSEX. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Clare,  E.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  the  number  of  murders 
and  attempted  murders  in  County  Essex 
from  1st  January  to  present  time;  aod 
whether  one  of  the  persons  murdered 
was  a  police  sergeant  in  the  execution 
of  his  duty  ? 

Mk.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Romford): 
Is  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  aware  that  Essex  ia  1891 
had  a  population  of  785,445,  and  that 
since  then  the  population  has  iacreased 
by  more  than  60,000.  What  is  tbe 
number  of  murders  or  attempted  murderp 
iu  proportion  to  tbe  population,  sod  does 
not  Esses  in  that  respect  compare  verr 
favourably  with  East  Clare,  so  fittingly 
represented  by  its  hon.  Member,  the  popn- 
lattou  of  Essex  being  more  than  13 
times  that  of  East  CU!;e  ? 
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Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Essex, 
Epping) :  Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
receiveil  from  the  County  of  Essex  any 
reports  of  crimes  such  as  houghing  cattle, 
and  shooting  Undlords  from  behind 
hedges,  or  of  any  crimes  which  cau  be 
properly  described  as  of  an  agrarian 
character  ? 

Colonel  NAYLOK  -  LEYLAND 
(Colchester)  :  And  has  the  right  hon. 
Oeatleman  any  reason  to  suppose  that 
there  has  been  any  failnre  of  justice  in 
the  County  of  Essex  ;  does  he  anticipate 
there  will  be  any  such  failure  ?  Is  it  the 
case  that  any  person  in  that  county  has 
been  known  to  have  recommended  the 
intimidation  of  jurors  or  the  committal 
of  perjury? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr, 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  In  answer  to  the 
question  on  the  Paper,  there  hare  been 
four  cases  of  suspected  murder,  but  no 
case  of  attempted  murder.  One  of  the 
persons  killed  was  a  police  sergeant.  In 
one  of  the  cases,  as  I  stated  the  other  day, 
th&  murderer  was  found  to  be  insane. 
In  two  others,  persons  suspected  of  the 
crime  have  been  made  amenable,  and 
Stand  committed  for  trial.  Tbe  fourth 
case  is  still  under  investigation.  With 
reference  to  the  supplementary  questions, 
I  believe  the  population  of  Essex  has 
increased  as  stateit  by  the  hon.  Member 
opposite.  I  have  no  knowledge  of 
agrarian  crime  in  the  county,  nor  of  the 
failure  of  justice. 

BGTPTIAN  IRRIGATION  —  THE  PRO- 
POSED RAIYAN  RESERVOIR. 
Mr.  PIERPOINT  (Warrington)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Italian  Government  has  recently 
published  a  memoir,  entitled  Le  Irriga- 
zione  nelV  Kgitto^  as  part  of  the  Carta 
Jdrografica  tTItaliaf  which  contains  a 
full  description  and  three  maps  illnstra- 
tire  of  the  situation  and  working  of  the 
proposed  Raiyan  Reservoir,  to  which 
Lord  Cromer  refers  in  the  three  Annual 
Reports  on  Egypt  of  1891,  1892,  and 
1893  ;  and  whether.  In  view  of  the 
large  British  interests  involved,  he  will 
cause  a  translation  of  so  much  of  this 
memoir  as  may  be  deemed  important  to 
be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  this  House ; 
or  will  issue  a  similar  Memorandum  ex- 
planatory of  the  subject,  with  a  copy  of 


the  Fayoum  -  Raiyan  map  recently 
published  by  the  Public  Works  Depart- 
ment in  Cairo  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  ok 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grev,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  The  pamphlet  in  question  has 
been  seut  to  tlie  Foreign  Office  by  Mr. 
Cope  Whitehouse.  The  interests  in- 
volved are  Egyptian  and  not  British,  and 
it  would  not  serve  any  useful  purpose  to 
lay  before  Parliament  the  dooumeute 
named  in  the  question. 

FEES  IN  VOLUNTARY  SCHOOLS. 

Sir  W.  HART  DYKE  (Kent,  Dart- 
ford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion whether  he  has  in  almost  every 
case  refused  applications  from  School 
Boards  and  managers  of  voluntary 
schools  to  be  permitted  to  chiu-ge  or 
to  increase  school  fees  in  the  maimer 
and  under  the  conditions  prescribed  by 
Section  4  (1)  of  "The  Education  Act. 
1891  "  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  com- 
pliance with  such  an  application  was  in 
one  instance  at  least  the  only  means  by. 
which  the  educational  benefit  of  a  higher 
grade  school  could  be  secured  to  the 
locality  ;  and  whether  he  can  state  upon 
what  principle  his  action  has  been  based, 
or  assign  any  reason  for  this  departure 
from  the  practice  of  the  Department  in 
administering  the  Statute  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  As  to  the  first 
paragraph  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
question,  the  answer  is  in  the  affirmative, 
as  to  the  few  cases  I  have  had  to  deal 
with.  As  to  the  second  paragraph,  I 
do  not  know  what  school  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  alludes  to.  In  the  case  of 
one  higber  grade  school,  I  was  certainly 
told  that  it  was  essential  that  it  must  be 
allowed  to  charge  fees  if  it  was  to  be  set 
up.  Under  this  section  of  the  Act,  what 
the  Department  has  to  decide  is  not  whe- 
ther it  is  for  the  educational  benelit  of 
the  district  that  a  particular  school  should 
exist,  but  whether  it  is  for  the  edu- 
cational beuefit  of  the  district  that 
a  particular  school  should  be  given 
exceptional  powers  to  charge  fees 
or  to  increase  fees.  This  involves  a 
variety  of  considerations,  and  I  do  not  at 
all  deny  that  the  deicision  iu  some  cases 
is  a  matter  of  difficulty,  or  that  some 
variety  of  judgment  may  arise.  I  hare 
decided  each  case  brought^-J>efore  .me 
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after  careful  consideratiOD  of  all  the  eir- 
enmstances. 

Sib  W.  hart  DYKE :  May  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  is  pre- 
pared to  admit  that  the  Act  he  is  now 
admiuistering  is,  in  a  sense,  permissive 
in  its  character  ?  Is  he  prepared  in  all 
cases  to  refuse  applications  for  permission 
to  charge  fees  and  thus  render  the  Act 
compulsory  rather  than  permissive  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  quite  admit  that 
it  is  permissive,  but  the  variety  of  con- 
siderations involved  is  bo  great  that  I  do 
not  think  I  can  give  such  a  pledge. 
Each  case  must  be  considered  on  its 
merits. 

Mr.  darling  :  What  course  would 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  take  if  such  a 
recommendation  were  made  by  a  strong 
Liberal  majority  on  a  School  Board  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  In  one  such  case 
which  came  before  me  I  absolutely  re- 
fused to  grant  the  request. 

THE  IRISH  BOARD  OF  WORKS  AND  THE 
KIN8ALE  COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  is  he 
aware  that  a  writ  of  mandamus  peremp- 
torily was  served  on  the  Town  Clerk  of 
Kinsale  at  the  suit  of  the  Commissioners 
of  Public  Works  in  Ireland ;  has  the 
attention  of  the  Commissioners  been 
called  to  au  affidavit  made  by  Mr. 
O'Neill,  the  Chairman  of  the  Town 
Commissioners,  in  which  it  is  stated  that 
the  Town  and  Harbour  Commissioners 
do  not  desire  to  evade  their  liability  in 
any  particular,  but,  having  regard  to  the 
impoverished  state  of  the  town,  it  would 
be  impossible  for  them  to  collect  a  rate 
suflficient  to  pay  off  the  amount  now 
asked,  which  would  represent  at  least  6b, 
in  the  £1  ;  and  whether,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  Board  of  Works  are  pre- 
pared to  make  such  concession  as  will 
euable  the  Kinsale  Commissioners  to 
meet  the  annual  charge  ? 

*SiR  J.  T.  HIBBEBT  :  The  statement 
in  the  first  paragraph  is  correct.  I  can 
express  no  opinion  upon  the  allegations 
in  paragraph  2,  except  that  they  appear 
to  be  inconsistent  with  the  proposal  in 
the  last  paragraph,  which  apparently 
contemplates  no  arrangements  for  the 
discharge  of  any  of  the  arrears  now 
amounting  to  £1,980.  Satisfactory 
arrangements  for  the  discharge  of  tb^ 
arrears  must  be  a  condition  precedent  to 

Mr,  Acland 


any  measure  of  relief ;  and  I  cannot  go 
beyond  the  proposal  made  in  my  "answer 
of  March  7  Ust. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  But,  bearing  in  miod 
that  the  fishing  industry  has  migrsted 
from  the  district  which  is  now  in  a  state 
of  absolute  depression,  and  seeing  that  a 
rate  of  6s.  in  the  £1  will  aWlutelj 
crush  the  town,  will  not  the  TresBuiT 
make  further  inquiry  into  the  matter? 

•SiE  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  have  made 
inquiry,  and  I  am  informed  that  die 
rates  at  present  amount  to  only  28. 7d. 
in  the£l. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Kerry,  N.) :  But  if 
it  be  true  that  the  arrangement  insisted 
on  by  the  Treasury  means  a  rate  of  6b. 
in  the  £1,  will  the  right  hon.  Greutlransn 
persevere  in  a  course  which  means  bsnk- 
rnptcy  to  a  Public  Body  ?  Will  he  not 
consider  whether  some  means  cannot  be 
provided  which  will  prevent  that  ?  It 
seems  almost  impossible  to  raise  the  sum 
demanded. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT :  I  have  no 
desire  to  be  hard  on  the  Commissions, 
but  they  must  do  something  to  meet  this 
liability. 

Ma.  SEXTON  :  If  the  OommisBiooers 
make  a  further  proposal,  will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  have  any  objection  to 
postponing  proceedings  on  the  mando' 
musf 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  will  consider 
that. 

THE  CASE  OF  P.  BARBY. 
Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  with 
reference  to  the  case  of  P.  Barry,  leid- 
ing  stoker  of  H.M.S  mfremia,  who 
shot  dead  by  a  Maltese,  at  Malta,  on 
4th  February,  1892,  whether  it  is  a  rale 
in  the  Royal  Navy  that  a  sailor  while 
w ith  his  ship  away  f romEngland isdeemed 
to  be  on  duty  at  all  times,  even  though 
temporarily  away  from  his  ship  on  leave; 
and  whether  anything  can  be  done  for 
Barry's  widow  and  orphans  in  view  of 
the  circumstances  under  which  he  lost 
his  life  ? 

The  CIVIL  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Dmidee)  : 
A  sailor  away  from  his  ship  on  leave  is 
not  considered  to  be  on  duty.  Under 
the  Regulations,  the  widow  is  not  entitled 
to  assistance,  in  the  circumstance  that  be 
was  not  on  duty.  The  orphans  are 
eligible  for  selection  fqr  maintenuioe  in 
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sefaools  at  the  expense  of  Greenwich 
Hospital,  lostmctions  have  been  sent 
to  the  widow  to  state  the  ages  of  the 
children  in  order  that  their  cases  may  be 
oonaidered. 

MR.  JOHN  CLUNE,  J.P. 

Mb.  THEOBALD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
oS  Ireland  what  steps  have  been  taken  bjr 
tiie  Lord  Chancellor  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
John  Clune,  who  was  appointed  a 
Magistrate  for  Limerick  by  the  present 
Govern meot,  in  consequence  of  his 
Ixaving  presided  at  a  meeting  at  which  a 
so-called  laudgrabher  was  denounced  and 
boycotting  resolutions  were  passed  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor has  received  a  communication  from 
Mr.  Clune,  and  he  is  of  opinion  that  no 
further  action  is  called  for  beyond  an 
admonition  to  be  more  careful  in  future. 

NEWBATTLB  COLLIERIES. 
Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  another 
fatal  accident  which  took  place  at  the 
I^ewbattle  Collieries,  Midlotliiau,  on  the 
9tb  instant ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
this  is  the  sixth  fatal  accident  that  has 
occurred  at  these  collieries  since  the  Ist 
of  January ;  and  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  endeavour  to  get  the  Fatal 
Aoctdents  Inquiry  (Scotland)  Bill  passed, 
80  that  these  frequent  and  deplorable 
accidents  may  be  publicly  inquired  into  ? 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
B.Balfour, Clackmannan, &c.) :  It  is  the 
fact  that  a  fatal  accident  occurred  in  one 
of  the  pits  of  the  Newbattle  Colliery 
Company  on  or  alwut  the  date  mentioned, 
and  that  four  other  accidents  have 
recently  occurred  in  other  pits  of  that 
Company.  The  Government  are  moat 
anxiouF  that  the  Fatil  Accidents  In- 
quiry (Scotland)  Bill  should  be  passed 
into  law,  and  I  should  be  very  glad  if 
the  House  would  asseut  to  its  being  read 
a  second  time,  and  referred  to  the  Grand 
Committee  on  Law,  where  its  provisions 
could  be  carefully  cousidered,  aud  any 
Amendments  which  might  be  thought 
desirable  made  upon  it. 

KEVHAM  TORPEDO  TL'BE  SHOP. 
Mr.  W.  ALLAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether  it  is 
the  case  that  in  the  torpedo  tube  shop  at 


Keyham  overtime  to  the  extent  of  mak- 
ing 10  to  11  days  of  total  time  per  week 
per  man  has  been  worked  for  these  last 
16  mouths  ;  and  whether  he  will  con- 
sider the  desirability  of  enlarging  the 
shop  and  plant  so  as  to  employ  more 
men,  especially  those  lately  discharged 
from  Government  factories  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  The  ques- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend  has  brought  to 
the  notice  of  the  Admiralty  the  fact  that 
overtime  to  the  extent  named  has  been 
permitted  at  Keyham  since  November, 
1891,  in  order  to  complete  the  ships 
building  under  the  Naval  Defence  Act. 
The  amount  of  overtime  has,  however, 
lately  been  reduced,  and  additional  plaut 
is  now  being  procured,  so  that  more  meu 
may  be  employed  and  overtime  further 
limited.  The  Admiralty  do  not  approve 
of  overtime  being  worked,  except  in 
cases  of  emergency;  and  the  First  Lord, 
to  whose  attention  the  facts  have  been 
brought,  will  take  steps  to  impress  upou 
the  dockyards  the  necessity  of  observing 
this  rule. 

Mr.  W.  ALLAN  :  Would  it  not  be 
more  in  accord  with  the  spirit  of  labour  if 
more  men  were  employed  instead  of 
allowing  these  meu  to  put  in  from  9  to 
11  working  days  a  week  ? 

Mr.  E,  ROBERTSON  :  I  quite 
agree  with  that  sentiment,  and  thought  I 
had  given  expression  to  that  view  in  my 
answer. 

Mr.  W.  ALLAN  :  Will  the  overtime 
be  stopped  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  I  hope  so. 

Mb.  J.  BURNS  (Battersea)  :  Will 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  pending  the  erec- 
tion of  the  machinery,  transfer  some  of 
the  work  from  Keyham  to  Woolwich  or 
Enfield,  where  there  are  artisans  skilful 
enough  to  perform  it  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  I  will  take 
that  suggestion  into  consideration. 

EXAMINING  OFFICERS  OF  CUSTOMS. 
Me.  THEOBALD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
what  system  of  marking  was  adopted  at 
the  recent  "  Further  Examination  "  held 
for  40  pkces  as  First  Class  Examining 
Otficers  of  Customs  ;  what  were  the 
qualifying  percentages  of  marks  fixed  iu 
each  branch  by  the  Commissioners  ol' 
Customs ;  tms  an  official  record  been 
kept  of  the  questions  and  answers  as  at 
oral  examinations  for  analogous  positions 
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iQ  the  Inland  Revenue  ;  was  the  further 
examination  conducted  in  accordance 
witli  the  precedents  in  other  branches  of 
the  Public  Service  au  recommended  by 
Treasury  Minute,  24tb  March,  1891  ; 
and  what  basis  of  comparison  was 
adopted  in  the  absence  of  identity  of 
questions,  identity  of  examiners,  and 
equality  of  time,  in  order  to  determine 
the  reUtive  merits  of  the  47  candidates 
who  were  examined  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  examiua- 
tion  wa»  lield  in  accordance  with  the 
couditioiis  laid  down  in  the  Treasury 
Minute  of  the  24th  March,  1891.  Such 
marks  were  assigned  as  the  answers  of 
candidates  warranted,  and  the  basis  of 
comparison  lay,  of  course,  in  the  judgment 
of  the  examiners.  As  much  of  the 
examination  was  practical,  no  official 
record  of  question  and  answer  was  kept, 
nor  do  I  see  any  reason  for  keeping  such 
record  or  eomparisou  with  Inland 
Reveuue  departmental  examinations. 

CATTLE  DISKASK  AND  IMPORTED  HAY. 

Colonel  GUNTER  (York,  W.R., 
Barkstone  Ash) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  tf 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
intended  shipment  to  this  country  of  hay 
from  Russia,  and  that  as  cattle  murrain 
is  generally  prevalent  there,  aud  as  the 
outbreak  of  rinderpest  in  England  in 
1866  was  traced  to  this  source,  if  he 
intends  to  take  steps  to  prevent  any 
chauce  of  a  like  calamity  occurring 
again  ? 

Mu.  EVERSHED  (Staffordshire, 
Burton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  probable  importation  of  large 
quantities  of  hay  from  Russia  and  else- 
where during  the  coming  autumn  and 
winter  may  be  the  means  of  introducing 
cattle  disease  into  this  country,  he  will 
consider  the  precautions  that  might  be 
taken  to  minimise  any  such  risk  ? 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) :  I  will  at  the  same  time  ask 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  large  imports  of  foreign  hay  and 
straw  consequent  upon  our  own  deficient 
hardest ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
rinderpest  and  other  c^tle  diseases  have 
been  introduced  by  mwns  of  this  foreign 
produce ;  whether  the  rinderpest  of  1866 
was  introduced  by  means  of  foreign  hay 
from  Russia ;   and  what  steps  he  will 
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take  to  prevent  the  introduction  of 
disease  with  our  flocks  and  herds,  by 
means  of  these  foreign  importatious  ? 

Sir  J.  KENNAWAY  (Devon, 
Honiton)  :  And  I  will  ask  whether,  in 
view  of  the  critical  condition  of  the  agri- 
cultural interest  in  this  country,  and  the 
fearful  loss  that  must  follow  upoo  the 
introduction  of  the  rinderpest,  he  will 
place  the  importation  of  hay  from 
infected  countries  under  close  restriction 
and  supervision,  so  as  to  avoid,  if 
possible,  the  threatened  danger  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  op  the  BOABD 

OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gaed- 
ner,  Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  In  reply 
to  the  various  questions  which  have 
been  placed  on  the  Paper  on  this  subject, 
I  may  state  that  on  the  occasion  of  each 
of  the  three  outbreaks  of  rinderpest 
which  have  occurred  in  this  countij 
during  the  present  century,  the  disease 
followed  upon  the  arrirt^  here  of  cattle 
affected  with  the  disorder,  and  we  have 
no  evidence  whatever  that  it  has  at  aoy 
time  been  introduced  by  means  of  the 
importation  of  liay,  straw,  or  other 
feeding-stuffs  used  for  cattle.  The 
possibility  of  infection  in  the  nmnner 
suggested  in  the  questions  has  been 
under  consideration  on  several  occasions 
in  connection  with  the  recent  outbreakB 
of  foot-and-mouth  disease,  but  it  has 
always  been  felt  that  the  risk  was  not  of 
such  a  character  as  to  justify  the  im- 
position of  restrictions  seriously  affecting 
a  great  variety  of  trades,  and  indeed, 
short  of  total  prohibition,  I  do  not  see 
what  steps  could  be  taken  which  would 
be  really  effectual.  I  fully  recognise, 
however,  the  importance  of  the  subject, 
aud  I  will  keep  it  steatlily  in  view. 

Colonel  GUNTEU  :  This  question 
is  of  vital  importance  to  agriculturists, 
and  we  should  be  glad  to  have  some  as- 
surance on  the  subject  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  idea  prevails  in 
the  country  that  hay  brought  this 
disease  just  as  rags  brought  cholera,  and 
I  will  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
an  assurance  that  every  precaution  will 
be  taken. 

Mb.  H.  GARDNER :  I  have  told  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  I  fully  recognise 
the  importance  of  the  subject,  and  will 
keep  it  in  view.  But  it  is  contrary  to 
the  fact  to  assert  that  rinderpest  has  evor 
been  brought  to  this  country  by  imported 
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luy.  In  6Tei7  case  it  Ims  been  traced  to 
animals. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford) :  Would  it  be  possible  to  make  a 
distiDCtion  between  haj  coming  from  the 
Rossian  Steppes  and  hay  coming  from 
other  parts  of  Europe  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  think  it  would 
be  very  difficult.  I  can  only  repeat  that 
I  recognise  the  gravity  of  the  situation, 
and  will  do  my  best  to  deal  with  it. 

Mr.  field  ;  May  I  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  AgrtcuUure  if  there 
was  any  importation  of  hay  at  the  time 
of  the  previous  outbreaks  of  rinderpest  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  have  no  in- 
formation on  that  snbject. 

CANADIAN  CATTLE. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  if 
he  will  ascertain,  in  the  cases  of  the  five 
suspected  animals  recently  landed  from 
Canada  from  the  steamships  Numidiaiiy 
Brazilian,  Lake  Winnipeg,  Storm  King, 
and  Lake  Superior,  whether  the  veteri- 
nary officials  of  the  Department  were 
unaaimoaa  in  the  opinion  that  none  of 
the  lungs  were  affected  with  pleuro-pneu- 
monia,  for  which  animals  have  been  or 
would  be  slaughtered  in  the  ordinary 
course  in  Euglaud  ?  I  will  also  ask 
whether  he  can  now  iuform  the  House 
what  decision  has  been  arrived  at  in  the 
suspected  case  of  pleuro-pneumouia  in  a 
Canadian  animal  landed  from  the  Lake 
Winnipeg^  and  with  regard  to  which  he 
was  awaiting  further  information  on  3rd 
June  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  The  suggestion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  appears  to 
me  to  be  open  to  the  objections  I  stated 
a  few  days  ago,  and  I  canuot  agree  to  do 
anything  which  would  appear  to  lessen 
the  responsibility  of  my  chief  professional 
adviser.  I  am  anxious,  however,  to  place 
those  who  are  iuterested  in  this  matter  in 
possession  of  full  information  regarding 
.the  facts  of  the  case,  and  I  may,  there- 
fore, say  that  I  understand,  on  inquiry, 
thftt  in  two  of  the  five  cases  referred  to 
in  the  question  the  indications  of  disease 
were  such  as  would  have  justified  the 
slaughter  of  the  animals,  as  a  matter  of 
precaution,  if  those  indicatious  had  been 
found  in  homo  stock.  My  veterinary 
advisers,  however,  considered  it  desirable 
that  in  a  matter  in  which  so  much  de- 
pends upon  the  correct  diagnosis  of 


disease,  the  detailed  investigation  and 
discussion  which  were  obviously  neces- 
sary should  proceed  iu  a  case  in  which 
the  lesions  were  clear  and  unmistakable, 
and  it  is  to  the  results  obtained  in  the 
case  of  the  animal  landed  from  the  Lahe 
Winnipeg  that  I  must  look  for  guidance 
in  the  matter.  With  regard  to  that 
animal,  concemiag  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  placed  a  separate  question 
on  the  Paper,  I  would  say  that  the  pre- 
paration of  sections  for  microscopic 
examination  necessarily  takes  time,  inas- 
much as  the  sectious  have  to  be  dried 
with  great  care.  I  understand,  however, 
that  they  are  now  practically  ready,  and 
that  a  full  report  respecting  them  will  be 
in  my  hands  in  the  course  of  a  few  days. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  May  I  ask  whether 
it  is  not  very  unusual  that  so  long  a  time 
should  be  required  to  ascertain  whether 
the  disease  is  pleuro-pneumonia  or  not  ? 
Is  there  any  precedent  for  it  taking  a 
mouth  to  decide  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  This  is  not  an 
ordinary  case.  It  affects  tlic  whole  of 
the  Canadian  cattle  trade  with  this 
country,  and  I  have  thought  it  my  duty 
to  order  an  exhaustive  examination  to  be 
made,  so  that  I  may  be  able  to  arrive  at 
a  satisfactory  conclusiou. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  When  will  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemau  be  able  to  put  the 
House  in  possession  of  information  on  the 
subject  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  The  examinn- 
tiou  must  be  an  exhaustive  one,  but  for 
the  sake  of  the  trade  it  is  uecessary  that 
it  should  be  concluded  in  a  short  time, 
and  I  will  then  make  a  statement ;  but, 
iu  the  meantime,  I  think  premature  ques- 
tions on  the  subject  are  unsatisfactory. 

TBLEOBAPH  CLERKS  AND  THBIK 
GRIEVANCES. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, Bow)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether,  consideriug  that 
telegraph  clerks  were  permitted,  between 
the  years  1870  and  1890,  to  meet,  with- 
out official  interference,  outside  Post 
Office  buildings  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
discussiug  their  grievances,  he  will 
revert  to  the  system  that  prevailed 
before  1890  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  My  hon.  Friend 
is  under  a  misapprehension.  The  Rule 
of  1866  prohibited  Post  Office  servants 
from  holding  meetings  for  the  discussion 
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of  official  questions  bejood  the  walls  of 
the  Post  Office  buildings.  This  Rule, 
although  it  was  uot  strictly  enforced, 
applied  to  telegraphists  as  well  as  to 
other  branches  of  the  Service.  In  1890 
the  Rule  was  relaxed,  and  permission 
was  granted  to  all  Post  Office  Bervauts 
under  certain  condicionB  to  bold  meet- 
ings for  the  purpose  mentioned  outside 
the  Post  Office  buildings. 

PBGCAUTIONS  AGAINST  CHOLERA. 
Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirlcdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Goverument  Board 
whether  instructious  haye  been  given 
to  the  Customs  Authorities  in  all  ports 
of  entry  in  the  Uoited  Kingdom  to  pro- 
Tide  accommodation  for  the  boarding  of 
Teasels  by  the  medical  officers  for  the 
purposes  of  inspection  and  examination 
of  ships'  crews  and  passengers,  in  carry- 
ing out  the  precautions  against  cholera 
iustitutcd  by  the  \Local  GoTernment 
Boanl  ? 

•The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
FowLEB,  Wolverhampton,  E.)  :  The 
Custom  House  Authorities  are  instructed 
to  render  assistance  wherever  they  con- 
veniently can  in  order  to  provide  accom- 
modation for  the  medical  officers  at  the 
difTerent  ports  in  carrying  out  the  regu- 
lations of  the  Local  Government  Boai^. 

THE  IRISH  MAGISTRACY. 
Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is 
the  case  that  the  Earl  of  Ranfurly  and 
Captain  Clark-Kennedy  are  to  be  re- 
moved from  holdiug  the  Commissiou  of 
the  Peace  for  their  respective  counties  ; 
and  for  what  cause  are  these  gentlemen 
to  be  removed  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor for  Ireland  is  not  contemplating 
any  action  with  regard  to  either  of  the 
gentlemen  named. 

THE  ARMY  ESTIMATES. 
Captain  NAYLOR-LEYLAND  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  what  Vote  or  VotM  in  the  Army 
Estimates  he  proposes  to  take  on  Tues- 
day, 27th  June  ? 

Mr.  A.  Morley 
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•The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr. 
WoODALL,  Hanley)  promised  that  notice 
would  be  given  on  Thursday. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  I  wilt 
ask  my  hon.  Friend  what  opportoniQ' 
will  be  afforded  for  discussing  the 
Ordnance  Factory  Vote  ?  The  Secre- 
tary for  War  gave  us  a  pledge  that^ 
discussion  should  take  place  in  Jnne. 

Mr.  WOODALL  :  The  promise  wm 
made  that  the  discussion  should  be  taken 
on  the  Stores  Vote.  I  will  state  on 
Thursday  when  that  will  be  taken. 

'  BIRDS  OF  PRBV  AND  AGRICULTURB. 

Mr.  EVERSHED  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agricultnre  has 
recently  issued  a  book  by  Dr.  Hart 
Merriam  ou  birds  of  prey  in  their  rela- 
tion to  agriculture,  demonstrating  tlie 
evils  which  arise  from  their  indiscriminate 
destruction  ;  and  whether  he  will  consider 
the  desirability  of  promoting  similar 
knowledge  among  the  agricultuiists  of 
the  United  Kingdom  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  Yes ;  I  am 
aware  of  the  issue  of  the  book  to  which 
my  hon.  Friend  refers,  and  I  should  be 
glad  to  do  anything  in  my  power  to  pro- 
mote the  knowledge  of  omithologv  in 
its  relation  to  agriculture.  The  Depart- 
mental Committee  on  the  Vole  Plague  in 
the  South  of  Scotland  collected  much 
useful  information  on  one  branch  of  the 
subject,  aud  I  have  in  the  press  a  leaflet 
summarisiug  some  of  the  conclusions  at 
which  the  Committee  uiiTed,  which  will, 
I  hope,  be  of  some  service  in  the  direc- 
tion propoBMl  by  my  hon.  Friend. 

LIQHT  RAILWAYS  IK  IRKLAKD. 
Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 

if  he  has  received  any  answer  to  the 
inquiry  he  has  addressed  to  the  officials 
in  Dublin  as  to  how  the  law  relating 
to  light  railways  in  Ireland  can  be 
amended  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  No,  Sir ;  I 
am  still  awaiting  a  letter  from  the  Irish 
Governmeut  upon  this  subject. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  IN  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hapts,  Basing- 
stoke) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  F'mt  Ctxninia- 
sioner  of  Works  whether  he  is  aware 
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unshaded  electric  lighuaro  very  injurious 
to  the  sight ;  and  whether  he  will  cause 
ail  the  electric  lights  iu  both  Library  and 
Reading  Booms  to  be  shaded  as  soon  as 
possible  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Shaw  Lepevre,  Brad- 
ford, Central)  :  Since  the  Debate  on  this 
subject  ou  the  Estimates,  frosted  bulbs 
have  been  substituted  for  plain  ones  in 
the  case  of  many  of  the  lights  iu  the 
Library  and  ReadiugRoom,  and  they  will 
be  extended  if  they  give  satisfaction. 

IRISH  MAIL  ROUTES. 

Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  GoTemment  to  further  expedite 
the  mail  serTice  between  Queenstowu, 
Kingstown,  aud  Holyhead  ;  aud  whether 
they  intend  to  maintain  the  Irish  route 
for  American  mails  ? 

Mb.  a.  MORLEY  :  My  answer  to 
the  first  question  is  in  the  negative. 
There  is  no  intention  of  changing  the 
American  mail  route. 

Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  he  will  arrange 
that  an  additional  mid-day  mail  traiu 
shall  be  run  from  Cork  to  Skibbereen,  as 
requested  by  a  public  meeting  of  that 
and  surrounding  districts  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  have  received 
copies  of  the  resolutions  passed  at  the 
meeting  in  question.  The  subject  to 
which  they  refer  has  already  received 
careful  consideration,  but  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  the  loss  upon  the  present 
arrangements  is  so  heavy  that  the  addi- 
tional charge  required  to  effect  the  desired 
improvement  of  the  mail  iservice  would 
not  be  justified. 

Ur.  field  :  Is  there  no  chance  of 
securing  an  improvement  of  the  present 
arrangements  ? 

Mr,  a.  MORLEY  :  None  at  present. 

CORK  AND  SKIBBEREEN  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  the  Government  intends  to 
have  the  existing  railway  facilities  in- 
creased between  Cork  and  Skibbereen, 
so  as  to  give  the  public  and  the  guarantors 
a  full  and  efficient  service  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  not  clear 
that  it  is  a  questiou  which  any  Govern- 
ment Department  can  answer,  but  I  shall 
cause  inquiry  to  be  made. 


SCHOOL  ACCOUNTS. 

Mr.  DIGBY  (Dorset,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 
of  Council  ou  Educatiou  whether  he 
could  see  his  way  to  modify  that  part  of 
the  New  Education  Code  which  alters 
the  old  and  simple  rule  requiring  the 
publication  of  the  school  accounts  on 
the  school  doors,  or  in  some  public  place, 
for  1 4  days  only  in  each  year  ;  and  if  he 
would  consider  the  inconvenience  to 
which  the  teachers  and  managers  of 
schools  may  be  subjected  by  the  per- 
mission given  by  the  New  Code  to 
inspect  the  books  and  accounts  at  any 
time  iu  the  year  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  As  I  have  already 
stated  iu  the  House,  in  reply  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Rochester,  on  the 
2nd  May,  the  reason  for  the  change  is 
that  those  to  whom  facilities  were  offered 
by  the  Code  of  1890  for  inspection 
of  the  accounts  aud  the  Report,  some- 
times found  that  the  information  was  not 
available  to  them  when  it  was  needed. 
I  do  not  think  inconvenience  has  arisen 
under  the  former  arrangements,  which 
were  limited  to  14  days.  Similar 
arrangements  can  now  be  extended  over 
the  year.  The  Department  would  con* 
aider  any  representations  that  might  be 
made  to  them  as  to  the  reasonableness 
of  the  time  or  the  convenience  of  the 
place. 

DEPTFORD  VICTUALLING  YARD. 
Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
the  system  of  contract  labour  at  tiie 
Deptford  Victualling  I'ard  is  an  excep- 
tion to  the  system  generally  prevailing 
in  other  yards  under  the  Admiralty  ;  and 
whether  the  Admiralty  can  see  its  way 
to  employing  labour  directly  at  Deptford 
without  the  intervention  of  a  con- 
tractor ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON :  The  system 
of  contract  labour  on  repairs  and  main- 
tenance works  at  Deptford  Victualling 
Yard  is  an  exception  to  the  system 
generally  prevailing  in  other  yards  under 
the  Admiralty,  where  the  men  are  hired 
and  paid  direct  by  the  Admiralty.  The 
question  of  what  improvement  can  be 
made  iu  the  arrangements  at  Deptford 
has  been  for  some  time  under  cousidera- 
tiou,  and  due  weight  will  be  given  to  the 
s  iggestion  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
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Mit.  DARLING  :  Had  the  hon. 
^leutlemau,  when  he  made  that  answer, 
in  bis  mind  the  facts  lately  brought 
before  the  Goverument  hj  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Ham  P 

Mh.  £.  ROBERTSON :  I  do  not  know 
to  what  facts  the  hon.  Member  alludes. 

Mr.  darling  :  The  facta  fore- 
fthadowed  by  the  hon.  Member  when  he 
at^ked  leave  to  more  the  Adjoamment  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  I  am  glad  to 
have  an  opportunitj  of  saying  that  the 
statements  upon  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Ham  founded  his  Motion  were 
entirely  unfounded.  The  person  to 
whom  he  referred  was  not  in  the  employ 
of  the  Admiralty.  The  question  was 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  Admiralty 
by  a  Petition,  upon  the  basis  of  which 
inquiries  are  being  conducted. 

IRISH  POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANKS. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether  he 
cau  state  the  total  number  of  depositors 
in  Poat  Office  Savings  Banks  in  the 
United  Kingdom  for  the  last  savings 
bank  year,  and  how  many  or  what  pro- 
^rtion  of  them  were  able  to  deposit 
during  the  year  the  maxinmm  £30  now 
allowed  by  law  ? 

Mu.  A.  MORLEY  :  The  total  number 
of  depositors  in  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks  is  stated  in  the  Postmaster  Generars 
Report  every  year,  but  the  Returns  for 
1892  are  uot  yet  complete.  I  cannot 
give  the  exact  number,  but  on  an  estimate 
there  are  about  5,442,000  depositors.  I 
can  only  give  a  rough  estimate  of  the 
number  who  deposited  as  much  as  £30 
in  the  year  —  namely,  about  153,000 
perilous. 

LUNACY  0BDBB8. 
Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifiou)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General  whether  he  is  aware  that  com- 
plaints exist  of  the  delay  that  occurs  in 
the  office  of  the  Mastors  in  Lunacy  in 
getting  orders  through  ;  whether  the 
^elay  is  due  to  the  insufficiency  of  the 
staff ;  and  whether  the  inconvenience 
will  be  remedied  ? 

•The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
C.  Russell,  Hackney,  S.)  :  My  attention 
has  not  been  called  to  the  matter,  but 
I  will  cause  inquiries  to  be  made. 


THE  EOTAL  WEDDING. 

Mr.  THEOBALD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  grant  to  the  members  of  the 
Customs  Department  a  holiday  on  the 
occasion  of  the  marriage  of  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  York  ;  and 
whether,  in  the  event  of  officers  beiog 
compelled,  by  the  nature  of  their  duties, 
to  give  attendance  on  that  day,  they  may 
be  permitted  a  day's  holiday  on  another 
occasion  in  lieu  thereof  ? 

Thb  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian)  :  The  closing  of  the 
Customs  Department,  as  the  boo.  Gentle- 
man is  no  doubt  aware,  would  entail  the 
stoppage  of  the  whole  of  the  operatiooe 
connected  with  the  foreign  trade  of  the 
country  for  the  day.  Ko  Public  Depart- 
ment can  be  closed  except  upon  a  public 
holiday ;  and  as  there  is  to  be  no  public 
holiday,  it  follows  that  the  CuetoniB 
Department  cannot  be  closed.  But  I 
l>elieve  the  Government  Departments  on 
these  occasions  do  make  such  arrauge- 
meuts  as  they  can,  compatible  with  the 
interest  of  the  State,  for  allowing  the 
members  of  Departments  to  profit  as 
much  as  they  can  by  any  arrangements 
that  may  be  made  locally  for  the  porpou 
of  marking  the  day. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  if  bis  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  gravenuconvenieoce 
which  will  attend  bank  managers  and 
officials  in  those  places  like  Sheffield 
wherein  the  Civic  Authorities  determine, 
in  response  to  public  opinion,  that  the 
Royal  Wedding  Day  shall  be  kept  as  s 
public  holiday,  unless  an  Order  in  Council 
is  issued  empowering  luuiks  to  close  in 
such  places  ;  and  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  so  far  re-consider  their 
decision  and  cause  the  necessary  steps  to 
be  taken  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  As  I 
understand  the  matter,  the  Government 
have  no  power  in  euch  circumstances  as 
those  mentioned  in  the  question,  except 
that  when  they  proclaim  a  public  holiday 
the  hills  falling  dne  on  that  day  are  post- 
poned. I  do  not  think  there  is  any  case 
here  that  would  justify  the  aetioD 
suggested.  I  do  not  think  it  is  intmded 
that    the*  Goveraoient    should  bare 
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power  to  act  except  upoo  theproclamatioa 
hj  them  of  a  general  public  holiday.  No 
such  action  has  been  taken  bj  the  Local 
Authorities  a«  would  lead  nto  to  suppose 
that  any  inconTenience  will  be  caused. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
Will  not  the  effect  be  that  the  banke  at 
Sheffield  will  be  open  and  all  the  clerks 
at  work,  while  all  the  other  iustitutious 
and  businesses  will  be  closed  ?  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  of  that  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  not 
aware  of  that,  and  I  could  not  very  well 
be  aware  of  it.  I  take  it  that,  as  there 
will  be  a  great  cootractiou  of  business  on 
that  day,  the  bank  managers  will  only 
require  a  proportionate  number  of  clerks 
to  be  in  attendance. 

ABJOURNMBXT. 
SWINE  FEVER. 

Mr.  Fellowes,  Member  for  the  Ram- 
sey Division  of  Huntingdonshire,  roi^o  in 
his  place,  and  asked  leave  to  move  the 
Adjournment  of  the  House  for  the  pur- 
pose of  discussing  a  definite  matter  of 
urgent  public  importance — namely,  "  the 
increasing  prevalence  of  swine  fever  in 
many  parts  of  the  country,  and  the  per- 
sistent neglect  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  take  adequate  measures  to  check 
it." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
desire  to  point  out  that  there  was  on  the 
Paper  last  night  a  Bill  on  this  subject, 
wtitch  was  iutroduced  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  that  the  Order  for  the  Second 
Reading  was  discharged  late  last  night  in 
order  to  leave  the  ground  clear  for  this 
Motion. 

Mn.  SPEAKER  :  That,  of  course, 
leaves  the  ground  clear  for  the  hon. 
Gentleman. 

The  pleasure  of  the  House  not  having 
been  signified,  Mr.  Speaker  called  on 
those  Members  who  supported  the 
Motion  to  rise  in  their  place:^,  and  not 
less  than  40  Members  having  accordingly 
risen  : — 

*Mr.  FELLOWES  said,  that  as  he 
had  not  taken  any  part  this  Session  in 
the  Debates  in  the  House,  he  hoped  he 
would  not  be  accused  of  in  any  way 
wishing  to  stop  legislation  or  to  hinder 
the  progress  of  the  Home  Rule  Bill. 
His  intention  was  to  try  to  find  out  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government  what  were 


their  intentions  for  the  future  with  regard 
to  the  important  question  of  swine  fever. 
Some  of  those  present  might  not  think 
the  subject  of  sufficient  importance  to 
justify  a  Motion  for  Adjournment,  but 
he  would  remind  hon.  Members  that  this 
was  the  only  opportunity  those  who  were 
interested  in  agricultund  matters  had  of 
bringing  them  before  the  notice  of  the 
House,  seeing  that  the  Government  had  . 
taken  the  whole  time  of  the  House  for 
their  own  business.  More  than  that, 
they  had  a  right  to  bring  this  question 
forward.  This  was  the  first  Session  of 
a  new  Parliament,  and  he  thought  that 
in  the  present  state  of  agriculture  they 
had  a  right  to  bring  to  the  notice  of 
the  House  anything  that  might  bear 
upon  the  interests  of  that  industry, 
or  that  might  conduce  to  its  benefit. 
The  subject  of  swine  fever  was  one  of 
urgent  public  importance  in  consequence 
of  the  prevalence  of  the  disease  in  many 
Qouuties  and  the  resulting  decrease  iu 
the  number  of  swiue.  An  enormous  loss 
was  caused  by  this  disease  to  targe 
fanners,  small  holders,  and  also  allotment 
holders,  who  as  a  result  of  recent 
legislation  had  enormously  increased  iu 
numbers,  and  of  whom  nine  out  of  ten 
kept  swine.  It  was,  therefore,  incumbent 
on  the  House  to  take  steps  to  stamp  out 
the  disease.  At  the  beginning  of  the 
Session,  when  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Ripon  moved  an  Amendment  to 
the  Address,  the  Minister  of  Agricul- 
ture, as  he  understood  him,  declared  it 
was  hard  to  know  what  to  do  iu  agricul- 
tural matters,  as  agriculturists  were  not 
united  among  themselves.  But  he  ven- 
tured to  assert  that,  in  regard  to  swine 
fever,  agriculturists  were  absolutely  at 
one  as  to  what  ought  to  be  done.  The 
Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture,  the 
Associated  Chambers,  Farmers'  Clubs,, 
and  the  Contagious  Diseases  Committees 
of  the  County  Councils  had  over  and 
over  again  passed  resolutions  demanding 
that  the  question  should  he  taken  up  by 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  and  treated  iu 
the  same  way  as  the  subject  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia. The  Local  AuUioritiea  had 
no  doubt  done  their  beat  to  suppress  swine 
fever,  but  they  had  failed.  They  had 
speut  the  ratepayers'  money  with  very 
little  result.  There  had  been  no  uni- 
formity of  action  amongst  them ;  some 
counties  had  slaughtered,  and  some  had: 
not ;  some  had  paid  compensation,  and 
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others  had  ref  osed  to,  and  the  resnlt  had 
been  that  the  disease  had  not  decreased, 
and  it  had  been  found  impossible  to 
stamp  it  out  under  the  existing  Regula- 
tions. In  the  last  Parliament  this  ques- 
tion was  raised  several  times,  and  a 
deputation  waited  upon  the -right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  of  Lincolnshire,  who  at  that 
period  occupied  the  office  of  Minister  of 
Agriculture.  It  was  introduced  by  the 
present  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  and  he  hoped  that  in  the 
present  Debate  he  would  have  the  support 
of  the  hon.  Baronet.  That  deputation 
represented  23  Chambers  of  Agriculture 
and  other  Organisations,  and  it  had  a 
very  kind  and  sympathetic  reception  from 
the  Presideut  of  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture, who  frankly  informed  them  that  he 
was  collecting  informatioo  as  regarded 
the  question,  but  was  unable  to  undertake 
at  that  moment  to  do  anything  on  account 
of  an  outbreak  of  foot-and-mouth  disease. 
Since  that  time — February  last  year — 
there  had  been  no  real  diminution  in  the 
disease,  for  they  found  that  in  the  20 
weeks  ending  on  May  20,  1892,  there 
were  close  upon  800  ontbreaks  of  swine 
fever,  and  in  the  20  weeks  ending  ou 
May  20  this  year  there  were  1,100 
outbreaks,  iu  which  5,400  swine  were 
affected.  There  were  fewer  cases  re- 
ported in  1892  than  in  1891,  but  this 
was  largelyaccoantedforby  the  disinclina- 
tion to  report  cases  in  localities  where  no 
compeosatiou,  or  very  little,  was  given. 
Tlie  Departmental  Committee  said  in 
their  Report  that  in  1892  there  was  a  con- 
siderable reduction  in  the  number  of  cases 
of  diseases  reported,  but  that  they  had 
reason  to  believe  that  this  reduction  was 
more  apparent  than  real,  and  was  due  io 
some  measure  to  the  decrease  in  the 
number  of  swine  in  the  country,  and  to  a 
still  greater  extent  to  the  discontinuance 
on  the  part  of  the  Local  Authorities  of 
the  payment  of  compensation,  which  had 
the  effect  of  making  the  owners  of  swine 
negligentiingiviog  notice  of  diseases.  This 
he  regarded  as  a  very  bad  sign,  but  a  still 
worse  sign  was  the  enormous  decrease  of 
swine  in  theconntry.  The  Returns  given  in 
the  Appendix  to  the  Report  of  the  De- 
partmental Committee  showed  that  in 
1892  the  swine  in  England  decreased  by 
25  per  cent.,  in  Wales  by  27  per  cent.,  in 
Scotland  by  29  per  cent.,  and  in  Ireland 
by  13  per  cent.,  the  total  decrease  in  the 
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whole  of  Great  Britaiu  and  Ireland  and 
the  Channel  Islands  being  over 
1,000,000,  or  24  per  cent.  The  remit 
was  that  at  the  present  moment  pork  wu 
as  dear  as  beef,  and  very  nearly  as  dear 
as  mutton.  He  must  apologise  to  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture  for  having 
badgered  him  with  questions  on  thissab- 
ject  so  much  during  the  Session,  but  he 
regarded  the  question  as  of  such  great 
importance  to  the  agricultural  iotereat 
that  be  had  felt  bound  to  question  him 
upon  it.  He  must  cougratulate  the  right 
hon.  Gcentleman  on  the  selection  he  had 
made  of  the  Members  oftheDepartaneotal 
Committee,  although  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  found 
in  his  Department  ample  particulars  re- 
specting the  disease  without  wasting 
time  by  appointing  a  Committee  at  all 
The  Committee  had  reported  on  the  tines 
laid  down  by  the  Chambers  of  Agricul- 
ture in  the  last  two  years,  having  recom- 
mended that  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
should  be  the  Authority  for  stamping  out 
disease,  and  that  compensation  should  be 
paid  out  of  Imperial  funds  and  not  out  of 
the  rates.  With  these  views  of  the  Com- 
mittee he  thoroughly  agreed,  and  he 
should  be  pleased  to  see  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  acting  upon  them.  He  quite 
agreed  that  it  would  be  more  difficult  to 
tackle  the  question  of  swine  fever  than  it 
bad  been  to  deal  with  pleuro-pneumonis, 
and  it  would  probably  be  more  expensive, 
and  possibly  take  a  longer  time.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
disease  was  decreasing  largely.  If  so, 
surely  the  present  was  the  proper  time 
to  stamp  it  out.  When  the  Pleuro- 
pneumonia Act  was  passed,  pleuro-nnm- 
monia  existed  in  34  counties  in  Great 
Britain,  25  in  England,  and  nine  in  Scot- 
land. At  the  end  of  12  mouths  from  the 
passing  of  the  Act  pleuro-pneumouiawss 
restricted  to  seven  counties  in  England 
and  one  ouly  in  Scotland  ;  whilst  oov, 
with  the  exception  of  the  one  case  which 
had  unfortunately  just  broken  out  at 
Hendou,  the  country  for  the  first  time  for 
50  years  was  absolutely  free  from  the 
disease.  Bearing  these  facts  in  mind,  he 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  deal 
with  swine  fever  exactly  in  the 
same  way  as  he  had  dealt  with 
the  question  of  pleuro  -  pneumonia. 
A  deputation  waited  upon  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  last  week, 
and  the  right  hon.  Grentl^oan,  in  reply  to 
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the  representatious  made  to  him,  Baid 
there  was  do  hnrrj  about  the  question  ; 
that  the  autumn  was  the  proper  time  to 
tackle  it,  aud  that  the  great  stumbling 
block  was  finance.  He  (Mr.  Fellowes) 
said  without  fear  of  contradiction  that 
there  was  hurry  about  the  question. 
Those  who  represented  agricultural  dis- 
tricts knew  well  that  the  agricultural  in- 
terest was  never,  in  the  memory  of  man, 
in  a  worse  state  than  at  the  present  day, 
and  anything  that  would  be  of  some 
little  use  would  be  beneficial  to  what  be 
was  afraid  was  very  nearly  a  ruined  in- 
terest. He  quite  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  tbat  the  autumn  was  the 
proper  time  to  tackle  the  question  ;  but 
as  was  pointed  out  by  Mr,  Carrington 
Smith  when  the  deputation  waited  upon 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  the  ques- 
tion was  to  be  tackled  in  the  autumn  it 
was  necessary  to  pass  a  Bill  this  Session 
go  as  to  have  everything  prepared  before 
the  autumn  arrived.  As  to  the  question 
of  finance,  he  knew  it  was  a  very  serious 
one  at  the  present  time.  It  must  be  re- 
membered that  this  was  a  question  for  the 
public  good,  and  to  his  mind  the  public 
ought  to  pay  for  any  general  benefit  that 
was  conferred  by  the  action  taken.  He 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
other  day  to  throw  out  a  suggestion  that 
the  compensation  to  be  paid  should  come 
partly  out  of  the  pleuro- pneumonia  fund 
and  partly  out  of  the  rates.  He  himself 
had  a  very  strong  objection  to  any  pay- 
ment being  made  out  of  the  rates  for  the 
purpose.  There  had  been  an  enormous 
amount  of  money  wasted  during  the  last 
few  years  on  this  question  without  much 
good  being  done.  At  the  same  time, 
rather  than  have  the  question  shelved, 
he  would  agree,  speaking  only  for  him- 
self, to  half  the  cost  being  placed 
on  the  rates  as  long  as  half  come 
out  of  the  Imperial  funds.  He  wished 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
*'  yes  "  or  "  no  "  whether  he  would  before  the 
autumn  undertake  to  bring  in  legislation 
on  the  subject,  so  that  It  might  be  pos- 
sible to  deal  with  the  question  in  October 
or  November. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.** — 
(Afr.  Fellowes^ 

The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.H.  Gardner. 
Essex,  Saffron  Walden) :  I  can  assure 


my  hon.  Friend  that  what  he  says  as  to 
the  absolute  unanimity  of  agriculturists 
generally  ou  the  subject  of  transferring 
the  authority  for  dealing  with  swine 
fever  has  considerable  sympathy  from 
me.  I  thoroughly  agree  that  the  Report 
of  the  Committee,  which  I  myself  ap- 
pointed, proves,  more  or  less,  that  Local 
Authorities  are  not  able  to  cope  9ucces»!- 
fully  with  this  disease,  and  that  the 
transferenoe  of  the  power  of  dealing  with 
it  to  a  Central  Authority  would  be  advan- 
tageous to  the  agricultural  community. 
I  recognise  to  the  full  the  competence  of 
the  Department  over  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  preside,  as  evidenced  by  the 
way  in  which  they  have  stamped  out 
pleuro-pneumonia,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
that  we  shall  be  able  to  deal  with  swine 
fever  as  satisfactorily  as  we  were  able  to 
deal  with  pleuro-pneumonia.  But  my  hon. 
Friend  puts,  as  it  were,  a  pistol  to  my  head, 
and  asks  for  an  answer  "  yes  "  or  *'  no."  I 
think  my  hon.  Friend  has  forgotten  one 
factor  in  the  case.  I  am  quite  sure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Sleaford  (Mr.  Chaplin)  will  not  forget 
that  factor,  because,  in  a  speech  he 
made  to  a  deputation,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  alluded  to  it  in  very  strong 
terms.  The  factor  I  speak  of  is  that  of 
Ireland.  Although  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture has  the  administration  of  this 
matter  in  England,  the  administration  of 
agricultural  affairs  in  Ireland  is  carried 
ou  by  Irish  oificials  ;  and  when  I  point 
out  that  there  are  over  1,000,00 J  of 
pigs  in  Ireland,  and  that  the  importation 
of  pigs  to  this  country  amounts  to 
something  like  500,000  a  year,  I  think 
my  hon.  Friend  will  see  that  unless  we 
take  measures  to  deal  with  Ireland  as 
well  as  England,  we  might  be  importing 
the  disease  from  Ireland  at  the  time  when 
we  were  extinguishing  it  in  England.  I  do 
not  think  anyone  in  this  House  would 
wish  to  go  to  the  length  of  entirely 
stopping  the  importation  of  pigs  from 
Ireland.  A  distinguished  official  from 
Ireland  had  made  an  appointment  with 
me  almost  at  this  present  moment;  and 
if  my  hon.  Friend  hod  allowed  me  to 
have  an  interview  with  him,  I  think  we 
should  have  been  very  much  nearer  a 
settlement  of  the  question  than  we  are 
now.  I  shall  not  go  into  the  very  inter- 
esting details  to  which  my  hon.  Friend 
has  alluded.  With  reference  to  the  Bill, 
I  might  almost  say  that  my  hon.  Friend 
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withdrew  that  measure  last  uiglit  id 
order  that  he  might  to-night  delight  us 
with  the  speech  he  intended  to  make  on 
the  Second  Reading.  But  the  qnestioa 
is  not  one  of  details.  The  point  really 
is  whether  this  is  a  question  of  such 
urgent  public  importance  that  my  hon. 
Friend  should  hare  taken  it  upon  him- 
self to  interrupt  the  whole  Business  of 
this  House  in  order  to  urge  the  Govern- 
ment to  proceed  with  this  matter  at  once. 
[Opposition  cAecrj.]  I  accept  the 
challenge  implied  by  those  cheers,  and  I 
will  address  tlie  House  for  a  few  minutes 
on  that  subject.  My  hon.  Friend  has 
admitted  very  fairly  that  the  extinction 
of  this  disease  ought  to  be  undertaken 
not  at  the  present  moment,  but  in  the 
late  autumn.  A  great  authority  on  the 
subject  (Mr.  Carriugton  Smith)  who  sat 
on  the  Committee,  and  was  a  member  of 
the  deputation  to  me  the  other  day,  goes 
so  far  as  to  say  that  measures  should  be 
taken  for  stamping  out  the  disease  some- 
where about  Christmas  or  a  little  later. 
I  would  ask  whether  it  is  necessary  to 
move  the  Adjournment  of  the  House  in 
June  in  order  to  urge  upon  the  Govern- 
ment the  adoption  of  measures  which 
admittedly  ought  not  to  be  taken  until 
about  Ctu-istmas  time  ?  I  pass  to  the 
figures  my  hon.  Friend  put  before  the 
House.  My  figures  do  not  entirely 
agree  with  his.  The  question  we  have 
to  consider  is  whether  there  has  been 
so  serious  an  increase  in  swine  fever,  and 
whether  farmers  are  face  to  face  with 
such  a  crisis  on  this  matter  that  it  is 
necessary  to  stop  the  important  Business 
of  this  House  to  discuss  it  ?  My  hou. 
Friend  has  been  singularly  unfortunate 
in  the  moment  he  has  chosen  to  >>rii]g 
the  subject  forward,  for  our  last  Return, 
which  came  up  to  the  10th  of  June, 
shows  that  in  the  week  ending  witli 
that  date  there  were  276  cases  of  swine 
fever,  whereas  in  the  same  week  in 
1892  we  had  414  cases,  in  the  same 
week  in  1 89 1  1 ,000  cases,  and  in 
the  same  week  in  1890  621  cases,  so 
that  because  we  have  138  cases  less 
than  in  1892,  over  600  less  than  in  1891, 
and  about  3oO  less  than  in  1890,  my 
hon.  Friend  thinks  the  question  is  so 
urgent,  and  the  farmers  of  this  country 
are  foce  to  face  with  such  a  crisis,  that 
the  Business  of  the  House  of  Commons 
ought  to  bo  interrupted  in  order  that  the 
subject  may  be  discussed. 

Mr.  H.  Gardner 


•Mr.  FELLOWES  :  WUI  my  right 
hon.  Friend  give  us  also  the  decrease  in 
the  uumber  of  swine  kept  in  the 
country  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER :  The  decteue 
in  the  number  of  swine  is  not  owing  to 
swine  fever.  Authorities  tell  us  thattk 
number  of  swine  in  tbe  country  is  always 
a  fluctuating  figure,  and  that  the  real 
reason  for  the  decrease  is  the  receot 
cheapness  of  swine.  As  swine  are 
animals  which  are  easily  produced  thej 
follow  the  trade.  I  now  come  to  the 
other  figures^  The  hon.  Gentleman  nid 
there  was  a  serious  increase  in  svine 
fever,  and  one  of  his  reasons  was  that 
there  were  6,350  cases  of  swine  fever  is 
the  first  23  weeks  of  1893,  whereas  in 
the  first  23  weeks  of  1892  there  were 
only  5,960.  My  hon.  Friend  says  thnt 
an  increase  of  390  diseased  pigs  out  of 
a  total  of  nearly  2,000,000  pigs  in  the 
country  is  a  justification  for  bringing  this 
Motion  before  the  House.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  I  state  to  the  House,  aud  I  do  eo 
upon  my  authority,  that  at  the  present 
moment,  with  the  exception  of  a  verj 
slight  difference  last  year,  the  cases  <^ 
swine  fever  stand  now  at  the  very 
lowest  pitch  at  which  they  have  stood 
since  1884,  I  do  not  think  I  need  trouble 
the  House  any  further  in  regard  to  the 
urgency  of  this  question ;  hut  I  should 
like  to  refer  to  one  other  remark  made  by 
the  hou.  Gentleman,  I  allude  to  the  sug- 
gestion that  out  of  a  portion  of  the  coe» 
should  be  paid  by  the  rates.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  speaks  on  that  point  in  the 
name  of  his  Party,  he  has  certainly  gone 
a  long  way  towards  disposing  of  the 
financial  part  of  the  question.  I  can 
only  assure  agricultural  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  that  the  Gorermuent 
look  upon  this  subject  with  the  greatest 
sympathy,  and  that  my  earnest  wish  u 
to  deal  with  the  question  this  year  if 
possible.  With  this  assurance  I  would 
ask  the  House  to  pass  at  oncg  to  th» 
Order  of  the  Day. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Sles^ 
ford)  :  I  can  most  thoroughly  eudors* 
the  statement  of  my  hou.  Friend  that 
there  is  no  desire  in  making  that  Motion 
to  interfere  a  moment  longer  than  is 
absolutely  necessary  with  the  other 
Business  of  the  House.  I  quite  acknow- 
ledge that  the  President  of  the  Board  ftf 
Agriculture  has  made  a  very  important 
speech ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  we  are  very 
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much  io  the  position  of  the  fanner  at  the 
reot  dinner,  who  drank  claret  tustead  of 
port,  and  complained  that  he  was  getting 
**  DO  forrader."  We  wish  to  know 
whether  the  Government  are  prepared  to 
deal  with  this  question  during  the  pre- 
sent Session  or  not  ?  If  not,  we  cannot 
eompel  them  to  do  so,  and  there  is  no 
use  in  prolonging  this  discussion.  If,  on 
the  other  hand,  they  tell  ua  they  are  pre- 
pared to  deal  with  it,  we  shall  be  satis- 
fied, and  shall  be  happy  to  proceed  with 
the  Business  of  the  House,  The  right 
right  hon.  Gentleman  alluded  to  the 
great  difficulties  raised  by  the  case  of 
Ireland  in  reference  to  this  question.  The 
difficulty  of  Ireland  is  precisely  the  same 
as  that  which  came  up  when  we  had  to 
deal  with  pleuro-pueumouia,  and,  of 
eourse,  is  part  of  the  question,  which 
most  be  settled  if  this  matter  is  to  be 
dealt  with  at  all.  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  whether  the  question 
was  of  such  urgent  importance  as  to 
justify  my  hon,  friend  in  stopping  tlie 
whole  Business  of  the  House  in  order  to 
discuss  it.  I  think  it  is  of  ample  im- 
portance to  justify  him  in  the  course  he 
has  adopted.  We  must  not  forget  the 
position  of  the  agricultural  community  at 
the  present  moment.  I  undertake  to  say 
that  there  never  was  a  time  in  the  history 
of  the  present  generation  when,  as  now, 
the  whole  of  the  time  of  Parliament  was 
taken  up  in  dealing  with  a  question 
with  which  I  botieve  nine  out  of  ten  of 
the  supporters  of  the  Government  do  not 
sympathise,  and  which  they  do  not  be- 
lieve in,  and  when,  in  spite  of  the  state- 
ment in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne— in 
spite  of  the  pressure  which  has  been  over 
and  over  again  applied  to  the  Govern- 
ment from  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
also  from  some  of  their  supporters  on  the 
opposite  side — the  Government  have 
done  absolutely  nothing  for  the  agri- 
cultural interests.  They  must  not  be 
surprised  if,  under  these  circumstances, 
there  is  considerable  feeling  in  the 
country  on  the  subject,  and  if  those  who 
represent  the  agricultural  interest  think 
it  their  duty  to  avail  themselves  of  what- 
ever opportunities  they  may  have  in  their 
power  to  call  theatteotioo  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proceeded  to  argue  that  the  question  was 
not  urgent  because  of  the  figures  he 
placed  before  the  House.  He  said  that 
the  cases  of  swine  fever  were  fewer  in 
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1892  than  in  1891,  aud  that  the  figures 
of  1891  were  less  than  the  figures  of 
1890.    He  went  on  to  show  that  the 

figures  of  June  in  the  present  year  were 
less  than  the  figures  of  June,  1B92.  My 
hoD.  Friend,  on  the  other  hand,  speaks  of 
the  increasing  prevalence  of  swine  fever 
throughout  the  country.  He  is  abso- 
lutely and  literally  borne  out  by  the 
figures  of  the  present  year.  Why  did 
not  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture give  us  the  figures  with  refer- 
ence to  the  months  of  this  year  ?  In 
the  month  of  January  there  were  800 
cases,  in  February  there  were  746,  in 
March  there  were  862,  in  April  there 
were  1 ,600,  in  May  there  were  1 ,626,  aud 
in  the  first  10  days  of  June  there  were 
661  cases.  These  figures  certainly  bear 
out  the  statement  of  my  hon.  Frieud. 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture expressed  his  great  desire  and 
wish  to  do  something  for  us.  I  do  not 
doubt  that  he  has  such  a  wish  aud  desire, 
but  I  should  like  to  hear  something  as  to 
the  views  of  the  Chaneellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  The  decision  rests  with 
him,  aud  I  will  put  a  question  straight  to 
him  across  the  Table.  Will  he  be  good 
enough  to  tell  us  whether  he  will  aid  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  to  deal  with  this 
matter  during  the  present  Session  ?  It 
is  not  only  a  farmers'  question,  but  a 
labourers'  question  also,  aud  it  is  one 
which  is  daily  affecting  the  labourers 
more  and  more.  I  am  happy  to  think  that 
the  labourers  who  are  not  at  present  in 
possession  of  allotments  are  in  b 
minority.  The  number  of  those  who  have 
allotments  is  increaeiog  day  by  day,and  in 
nine  cases  out  of  ten  the  labourers  with 
allotments  have  pigs,  or  ought  to  have 
them.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
seems  to  think  it  is  premature  to  raise 
the  question  now,  and  he  says  that  a  cer- 
tain witness  stated  that  Christmas  was 
the  time  to  deal  with  the  question.  That 
is  not  my  own  opinion.  I  should  say 
that  October  or  November  would  be  a 
better  time  to  begin,  and  I  think  he  will 
find  precedents  in  the  Department  for 
dealing  with  the  matter  at  that  period  of 
the  year.  Here  we  are  in  June.  The 
Government  have,  I  presume,  to  prepare 
and  draft  their  Bill.  That  will  take  some 
days.  We  cannot  imagine  that  the  Bill 
will  pass  through  all  its  fpqns  and  be- 
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come  law  much  before  the  end  of  July. 
The  momeut  the  Bill  has  become  law  the 
Goveroraent  will  be  able  to  proceed  with 
their  orgauisation  and  with  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  staff  and  all  the  sssistaDce 
they   will   require    to   carry   out  the 
measure.    Even  if  the  Bill  be  passed  by 
the  end  of  July,  they  will  not  have  a 
week  too  much  to  make  the  necessary 
arrangements  before  the  period  arrives 
when  they  should  be  put  into  operation. 
There  is  no  apprehension,  I  hope  and 
belieye,  that  the  measure  will  be  con- 
tentions, and  it  all  depeuds  upon  what 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  to 
say- — whether  the  scheme  will  be  carried 
out  or  not.    The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer ought  to  be  prepared  to  state 
the  inteotionB  of  the  Government.  About 
a  month  ago,  on  the  Motion  for  the  Ad- 
journment for  Whitsuntide,  there  was 
some  conversation  on  the  subject,  and  the  i 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that  j 
the  matter  would  be  examined  without 
delay,  and  if  it  were  in  the  power  of  the  ' 
Government  io  do  anything  tt  would  be  | 
done.    It  is  desirable  that  we  should 
knovr  exactly  whwe  we  stand.  When 
the  Government  appointed  a  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  qnestion,  and  when 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture gave  the  Committee  as  a  reason  for 
not  proceeding  at  once,  all  who  were 
interested  in  the  question  understood  that 
if  the  Committee  reported  in  favour  of 
measures  being  taken   those  measures 
would  be  taken.    It  is  very  desirable 
that  the  Local  Authorities  should  know 
what  is  really  |;oing  to  be  done  on  this 
question.   It  is  by  the  decision  of  this 
House  that  they  will  have  to  be  guided. 
If  the  Government  are  not  prepared  to 
take  the  necessary  measures,  the  Local 
Authorities  will  have  to  do  so  them- 
selves.   They  must  have  time  to  make 
their  preparations,  and  the  least  wo  can 
ask  for  is  a  direct  statement  as  to  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  either  one 
way  or  the  other.    If  we  have  such  a 
statement  I  do  not  see  that  we  should 
interfere  any  longer  with  the  Business 
before    the     House.     Taking  into 
consideration    the     present  agricul- 
tural situation,  the    hardships  which 
farmers  have  undergone,  and  the  deplor- 
able position  in  which  they  are  now 
placed,  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  be  able  to  make  such  a  state- 
ment as  will  give  us  some  assurance 

Mr,  CkapUn 


that  their  position  will  be  more  favour- 
able in  the  future  than  it  has  unfortu- 
nately been  in  the  past. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER    (Sir     W.  Hakcocet, 
Derby) ;  I  merely  rise  to  answer  the 
appeal  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  made  to  me.    I  have  nothing  to 
withdraw  ot  alter  in  the  statement  I 
made   before   the  Adjournment  of  the 
House  for  Whitsuntide.     The  Govern- 
ment are  sincerely  desirous  of  dealing 
with  this  matter,  and  of  examining  into 
it.     As   my   right  hon.   Friend  (Mr- 
Gardner)  said  just  now,  one  of  the  most 
important  elements  in  the  qnestiou  is 
that  part  of  it  which  relates  to  Ireland. 
That  is  a  point  which  must  be  settled 
before  we  can  bring  a  Bill  before  this 
House.      The   right    hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  to  my  surprise,  rested  his  case 
on  the  urgency  of  the  question  and  ou 
the  increase  of  the  disease.     I  cannot 
agree  with  him  on  those  points.    I  have 
before  me   the   figures   respecting  the 
county  represented  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  made  this  Motion.    I  find  that  in 
Hunts,  in  1892,  there  were  only  81  cases 
of  swine  fever,  the  number  of  pigs  being 
18,270,  and  in  the  first  23  weeks  of  this 
year  there  were  only  25  cases.   In  Lin- 
colnshire there  were  131  cases  in  the 
23  weeks,  the   number  of   pigs  being 
86,409.     I  have  looked  with  some  in- 
terest at  the  figures  for  the  county  ia 
which  I  reside  (Hants),  where  the  keep- 
ing of  pigs  is  very  prevalent.     I  find 
that  there  are  68,404  pigs  in  the  county  ; 
that  in  1892  there  were  871  cases,  and 
that  in  the  first  23  weeks  of  this  ye«r 
there  were  only  about  156  cases.  There- 
fore, a  case  which  is  founded  on  the 
supposed  great  increase  of  this  disease 
1  is   not   a  sound  case.    My  right  hon. 
;  Friend  (Mr.  Gardner)   has  said  he  is 
'  desirous  of  dealing  with  the  matter,  but 
1  he  has   put  before  the   House  ample 
I  reasons  why  it  is  impossible,  especially 
before  cousulting  the  Irish  Department, 
I  to  give  a   definite  answer  as  to  what 
will  be  done.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man appealed  to  me  on  the  question  of 
finance.    The  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  moved  the  Motion  was 
that  at  present  a  great  deal  of  the  rates 
are  wasted  because  the  machinery  for 
coping  with  the  disease  is  not  adequate 
and  is  not  central.    He  added  that  he 
would  not  be  ^i|jpcJi^@l5(3gt?  " 
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amngement  hj  which  half  ot  the  cost  j 
shonld  be  borne  by  the  'pleuro-pneumo- 
nia  fund,  and  the  other  half  hj  the  fnud 
which   now   bears   it,   which  fund,  he 
thinks,  however,  would  be  more  advan- 
tageously administered.    If  that  be  the 
case,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  little  or  nothing  to  say.    The  hou. 
Member  who  made  the  Motion  said  the 
stamping  out  of  swiue  fever  was  going 
to  be  a  more  expensive  thing  than  was 
the  stamping  out  of  pleuro-pueumonia. 
Therefore,  I  would  say  that  the  demand 
is  not  only  to  bring  iu  a  Bill  to  deal 
with  swioe  fever,  but  to  bring   in  a 
supplementary   Budget.      It   is  quite 
certain  that  out  of  Imperial  funds  no  such 
sum  was  available  as  would  be  adequate 
for  this   purpose,   and   fresh  taxation 
would  have  to  he  imposed.  Now,  it  is  my 
business,   as   far   as   I   can,  to  resist 
Supplementary  Estimates.  The  Govern- 
ment have  with   great  difficulty  made 
provision  for  the  finance  of  this  year,  and 
if  they  are  to  have  forced  upon  them 
additional  expenditure  by  Supplementary 
Estimates    there    must    be  additional 
taxation.     I,   for   my   part,    am  not 
prepared  or  disposed  to   propose  such 
additional  taxation ;  and  if  it  is  done,  it 
must  be  done  by  the  House  and  not  by 
the   Government.     I  find  myself  con- 
frontod  with  large  demands  from  every 
quarter.    The  ports  want  large  sums 
of  money.    Well,  are  you  prepared  to 
have   another   Id.  put  on  the  Income 
Tax  ?   If  hon.  Members  choose  to  do 
that  I,  on  my   part,  will  do   a  great 
noraber  of  things  for  them.    What  has 
Parliament   done  ?     It   has  given  to 
the  Local  Authorities  within  the  last 
few    years    an   additional  £4,000,000. 
Has  the  result  been   to  diminish  the 
demands  upon  Imperial  resources  ?  ISot 
at  all.    On  the  contrary,  the  more  that  is 
given  the  more  is  raised  the  cry  of  the 
horseleech — "  Give,  give !"  It  is  perfectly 
plain  that  the  demands  made  upon  the 
Chancellor  of    the    Exchequer  really 
amoant  to  this  :  that  the  whole  local 
expenditure  of  this  country  should  be 
placed  upon  Imperial  taxation.    That  is 
the  nature  and  tendency  of  these  demands. 
However,  my   right   hon.   Friend  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture,  having  received 
an  assurance  from  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  which  I  hope  may  lead  to  a 
satisfactory  solution  of  the  question,  may, 
without  the  terrors  of  the  Chancellor  of 


the  Exchequer  hanging  over  him,  pro- 
ceed to  settle  the  matter  iu  a  manner 
which  I  trust  may  be  satisfactory  to  the 
agricultural  interest,  who  deserve  and 
receive  the  entire  sympathy  of  the 
Government. 

•SirR.PAGET  (Somerset,  Wells)8aid, 
he  had  listened  with  interest,  but  with 
great  disappointment,  to  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  He  did  not  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  understood  the 
position  of  the  farmer  generally  in  this 
matter,  otherwise  he  would  not  try  to 
show  that  it  was  impossible  to  relieve 
him  of  the  difficulties  that  surrounded 
him.  Whose  Committee  was  this  that 
had  reported  to  the  House,  and  what  did 
the  Committee  say  ?  The  Government 
appointed  the  Committee,  and  its  Report 
to  the  Government  was  so  clear  that  no 
mancould misunderstandit.  Therewasab- 
solotely  nothing  more  now  asked  than  that 
the  Government  should  act  on  the  Report 
of  their  own  Committee.  However  the 
figures  might  be  manipulated,  the  fact 
was  indisputable,  that  swine  fever  was 
increasing  ;  yet  here  they  had  the 
Government,  which  had  appointed  a 
Committee  to  advise  on  the  question, 
saying  it  was  impossible  to  do  anything. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  did  not  say 
that. 

•Sir  R.  PAGET  said,  the  Government 
would  not  listen  to  the  voice  of  distressed 
agriculture,  but  were  ready  to  resist 
supplementary  Estimates.  The  Chau- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that  was  his 
duty.  This  was  a  matter,  however,  in 
which  the  whole  of  the  country  was  cou- 
cerned,  and  he  would  warn  him  that  a 
power  would  be  stirred  out  of  doors  that 
would  he  resistless,  for,  he  repeated,  it 
was  the  fact  that  swine  fever  was  steadily 
increasing. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  No. 

•Sir  R.  PAGET  said,  he  would 
like  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  to 
say  how  it  was  that  they  could 
not  foHow  the  precedent  set  in  re- 
gard to  pleuro  -  pneumonia.  Any 
remedy  in  this  matter  would  be  welcomed 
in  Irehtnd  or  in  England.  In  the  plenro- 
pneumonia  outbreak  an  estimate  was 
formed  of  the  probable  expenditure,  and 
provision  was  made  for  that  sum.  He 
thought  the  Government  could  deal  with 
swine  fever  in  some  way  analogous  to 
that.    The  Minister  of  Agriculture  had 
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fluggCBted  this  to  a  deputation  the  other 
day. 

Mb.  H.  GARDNER:  I  did  not 
suggest  it,  for  I  spoke  of  the  question  in 
relation  to  local  taxation. 

•SiK  R.  PAGET  said,  he  was  obliged 
to  the  Minister  for  mentioaing  the 
matter  as  he  did.  It  was  altogether  a 
question  of  great  urgency.  The  diffi- 
culties of  agriculture  were  enormous,  and 
anything  that  might  teud,  in  however 
small  a  degree,  to  alleviate  those  diffi- 
culties would  he  hailed  with  the  greatest 
satisfaotion  out  of  doors.  This  was  Hie 
one  thing  agriculture  had  boeu  asking 
for,  in  view  of  the  Gracious  Speech  from 
the  Throne.  Months  were  passing  away  ; 
the  state  of  agriculture  was  worse  than 
it  was  in  February,  and  if  the  ■  Goveru- 
ment  meant  business  they  would  bring 
in  their  Bill.  They  had  been  treated  to 
words  of  empty  sympathy,  but  he  de- 
manded from  the  Goverument  an  answer 
•"Ay"  or  "No"  to  the  question — Did 
.they  mean  business,  and,  if  so,  would 
ihey  bring  in  a  Bill  founded  on  the  recom- 
mendations of  their  owu  Committee  ? 

Mb.  long  (Liverpool,  West  Derby): 
It  may  be  said  that  we  ought  not  to  have 
brought  forward  a  Resolution  of  this 
.  character,  but  I  would  point  out  that  the 
agriculturists  of  this  country  are  in  a 
very  difficult  position  at  the  present 
time.  We  are  confronted  with  an  ex- 
ceptional position  of  things  ;  and  when 
we  ask  the  Government  to  make  some 
de6nite  proposal,  we  are  told  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  not  only  that 
he  will  not,  and  cannot,  move  in  the 
matter,  but  that  he  has  no  suggestion  to 
.make  unless  the  House  directs  him  to 
put  another  Id.  on  the  Income  Tax,  Now, 
I  submit  that  that  is  not  a  position  which 
Her  Majesty's  Goveroment  ought  in 
such  a  case  to  take  up.  It  may  be  very 
easy  for  some  hon.  Gentlemen  to  treat 
this  as  a  matter  of  no  importance  ;  but  if 
they  had  visited  farms  with  me  upon 
some  recent  occasions,  and  seen  the 
.jbrmers*  distress  when  the  Inspectors 
came  and  ordered  immediate  slaughter  of 
the  only  article  of  agricultural  produce 
that  had  been  paying  during  the  lut  few 
months,  they  would  understand  what  a 
disastrous  blow  this  frwh  calamity  has 
been  for  farmers  and  for  the  community. 
It  is  in  the  interests  of  the  community 
that  these  animals  have  been  slaughtered, 
by  the  law  of  the  land,  and  it  is  only 
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common  justice  that  the  owners  should 
be  compensated,  at  all  erents  for  soma 
portion  of  their  value.    It  is  deplorable 

that  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  should 
have  told  the  House  that  this  is  not  so 
urgent  matter,  and  that  he  should  have 
suggested  that  Motions  of  this  kind  ^ere 
only  brought  forward  to  delay  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House.  Unless  there  is 
power  to  compensate,  no  action  can  be 
taken  in  the  autumn  or  at  any  time,  and 
we  urge  upon  the  Government  the  ueces- 
sity  for  action  at  the  present  moment,  in 
order  that  inmiediate  action  may  be  taken 
when  the  time  comes.  The  Government 
seem  to  take  the  view  that  things  are 
to  go  on  as  at  present. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  No,  no. 

Mr.  long  :  But  what  is  gobg  to 
alter  them  ?  Are  we  to  uuderstand 
that  the  Government  are  now  ready  to 
act,  and  to  act  at  once  ?  There  is  no  such 
thing  as  half  measures  in  this  matter — 
eitber  the  Government  are  ready  to  act,  or 
they  are  not ;  either  they  have  the  power, 
or  they  have  not.  I  know  that  tbej 
have  not  the  necessary  power.  Tbe 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  says  be 
cannot  act  unless  another  Id.  is  pot 
upon  the  Income  Tax. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  said  that 
in  connection  with  this  and  a  dozen  other 
demands. 

Me.  long  :  We  are  now  only  mak- 
ing one  demand,  and  that  ia  an  urgent 
and  important  one.  There  are  certain 
Members  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  tbe 
House  who  are  very  agricultural  oa 
occasions,  but  who,  when  questions  sucb 
as  this  are  raised,  divest  themselves  of 
their  agricultural  interests,  and  become 
only  the  devoted  followers  of  tbe  Go- 
vernment. I  hope  the  hon.  Membv 
behind  me  will  divide  the  House,  and 
thus  give  the  Government  and  their 
followers  the  opportunity  of  proving 
their  sincerity.  Though  it  may  suit  the 
purpose  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
to  treat  this  matter  with  what  I  might 
almost  call  contempt,  the  agricultnral 
interest  will  see  through  all  these  shams 
and  devices.  [^Loud  Ministerial  cheers 
and  counter-cheers."]  There  is  only  one 
construction  to  put  on  that  cheer— the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  coosiden 
that  this  demand  was  a  sham. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT^:  No,  no. 
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Mb.  long  :  Then,  does  it  mean  that 
tiiose  who  have  raised  this  qnestion  to- 
day are  iDdulging  in  a  sham  and  a  device  ? 
[^Renewed  Ministerial  cheers.^  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  then,  did 
mean  that  they  were  indulging  in  a  sham 
device.  That  meant  that  it  was  a  sham 
for  the  agriculturists  to  call  for  com- 
pensation  uudw  the  law.  I  hope  the 
hon.  Member  will  give  U8  an  opportunity 
of  showing  iu  the  Division  Lobbies  what 
we  thiuk  of  that  attitude. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby)  : 
I  would  like  to  know  where  we  are. 
We  have  not  got  any  further  by  the 
speeches  we  have  heard.  What  does  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  propose  ? 
He  suggests  that  swiue  fever  should 
be  dealt  with  under  a  sort  of  dual  coutrol. 
It  is  impossible  for  the  Local  Authorities 
to  cope  with  this  question  effectually. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  there 
was  no  urgency  in  the  matter.  With 
that  view  I  entirely  disagree,  for  two 
reasons — first,  because  it  is  desirable 
that  the  Govemmeut  should  follow  out 
the  recommendations  of  their  own  Com- 
mittee ;  and,  secondly,  because  it  is  also 
desirable  to  deal  with  the  matter  at  a 
time  when  there  are  fewer  swiue  in  the 
country.  Are  the  Government  willing 
to  take  up  the  Report  of  their  own 
Committee,  or  are  they  not  ?  If  they 
are  not,  the  sooner  the  Local  Authorities 
cease  spending  their  mouey,  and  leave  to 
the  Government  the  sole  responsibility, 
the  better.  With  regard  to  Ireland,  I 
have  always  regretted  that  the  English 
Board  of  Agriculture  has  not  the  power 
to  deal  with  the  whole  matter  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia. A"  Amendment  to  the 
4th  clause  of  the  Home  Rule  Bill  might 
be  desirable  iu  that  respect ;  but  I  will 
not  discuss  that  now.  The  declarations 
of  the  Government  upon  the  present 
.question  seem  to  amount  to  this:  that 
they  are  not  prepared  to  carry  out  the 
recommendations  coutained  iu  the  Report 
of  their  own  Committee,  and  they  must, 
therefore,  take  the  sole  responsibility 
of  doing  nothing  for  the  agricultural 
interests. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  252  ; 
Noes  28d. — (Division  List^  No.  155.) 
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GOVBRNMBNT  OP  lEBLAND  BILL. 
(No.  209.) 

COMHITTEE.  {Progress^  29th  June.^ 

[twenty-fouhth  nigut.] 

Bill  considered  iu  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Legislative  Authority. 

Clause  4  (Restrictions  on  powers  of 
Irish  Legislature). 

•Viscount  WOLMER  (Edinburgh, W.) 
rose  to  move,  iu  page  2,  line  33, 
at  end  insert  *'^(6)  (rf  an  ex  pott  facto 
character."  He  said  be  felt  a  certain 
amount  of  assurance  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  regard  the  Amendment 
with  hostility,  because  it  fitted  in  with 
particular  nicety  with  the  character  of 
Clause  4,  as  described  by  the  Prime 
Minister  in  the  early  discussious  on  the 
clause.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  laid 
it  down  that  Clause  4  differed  from 
Clause  3  in  this  wise :  that  Clause  3 
was  meant  to  tabulate  those  subjects 
which  were  to  be  not  only  withdrawn 
from  the  cognisance  of  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature, but  were  to  be  dealt  with  when 
occasion  arose  by  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment ;  while  Clause  4  was  meant  to 
contain  those  subjects  which  were  not 
ouly  not  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Irish 
Legislature,  but  which,  according  to  a 
general  understanding,  were  not  to  be 
dealt  with  even  by  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment. It  would,  therefore,  be  seen 
that  his  Amendment,  prohibiting 
ex  post  facto  legislation,  fitted  in  wit£ 
the  particular  characteristics  of 
the  clause.  A  reference  to  the 
American  Constitution  would  show  that 
in  Article  1  this  question  of  ex  post 
facto  legislation  was  raised  twice.  In 
Section  10  it  was  put  dowu  as  a  restric- 
tion on  the  power  of  the  State  Legisla- 
tures ;  but  in  Section  9  it  was  put  down 
as  a  restriction  on  Congress  itself — that 
was  to  say,  that  not  only  could  no  State 
in  the  American  Union  pass  legislation 
of  an  ex  post  facto  character,  but  snch 
legislation  was  absolutely  forbidden  to 
the  American  Congress  itself.  That 
being  so,  it  was  important  to  find  out 
what  interpretation  the  Courts  of  the 
United  States  had  given  to  this  part 
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of  their  Constitution.  He  found  in 
Kent's  Commentaries  on  American 
Laic  that  in  the  ca^e  of  "CaMor  r. 
Bull 

■■  It  was  held  that  the  words  'expa^/aeto 
inw.-i '  iverc  technical  expressions,  and  meant 
every  law  that  made  an  act  done  before  the 
]wwsiug  (jf  the  law,  am!  which  was  innocent 
when  done,  criminal ;  or  which  agj^ravateti  a 
crime  and  made  it  greater  than  it  was  when 
committed  ;  or  which  changed  the  puniabmetit, 
and  inflicted  a  greater  punishment  than  the 
law  annexed  to  the  crime  when  committed ;  or 
which  altered  the  legal  rules  of  evidence,  and 
received  less  or  different  testimony  than  the 
law  reijuired  at  the  time  of  the  commisaion  of 
the  offence  in  order  to  convict  the  offender." 

In  the  case  of  "  Fletcher  *j.  Peck  "  it  was 
ohserred  that  an  ex  post  facto  law  was 
one  which  rendered  an  act  punishable  in 
a  manner  in  which  it  was  not  punishable 
when  it  was  committed.  As  instances 
of  the  application  of  the  law,  be  found 
in  the  same  work  that — 

A  Statute  removing  the  use  of  the  Statute 
of  Limitations  where  it  has  already  rim  is  ex 
puatfaeto." 

That— 

"  A  law  requiring  less  evidence  to  convict 
than  when  the  act  was  committed  is  ex  pott 
faetii." 

He  asked  the  Committee  to  consider 
whether  there  was  not  a  special  reason, 
apait  from  general  reasons,  why  they 
should  insert  in  the  Bill  this  particular 
part  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
StAtes.  If  ex  post  facto  legislation 
was  generally  condemned,  and  if — as  he 
believed  to  be  perfectly  true — although 
we  have  no  written  Constitution,  this  form 
of  legislation  is  almost  unknown  in  this 
Imperial  Fu'lioment,  were  there  not 
special  circumstances  in  Ireland  which 
tailed  for  special  care  in  this  matter  ? 
Take  the  question  of  land  legislation. 
The  Irbh  Legislature  of  the  future 
might  in  its  wisdom  pass  a  law  generally 
dimiuishiug  the  existing  judicial  rents  by 
25  per  cent.  That  would  be  perfectly 
witbiu  the  competence  of  the  Irish 
Legislature  under  his  Amendment.  But 
if  the  Irish  Legislature  went  further,  and 
made  this  new  law  apply  to  all  rents  by 
way  of  a  permanent  reduction  during  the 
last  three,  five,  or  ten  years,  or  whatever 
period  might  be  fixed  on,  it  would  be 
legislation  of  an  ex  post  faefy>  character. 
Again,  if  the  Irish  Legislature  felt  con- 
strained to  take  that  action  in  reference 
to  the  Plan  of  Campaign  which  the 
Nationalist  Members  had  so  far  been 
Jlsnount  Wolmer 


unable  to  induce  the  House  to  accept, 
suppose  they  passed  a  law  reinstating  in 
tbeir  farms  all  the  tenants  evicted  under 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  such  action  would 
be  within  their  competence,  and  would 
not  be  affected  by  his  Amendment.  But 
if  the  Irish  Legislature  added  to  the 
Bill  a  clause  which  assumed  for  legal 
purposes  that  the  tenants  had  never  been 
evicted  from  tbeir  holdings,  and  that 
their  tenant  right  ran  from  the  com- 
mencement of  their  old  tenancies,  that 
would  be  legislation  of  an  ex  post  facto 
character.  Take  another  instance.  When 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  was  discussing  the 
other  night  the  position  of  some  of  the 
Civil  servants  under  the  new  Irish  Con- 
stitution  he   read   an   extract  from  a 
speech  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo,  in  which  the  bon.  Member  d^ 
clared   that   certain    Magistrates  and 
policemen  ought  to  receive  the  reproba- 
tion of  the  Irish  Legislature  for  their 
past  conduct  and   be  marked  out  for 
punishment.    Under   what   law  could 
these  Civil  servants  be  punished?  Ob- 
viously  not   under   the   existing  law, 
because  they  had   not   done  anything 
which  would  make  them  amenable  to 
the  present  law ;  and  if  they  were  to  be 
punished  in  the  future  it  would  be 
by  a  law  passed  by  the  Irish  Legislature. 
That  would  be  monstrous  legislation  of 
an  ex  post  facto  character.    But  there 
was  a  strong  special  reason  why  this 
power   should   be    taken    away  from 
the  proposed  Irish  Legislature.  They 
were     told     that     that  Legislature 
was  to  be  a  subordinate  Legislature  ;  and 
was    the    sabordiuate    Legislature  of 
Ireland  to  have  more  power  over  the 
Irish  people  than  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  had  over  American  citi- 
zens ?    Was  it  conceivable  that  thej 
should  give  to  the  Irish  Legislature— 
which  would  be  a  strictly  subordinate 
Body,  and  would  spring  from  the  legis- 
lative Act  of  the  Imperial  Parliament — 
a  power  of  which  the  people  of  the  United 
States  bad  deliberately,  and  as  far  as  he 
knew,  without  regret,  deprived  them- 
selves for  all  time  ?    He  begged  to  more 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2> 
line  33,  after  the  word  "or,"  to  insert 
as  a  new  sub-section,  of  an  ej- 

post  facto  character,  or."-— (  J^wakji/ 

fVolmer.) 
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Qaration  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•The  attorney  GENERAL 
(Sir  C.  Russell,  Hackuey,  S.)  :  It  will 
be  observed  that  the  uoble  Lord,  in  the 
argument  he  lias  addressed  to  the  Com- 
mittee, has  treated  this  Amendment  aa  if 
it  applied  merely  to  legislation  of  an  ex 
post  facto  character  relating  to  criminal 
matters,  while  in  fact  it  covers  civil 
matters  as  well. 

Viscount  WOLMER  :  I  only  gave 
the  iuBtauces  quoted  as  Illustrations. 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL :  The  noble  Lord 
has  misread  Ins  authorities.     He  will 
find  that  there  is  now  in  America  a 
uniform  judicial  interpretation  ;  that  this 
restricts   ex  post  facto   legislation  to 
criminal  matters,  and  that   it  has  no 
relation  to  other  legislation.    The  noble 
Lord  appeals  to  the  Committee  not  to 
give  to  the  Irish  subordinate  Legislative 
Bodj  larger  powers  than  Congress  pos- 
sess under  the  Constitution  of  tiie  United 
States.    Let  me  remind  him — ^wbat  has 
been  pointed  out  before — -that  the  limita- 
tion of   the   powers  of  Congress  was 
imposed  by  a  number  of  independent 
Sovereign  States  who  were  arranging 
terms  as  to  the  limitaticAl  which  should 
be  fixed  upon  the  power  of  Congress 
to  deal  with  the  independent  rights  of 
these   independent   States.     The  first 
observation  I  would  make  on  the  Amend- 
ment is  that  in  its  terms  it  is  not  re- 
strictive in  the  same  scope  as  similar 
provisions — ^both  in  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  and  in  theConstitntiods 
of  a  great  number  of  the  Federal  States. 
That  is  my  first  observation.    In  refer- 
ence to  legislation  of  a  criminal  character 
let  me  say  this :  The  case  the  noble 
Lord  puts  is  the  case  of  the  Irish  Legis- 
lative Body  being  so  blind  to  their  own 
interests  and  so  forgetful  of  the  first 
principles  of  justice  as  to  constitute,  by 
Act  of  Parliament,  an  offence  that  which 
previously  was  not  an  offence,  and  to 
visit  with  criminal  punishment  an  inno- 
cent act.    All  I  can  say  is,  that  tt  is 
difficult   to   suppose   a    posaibitity  so 
monstrous.    If  such  a  monstrous  case 
can  exist,  I  want  to  know  what  case 
could  be  stronger  for  the  application 
of  the  checks  and  safeguards  already 
in   the   Bill   which    are    adequate  to 
prevent  the  mischief?    I  am  afraid, 
because  of  the  way  in  which  my  refer- 


ences are  received  ou  the  other  side' 
to  refer  to  the  multiplying  safeguards  that 
are  in  the  BUI.    We  think  that  the  good 
sense  of  the  Irish  Legislative  Body,  in 
view  of  its  own  interest,  ought  to  count 
for  a  great  deal.    There  is,  besides,  the 
veto  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant.    There  is, 
further,  the  case  of  special  instructions 
with  reference  to  a  Bill  that  could  not 
fail  to  attract  the  attention,  I  will  not 
say  of  the  Executive,  but  of  the  whole 
world  if  such  a  monstrous  thing  were 
attempted  as  by  an  ex  post  facto  Act  of 
Parliament  to  make  into  a  crime  that 
which  was  before  an  innocent  act  and  to 
visit  it  with  punishment.    Finally,  there 
is,  in  the  last  resort,  the  over-riding 
authority  and  power  of  this  Imperii 
Parliament.     We  therefore  think,  in 
regard  to  the  possibility  of  any  criminal 
legislation  of  the  kind  that  this  Amend- 
ment   is   directed   against,    that  that 
possibility  can  hardly  be  held  to  exist, 
and  the  risk  of  a  possible  grievance  is 
really  one  whicli  is  conjured  up  without 
any  probability  to  support  it.    Now  I 
pass  to  the  Amendment  in  the  relation  it 
would  have  as  a  check  upon  legislation 
of  a  retrospective  kind  which  was  not 
conversant  with  criminal  matters.  With 
reference  to  that,  I  have  to  say  we  do 
not  desire  to  take  away  from  the  Irish 
Legislative  Body  the  power  to  nuike 
such  retrospective  legislation  as  may  be  a 
perfectly  proper  and  necessary  kind  of 
legislation  in  the  class  of  cases  in  which 
it  has  frequently  been  passed  by  this 
Parliament.     I  will   remind  the  noble 
Lord  that  some  of  that  class  of  legislation, 
such  as  our  Statutes  of  Limitation,  are 
retrospective  in  their  character.  Acts  of 
Indemnity  are  retrospective- and  ex  post 
facto  in   their  character;  declaratory 
Acts  giving  definition  to  the  provisions 
of  earlier  Acts  are  in  their  nature  retro- 
spective and  ex  post  facto,  and  there  are 
a  number  of  illustrations  of  legislation 
which  ia  ex  post  facto  legislation  of  a 
perfectly  proper  kind.     There  is  one 
illustration , of  which  I  am  reminded — 
namely,  cases  in  which  marriages  which 
had  taken  place  years  before,  but  invalid 
from  some  defect  which  was  discovered 
in  the  ceremony,  were  validated  by  subse- 
quent legislation.    These  are  illustrations 
which  might  be  multiplied.     I  content 
myself,  however,  with  saying  that,  so  far 
as  the  criminal  application  of  this  Amend- 
ment is  concerned,  we  do  not  conceive  it 
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points  to  any  real  tangible  grievance  or 
evil ;  and  ag  regards  its  application  to 
legislation  other  than  criminal,  we  do 
not  desire  to  take  away  the  power  from 
the  Irish  Legislative  Body  of  legis- 
latiug  retrospectively  iu  proper  cases. 

Mk.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  I  think,  Sir,  this  Amend* 
ment  raises  again  the  question  which  has 
already  been  discussed  in  Committee  as 
to  the  grounds  npon  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  selected  certain  Amendments 
of  the  American  Constitution,  and  refused 
to  accept  others.  We  have  had  to  put 
that  question  again  and  again,  and  we 
have  hitherto  been  unable  to  obtain  the 
slightest  answer.  Now,  Sir,  I  will 
venture  to  lay  before  the  Committee 
what  I  thiuk  is  the  principle  which  the 
Government  ought  to  have  adopted. 
The  hou.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  has  reminded  us  that  the 
American  Constitution  was  the  result  of 
a  Treaty  between  independent  States,  and 
we  ought  to  keep  that  always  in  irttnd. 
It  was  a  case  in  which  independent 
States  agreed  to  give  up  somewhat  of 
their  pre-existent  independence  in  order 
to  constitute  a  Federal  Union.  We,  how- 
ever, are  dealing  with  a  case  in  which  a 
supreme  unity  agrees  to  give  up  some- 
what of  its  power  in  order  to  constitute 
a  subordinate  Body.  Now,  the  result  of 
that  comparison,  I  tliink,  is  this  :  that 
we  ought  to  expect  much  less  from  inde- 
pendent States  giving  up  part  of  their 
sovereignty  than  from  a  subordinate  Body 
receiving  something  from  a  Central 
Authority.  The  Solicitor  General  the 
other  day  told  hon.  Members  opposite 
that  they  were  neither  a  nation  nor  a 
State,  but  merely  a  subordinate  Body  not 
even  with  the  authority  or  character  of  a 
State.  Therefore,  I  say  under  these 
circumstances  it  follows  they  are  entitled 
to  much  less  in  the  way  of  full  authority 
thau  the  independent  States  of  the 
American  Constitution,  and,  consequently, 
the  principle  which  I  lay  down  is  that 
the  restrictions  which  the  framers  of  the 
American  Constitution  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  obtain  from  these  independent 
States  represent  not  the  miucimum,  but 
the  minimum  of  concession  when  you  are 
dealing  with  a  subordiuate  Body.  And, 
Sir,  it  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  Government,  with  regard 
to  every  one  of  the  amendments  which 
the  United  States  have  thought  it  fit  to 

Sir  a  Rustell 


impose  upon  the  legislation  o|  the 
separate  States,  to  show  that  these 
restrictions  are  not  necessary  or  are  not 
applicable  in  the  case  of  the  sabordinate 
Parliament  we  are  going  to  create  ia 
Ireland.  They  have  not  attempted  to  do 
that.  What  is  the  answer  made  to  the 
appeal  of  my  noble  Friend  ?  We  »re 
told,  in  the  first  place,  that  the  Amend* 
ment  is  too  wide.  The  arguments  of  the 
Government,  I  must  say,  always  follow 
exactly  in  the  same  line.  It  is  verj 
seldom  an  urgument  of  principle ;  it  is 
generally  a  technical  or  legal  argumeoL 
In  the  present  case  what  the  Govemmoit 
say  is  that  this  Amendmeut  goes  too  hi. 
Well,  Sir,  it  does  not  go  one  atom  further 
than  the  provisions  of  the  American 
Constitution ;  and  when  the  hou.  and 
learned  Gentleman  says  that  in  the 
American  Constitution  ex  pott  facto  is 
limited  to  criminal  legislation  he  knows 
perfectly  well  it  is  not  limited  in  w<Kds. 

Sm  C.  RUSSELL  :  By  judicial  inter- 
pretation. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Very 
good  ;  then  why  cannot  you  allow  it  to 
be  limited  by  judicial  interpretation  in 
this  case  just  as  we  desire  that  "due 
process  of  law  "  shall  be  left  to  judicial 
interpretation'^  He  had  full  coufideuce 
that  iu  dealing  with  "due  process  of 
law  "  the  Imperial  Judges  would 
deal  with  the  matter  in  accord- 
ance with  American  precedent. 
Why  has  his  confidence  in  the 
Exchequer  Judges  suddenly  fallen  short  ? 
I  am  perfectly  well  aware  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Dncby  has  some 
authority  for  the  statement  in  his  woi 
that  judicial  interpretation  has  limited 
ex  post  facto  to  criminal  legislation  in  the 
United  States  of  America ;  and  the 
reasons  which  led  them  to  so  limit  them 
would  have  equal  weight  with  the  Ex- 
chequer Judges.  But  if  we  are  now  to 
understand  that  throughout  the  rest  d 
this  Bill  the  Government  are  no  toDg«r 
going  to  put  forward  any  pretension  that 
matters  of  this  importance  can  be  left  to 
judicial  interpretation,  but  that  any  point 
which  is  open  to  doubt  is  to  be  iuterfveted 
in  the  Bill  itself,  why  do  notthey  propOie 
a  very  simple  Amendment  to  the  Amend- 
ment-—namely,  to  add  to  the  words  ex 
post  facto  "  criminal  legislation  ?**  That 
I  consider  to  be  a  mere  excuse.  It 
cannot  be  pretended  to  be  a  solid  objec* 
tion  to  this  Amendment  which  can  be  so 
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easily  met.  I  now  come  to  what  ia  really 
the  serious  ground  of  objectiou.  Wheu  I 
say  serious  ground,  I  mean  the  open  and 
avowed  serious  ground  of  the  objectiou  of 
the  Government  to  this  Amendment.  It 
is  because  even  in  matters  of  criminal 
legislation  it  would  be  such  an  ex- 
trevagani  act ;  it  would  be  so  monstrous 
for  the  Irish  Legislature  to  have  resort 
to  it  that  the  G-overnment  cannot  think 
of  putting  the  prohibition  in  the  Bill. 
The  hou.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
admitted  that  the  framers  of  the 
American  Constitution  have  thought  it 
necessary  to  put  this  restriction  over  the 
legislation  of  the  States.  Was  it 
monstrous'  in  them  to  do  it  ?  Under  the 
circumstances  under  which  that'  Const!- 
tutiou  was  framed,  they  had  much  less 
reason  to  anticipate  any  unjust  or  unfair 
treatment  than  we  have,  because  they 
were  not  dealing  then  with  long-standing 
animosities,  racial  and  religious  differences 
which  altogether  alter  the  case  when  you 
are  going  to  deal  with  Ireland.  But  in 
spite  of  tbat  they  thoi^ght  it  necessary  to 
insert  these  words  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  tells  us  are  altogether 
unnecessary,  and,  I  suppose,  an  insult  to 
the  people  of  Ireland.  I  go  a  step 
fnrther.  Why  is  the  hon.  and  learned 
Grentleman  not  consistent  ?  Let  as  look 
at  the  clause  we  are  discussing.  What 
have  we  passed  already  at  the  instigation 
of  the  Government — not  as  an  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  Opposition  ?  We 
have  debarred  the  Irish  Legislature  from 
depriving  any  person  of  life  without  due 
process  of  law.  Would  it  not  be  a 
monstrous  thing,  I  ask  tlie  Attorney 
General,  to  deprive  any  person  of  life 
without  due  process  of  law  ?  Is  it  an 
instdt  to  the  Irish  people  to  suggest  that 
their  L^islature  can  by  any  possibility 
do  anything  of  the  sort  ?  If  that  is  so 
— if  in  spite  of  that,  in  order  to 
meet  our  objections  they  now  tell 
OB — although  they  could  not  have 
told  beforehand  what  onr  objections 
could  be — whether  in  order  to  meet  our 
objections  or  objections  from  their  own 
friends  the  Government  have  thought  it 
necessary  to  debar  the  Irish  Legislature 
from  depriving  a  person  of  life  without 
due  process  of  law— and  I  say,  Sir,  they 
are  debarred  from  now  arguing,  when  we 
propose  another  Amendment,  that  it  is 
BO  monstrous  to  suppose  the  Irish  Farlia> 
ment  would  ever  be  guilty  of  such  a 
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thing — that  it  is  not  necessary  to  put  this 
prohibition  in  the  Bill.  I  hold  that  all 
this  argument  about  being  unnecessary 
because  of  the  virtues  of  the  future  Irish 
Legislature  is  entirely  false.  The  prin- 
ciple and  policy  of  the  Government  ought 
to  be  to  insert  Amendments,  even  if  they 
think  them  unnecessary,  unless  they  think 
them  injurious.  If  this  Amendment 
gives  satisfaction  to  the  minority,  they 
ought  to  be  willing  to  accept  it  tmless 
they  think  it  injurious,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  not  contended 
tbat  it  would  be  injurious  to  be  applied 
to  criminal  legislation.  I  will  go  further, 
and  I  will  say  I  am  not  prepared  to 
accept  the  view  that  it  is  such  a  very 
monstrous  thing,  and  that  it  is  so  entirely 
improbable  tlmt  the  Irish  Legislature 
would  pass  ex  pott  facto  legislation  even 
of  a  criminal  character.  I  am  by  no 
means  certain  the  Irish  Legislature 
would  not  in  some  way  or  other,  by 
criminal  or  civil  legislation  of  an  ex  post 
facto  character,  seek  to  punish  those 
they  regard  as  political  opponents.  Take, 
for  instance,  persons  who  have  held 
evicted  farms.  We  know  perfectly  well 
that  persons  who  have  done  that  legal 
act  have  been  denoimced  throughout  Ire- 
land as  lepers  ;  every  conceivable  threat 
has  been  made  against  them,  and  in  many 
cases  they  have  been  criminally  punished, 
not,  indeed,  by  the  law  of  the  land,  but 
by  the  law  of  the  I^and  League.  What 
authority  has  the  Attorney  General  for 
saying  that  what  has  been  done  in  the 
past  will  not  be  done  in  the  future  ?  Has 
not  the  hoD.  Member  for  East  Mayo  used 
this  language  ? — 

"  When  we  come  out  ot  the  struggle  " 

— this  was  after  the  union  of  hearts, 
after   the   introduction  of  the  Bill  of 

1886— 

"we  will  remember  who  were  the  people's 
friends  and  who  were  the  people's  enemies,  and 
we  will  deal  out  our  rewanl  to  the  one  and  our 
punishment  to  the  other." 

I  call  upon  the  hon.  Member  to  tell  the 
Committee  who  were  the  enemies  of  the 
people,  and  what  was  the  punishment 
which  he  was  going  to  mete  out  to  them.  It 
is  not  the  punishment  of  the  Land  League, 
because  that  could  be  inflicted  before 
"  they  came  out  of  the  struggle."  No  ; 
it  is  some  punishment  to  be  inflicted  by 
legal  means  after  the  Irish  Parliament 
shall  have  beeu  constituted.     In  these 
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circumstances,  the  minority  iu  Irelaocl 
have  Bome  reason  to  dread  the  un- 
restricted powers  which  this  Bill  is  goiDg 
to  confer  iipou  the  Irish  Farliumetit.  I 
suppoae  I  shall  be  told  that  it  is  verj 
Tiudictive  to  refer  to  the  past  atteiunces 
ot  hoD.  Members  opposite,  aud  that  -we 
ought  to  forget  those  speeches.  There 
might  be  something  iu  that  argument  if 
hoD.  Members  opposite  would  withdraw 
what  they  have  said.  Will  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  get  up  and  say 
that  he  regrets  the  statement  which  I 
quoted,  and  that  he  repudiates  it  from 
the  bottom  of  his  heart  ?  As  yet  the 
hoD.  Memt)er  has  never  done  so. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  have 
only  to  say  that  if  the  context  of  that 
speech  were  read  out  I  should  uot  be  iu 
the  least  ashamed  of  it. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  have 
read  the  whole  of  that  speech  ;  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  access  to  it,  and  I  chal- 
lenge him  to  read  out  any  part  that  can 
affect  the  plain  meaning  of  the  words — 

"  When  we  come  out  of  this  struggle  we  will 
deal  out  puoiahment  to  the  enemies  of  the 
people." 

No  context  that  can  be  conceived  can 
alter  the  significance  of  those  words, 
which  were  thoroughly  understood  at 
the  time  by  the  jjeople  to  whom  they 
were  addressed.  It  is  in  do  sense  vin- 
dictive to  recall  these  facts,  because  they 
constitute  the  basis  of  our  whole  argu- 
ment. When  future  Members  ai  the 
proposed  Irish  Legislature,  men  who 
will  control  its  action,  have  uttered 
words  like  these,  we  have  a  right  to 
ask  iu  what  way  the  Govenmeut  are 
going  to  protect  the  loyal  minority,  aud 
we  are  entitled  to  something  mc^e  than 
a  mere  legal  reply  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  as  to  the  way  tbey 
are  going  to  protect  the  minority  in 
Ireland. 

•Sir  F.  POWELL  (Wigan)  desired  to 
draw  attention  to  considerations  which 
might,  perhaps,  be  worthy  a  moment's 
attention.  Allusion  had  been  made  by 
the  Doble  Lord  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  but  he  had  examined  the 
Constitutions  of  the  different  Statos  that 
formed  the  Uniou,  and  he  found  that 
there  again  those  who  framed  the 
Constitutions  limited  the  power  of  the 
Legislature.  He  found  this  restriction 
on  ex  post  facto  legislation  appeared  in 
the  Constitutions  of,  among  others,  New 
Hampshire,     Massachussetts,  Rhode 
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Island,  New  Jeraey,  Penusylvsoia, 
Mnrylaud,  Virginia,  Alabama,  Missis- 
sippi, Tennessee,  and  possibly,  vhit 
was  most  interesting,  in  South  Califonus 
itself.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemui 
stated  that  by  the  decisious  of  the 
Courts  ex  post  facto  law  only  refemd 
to  criminal  procedure.  In  the  Consti* 
tution  of  Pennsylvania,  in  the  17th 
Article,  there  was  this  restriction — 

"  No  vx  post  facto  law,  nor  any  law  impairing 
contracts,  shall  be  made." 

He  did  not  venture,  with  his  small  re- 
mains of  legal  knowledge,  to  say  what 
the  legal  construction  would  be  ;  but  be 
did  venture  to  say  it  would  be  a  stiwige 
construction  which  would  assert  that 
these  words,  "  ex  post  facto  law,"  referred 
to  criminal  procedure  only,  when  the 
remaining  passage  of  the  same  section 
referred  to  the  law  relating  to  contracts 
He  had  another  illustration  which  he 
thought  still  more  worthy  of  notice,  and 
that  was  the  Constitution  of  New  Haxaf- 
shire.  In  Article  23  of  that  Constitu- 
tion it  was  stated  that 

"  retrospective  laws  are  highly  injorioos, 
oppressive,  and  unjiist," 

But  those  who  framed  this  Constitution 
did  not  rest  there,  for  they  added  these 
words — 

"Xo  aach  laws,  theref(H«,  should  be  made 
either  for  the  decision  of  civil  canses  or  the 

punishment  of  oSenceB." 

He  did  not  see  how  the  argument  could 
be  carried  further  except  for  this  obsem- 
tion :  that  this  Constitution  of  Nev 
Hampshire  was  made  101  years  ago; 
this  provision  still  remained,  and,  there- 
fore, he  was  fairly  entitled  to  say  thst 
the  Americans  not  only  in  the  Constitn* 
tiou  affecting  the  Congress,  but  in  the 
Constitutions  affecting  the  States,  had  laid 
down  a  general  law  entirely  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Amendment  of  his  noble 
Friend.  He  did  not  wish  to  refer  to  the 
circumstances  of  Ireland,  but  he  would 
make  this  remark  :  When  be  found  the 
same  principle  in  this  ConBtitutim  fi 
America,  frtmi  the  Gulf  States  across 
the  great  consent  eren  to  Califwois, 
he  could  not  help  observing  that  ibtn 
was  a  general  recognition  of  that  prin- 
ciple, and  a  desire  that  it  should  receive 
every  authority  and  emphasis  on  evsij 
legitimate  and  proper  occasion. 

•Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington)  was  not 
going  to  follow  the  right  bou.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  into  that  broader  con- 
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troversy  which  he  had  attempted  to  raise 
with  UoD.  Members  opposite,  aud  bis 
reasoD  was  a  very  simple  one.  Tbe 
right  bon.  Geutlemau  weut  into  these 
other  matters  which  had  really  nothing 
to  do  with  the  Amendment  before  the 
Committee — on  the  Debate  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill,  and  unless  they  con- 
6Ded  themselves  to  what  seemed  to  him 
to  be  the  real  point  in  these  matters 
they  would  never  get  through  their 
work.  There  was  one  observation 
which  was  made  by  tbe  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman which  struck  him  very  much. 
He  said  that  there  was  a  uniformity  in 
tbe  arguments  of  Ministers,  who  said 
that  the  Amendments  were  too  broad, 
and  could  not  be  accepted  on  that 
ground.  No  one  could  complain  of 
uuiformity  of  argumeut  on  tlie  part  of 
bis  right  hon.  Friend,  whose  present 
argument  amounted  to  this :  that  they 
ought  to  accept  words  which  would 
be  improper  for  their  purpose  because 
there  had  been  decisions  in  the 
United  States  to  put  them  right. 
It  was  really  most  astonishing  why  this 
Amendment  was  brought  forward.  It 
showed  that  a  little  knowledge  and  a 
good  deal  of  dragging  of  dusty  text- 
books from  the  shelves  at  the  Library  at 
tbe  last  moment  was  a  dangerous  thing. 
If  they  looked  at  the  provisions  of  tbe 
American  Constitution,  they  would  find 
that  the  provisions,  as  there  interpreted 
in  the  context  in  which  they  occurred, 
had  a  sigoificance  totally  differen  t  from  that 
in  which  it  was  proposed  to  insert  these 
words,  and  contained  notbiug  of  tbe  kind 
which  his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Edinburgh  was  proposing  at  tbe 
present  time.  It  was  distinctly  laid 
down  by  tbe  greatest  International 
writers  of  America  that  these  words  had 
received  a  purely  technical  interpretation 
which  had  limited  their  meaning  exclu- 
sively to  criminal  matters.  He  had  not 
been  able  to  get  Kent^s  work,  which  was, 
periiaps,  in  the  possession  of  some  other 
hon.  Geutlemau,  but  he  bad  looked  at  it 
elsewhere.  He  had,  however,  been  able 
to  get  one  of  tbe  few  remaining  text- 
books wliich  were  left  in  tbe  Library— 
namely,  Story's  work,  which  was  of  equal 
authority.  This  was  what  Story  had 
said.  Speaking  of  ex  post  facto  laws, 
he  said — 

"Tl»  term  ex  port  facto  laws  in  a  comprehen- 
■ive  sense  embrace  aU  retrospective  laws,  or  all 
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'  laws  which  govern  past  transactions,  whether 
tbey  are  ofacrimliiaIoradvIInature;and  there 
have  not  been  wanting  learned  minds  who  hare 
contended,  with  no  amsU  force  of  authority  and 
reasoning,  thatsuch  ought  to  be  the  interpretation 
of  the  terms  of  the  Conititution  of  the  United 
States.  But  the  general  interpretation  has  been 
this :  that  the  phrase  applies  to  cases  of  a 
criminal  nature  only,  and  the  prohibiticMi 
reaches  ever;  law  whereby  an  act  is  declared  a 
crime,  and  ia  made  punishable  as  such,  when  it 
was  not  a  crime  before." 

By  the  indulgence  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
King's  Lynn,  who  had  left  this  book — 
Cooley  on  the  Constitution — a  most  valu- 
able work,  he  had  been  able  to  refer  to  th  Ih 
authority,  and  be  found  a  passage  in 
which  it  was  stated  that  all  States  were 
forbidden  to  pass  ex  post  facto  laws, 
which  in  terms  embraced  all  retrospective 
law,  hut  which  in  the  Constitutional 
seuse  was  restricted  and  limited  exclu- 
sively to  laws  of  a  criminal  character. 
His  noble  Friend  bad  proposed  an 
Amendment,  which  was  not  to  be  fouud 
in  the  America  Constitution,  because  he 
was  proposing  to  bring  in  terms  which 
were  intended  to  apply,  not  only  to  cases 
of  criminal  liability,  but  to  cases  of  civil 
contract.  He,  for  one,  should  object  to  see 
any  such  Amendmeut  introduced,  and  he 
would  say  why.  In  the  first  place,  it 
was  not  in  any  subordinate  Constitution 
which  was  modelled  on  any  analogy 
which  was  drawn  from  our  own.  For 
instance,  no  such  limitation  existed  in  the 
Constitutions  which  we  had  given  to  any 
of  our  Colonies ;  and,  agmin,  what  he 
thought  was  even  stronger,  no  such  limi- 
tation existed  in  Section  92 of  the  British 
North  America  Act,  so  that  in  the  case 
where  the  powers  were  limited  more 
closely  than  the  powers  of  tbe  Irish 
Legislative  Body  there  was  no  trace  of 
any  such  Amendment.  Suppose  they  did 
carry  the  Amendmeut,  what  then  ?  He 
thought  he  could  give  the  House  three 
illustrations  as  to  its  effect.  Some  11 
years  ago  they  passed  an  Act,  by  a  Con- 
servative Chancellor,  ealled  the  Settled 
Land  Act.  That  Land  Act  interfered  in 
the  rudest  fashion  with  contracts,  and 
declared  all  past  settlements  aud  prohi- 
bitions void  so  far  as  they  affect^  the 
limited  owner  from  selling  the  laud  or 
leasing  it,  or  taking  it  away  from  the  re- 
mainder-man who  was  to  come  after  him, 
leaving  him  money  in  place  of  the  laud 
and  giving  other  powers.  If  this  Amend- 
ment were  carried  it  would  be  impossible 
for  l^e  Irish  Logifl^tnre  to  pass  any 
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Acts  analogous  to  that  which  was  one  of 
the  most  beneficial  Acts  in  the  Statute 
Book.  Again,  take  the  case  of  the  Irish 
Land  Act  of  1887,  which  was  passed  by  a 
Conservative  Government,  and  which  con- 
tained ex  post facto  l^islation  interfering 
with  rights  created  by  contract,  and 
which  bad  been  sanctioned  and  received 
recoguitioD  from  Parliament.  No  legis 
lation  of  that  kind  could  be  passed, 
although  siicli  a  measure  might  be  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  the  peace,  order,  and 
good  government  of  Ireland.  He  might 
also  instance  the  Crofters'  Act.  The 
right  hou.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
hml  suggested  that  the  Amendment  should 
be  limited  to  the  Criminal  Law,  but  that 
point  did  not  arise  ;  it  was  not  within  the 
scope  of  the  Amendment.  He  did  not 
believe  that  ihe  Irish  Parliament  would 
resort  to  legislation  of  the  objectionable 
character  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  referred.  If  he  bad  thought  so, 
he  should  not  be  supporting  a  proposal 
for  granting  Home  Rule.  He  supported 
the  proposal  in  the  interests  of  peace  and 
good  govergment  in  Ireland,  and  the 
Amendment  was  prejudicial  to  that 
object  in  every  shape  and  form. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.)  t  I  listened  with  gratification  to  the 
interesting  speech  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Haldane).  I  con> 
fess  that  during  part  of  his  speech  I  was 
in  doubt  whether  he  was  speaking  for  or 
against  the  Amendment,  for  many  of  the 
observations  which  fell  from  him  appear 
to  me  to  tell  strongly  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment.  The  argument  which  we 
have  heard  obviously  divides  itself  into 
two  parts,  the  first  being  whether  we  are 
going  to  give  the  powers  of  retrospective 
legislation  in  civil  matters.  In  regard  to 
civil  matters,  I  admit  that  there  are  occa- 
sions when  retrospective  legislatioais  abso- 
lutely necessary ;  and  the  only  question  is 
by  what  Legislature  that  retrospective  ac- 
tion should  be  undertaken  ?  If  I  required 
proof  to  show  that  retrospective  action  is 
in  essence  of  a  dangerous  character, 
which  ought  never  to  be  given  to  a  sub- 
ordinate Legislature,  but  ought  to  be 
retained  by  the  Imperial  Legislature  in 
its  own  hands,  those  instances  I  should 
draw  from  the  speech  made  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Haddington. 
What  were  his  cases  ?  Those  most 
relevant  to  Irish  history  w^  two-fold. 
They  were  the  cases  in  which  what  he 
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called  the  breaking  'of  leases  was  per- 
mitted— I  do  not  admit  the  accuracy  of 
the  term — by  the  Act  of  1887,  and  tlie 
wiping  out  of  arrears  under  the  Crofters' 
Act.  Do  you  mean  to  give  those  poven 
to  an  Irish  Parliament  ?  I  cannot  an- 
ceive  how  any  man  who  looks  beyoid 
law  books  and  opens  his  eyes  to  the  nsl 
living  facts  of  Irish  history  would  be 
prepared  to  trust  an  Irish  Parliament 
with  the  power  of  wiping  out  arrears  of 
rent  or  dealing  with  contracts  between 
landlord  and  tenant  in  the  way  they  are 
dealt  with  by  the  Act  of  1887.  The  Act 
of  1887  widi  regard  to  leases  may  hare 
been  right  or  wrong.  I  am  prepared,  od 
any  proper  occasion,  to  defend  the  coarw 
takeji  by  the  Government  of  which  I  wu 
a  Member  ;  but  I  say,  ondoubtedly,  it 
was  a  course  which  required  the  strongest 

Justification,  which  involved  principles  of 
egislatiou  which  this  House  accepted  at 
the  time  with  the  utmost  hesitation,  aikl 
which,  I  am  sure,  they  would  be  iosaoe 
if  they  gave  into  the  hands  of  any  Legis- 
lature less  impartial  than  that  to  which 
we  belong.  I  say  less  impartial,  not  be- 
cause I  am  laying  down  the  proposition 
that  the  individuals  of  which  this  Farlii* 
meut  is  composed  are  wiser  or  more  pru- 
dent necessarily  than  those  of  which  tbe 
future  Irish  Legislature  woald  be  com- 
posed, but  because  they  are  drawn  fnmia 
much  wider  area,  and  represent  more  varied 
interests,  and  because  the  controverneE 
between  the  different  bodies  of  men 
interested  in  Irish  land  were  decided 
upon  in  1887  by  a  great  body  of 
Members  who  themselves  had  no 
personal  interest  whatever  in  the  decisis 
of  these  controversies.  I  do  not  sa; 
that  in  the  past  our  measures  have  always 
been  wise.  I  am  inclined  to  tfainlc 
we  have,  in  many  ways,  dealt  rashlr 
with  these  questions  of  property  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  to  hand  over  all  these  delicate 
and  difficult  questions  to  an  Irish  Parlia- 
ment in  which  the  majority  wilt  repre- 
sent one  interest  and  one  interest  alow 
— to  hand  over  to  them  the  control  of  the 
interest  of  all  other  parties  in  the  con- 
troversy— would  be  not  merely  unwisdom, 
but  would  reach  the  limit  of  criminal 
folly.  Is  the  other  case  of  interfmnce 
by  retrospective  legislation  in  ci^il 
matters  less  pregnant  with  lessons  to  this 
Committee  ?  The  Crofters  Act  wiped 
ont  arrears.  But  here,  agMn,  it  w 
done  by  a  Parliament  in  which  tbe 
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crofters  tfaemBelTes  or  those  interested  in 
▼iping  out  the  arrears  formed  a  small 
body  in  the  House,  and  in  which  the 
great  majority  of  the  House,  whether 
they  decided  rightly  or  wrongly,  decided 
wiUiout  personal  bias  or  interest.  If  you 
are  going  to  hand  over  to  the  Irish  Par- 
liament, nine-tenths  of  whom  will  repre- 
sent directly  the  tenant  farmers  of 
Ireland,  the  power  to  wipe  out  debts  due 
by  them  to  the  landlords,  it  seems  to  me. 
you  are  deliberately  opening  the  way  to 
the  most  reckless  form  of  confiscation. 
Ther^ore,  even  in  civil  matters,  I,  for 
one,  boldly  avow  I  would  not  give  ihe 
power  of  retrospeotive  legislation  to  the 
Irish  Parliament,  though,  I  admit,  the 
power  of  retrospective  legislation  must 
exist  somewhere.  I  pass  from  the  civil 
and  I  come  to  the  criminal  case  ;  and 
here  let  me  repeat  to  the  Government 
the  question  put  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain),  and  not  as 
yet  answered.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man pointed  ont  that  the  phrase  ex  post 
facto  is  one  on  which  decisions  have 
been  glveu  iu  America,  and  that  the 
wwds  have  the  most  precise  meaning 
according  to  the  American  judgment 
given  on  them.  But  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral will  not  admit  that  the  Courts  of 
America  can  guide  us  as  to  the  meaning 
of  the  words  in  an  English  Act,  though 
when  we  were  discussing  the  definition 
of  the  phrase  "  due  process  of  law "  a 
night  or  two  since,  we  were  thrown  back 
by  him  upon  American  precedents  alone 
as  a  sufficient  and  conclusive  guide  on 
the  point.  What  answer  has  been  given 
by  the  Government  ?  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Haddiugton  (Mr. 
Haldane)  did  not  deal  with  the  words, 
except  in  so  far  as  to  say  that  the  words 
were  introduced  into  the  American  Con- 
stitution in  a  context  different  to  that  in 
which  it  is  employed  in  this  Bill ;  and 
be  implied  to  the  Committee  that  it  was 
the  context  in  tlie  words  of  the  American 
Constitution  which  made  the  whole 
difference  in  their  meaning.  I  am 
sceptical  about  that.  I  do  not  pretend 
to  have  done  more  in  this  matter  than 
follow  the  procedure  so  scorned  by  the 
hoD.  and  learned  Member  for  Haddington 
—namely,  taken  down  a  dusty  book  from 
the  shelves  in  the  Library,  to  make  my- 
self acquainted  hastily  with  the  legal 
hearings  in  the  case.    Whether  he  has 
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devoted  many  hours  to  the  study  of  the 
American  law  as  distinguished  from  the 
English  law  I  cannot  say. 

•Mr.  HALDANE:  I  did  not  com- 
plain that  they  took  the  text  books  down 
hastily  ;  but  I  complained  of  their  taking 
them  down  hastily  and  reading  them 
wrong. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Nobody  as 
yet,  as  far  as  I  know,  has  been  convicted 
of  reading  them  wrong.  I  think  my 
noble  Friend  read  ih&a  with  perfect 
accuracy.  As  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  thinks  the  context  in  this 
question  is  so  important  to  the  meaning 
of  the  words,  I  will  read  the  context* 
Section  10  provides  that — 

"  No  Stateshall  enter  into  any  Treaty,  Alliance, 
or  Confederation,  grant  of  letters  of  marque  or 
reprisal,  coin  money,  emit  bills  of  credit,  make 
anything  biit  golil  or  silver  legal  tender  In 
payment  of  debts,  pass  any  bill  of  attainder  or 
any  cx  pout  facto  law,  or  law  impairing  eon- 
tracts,  or  grant  any  title  of  nobility." 

There  is  the  context ;  and  I  leave  it  to 
my  hon.  and  learned  Frieud  to  make  any 
use  he  likes  of  it  iu  order  to  show  that 
the  context  in  which  these  words  are 
used  has  the  slightest  effect  on  their 
meaning.  That  meaning  the  Courts  in 
America  have  interpreted,,  and  that 
meaning  the  Courts  in  England — with 
the  assistance,  I  presume,  of  decisions 
of  the  Courts  in  America — will  be  able 
to  interpret.  We  may,  therefore,  dismiss 
from  our  minds  the  idea  that  there  is 
auy  ambiguity,  or  that  there  will  be  auy 
difficulty  in  interpreting  them.  There 
remains  only  one  further  question  to  be 
decided,  and  one  further  argnmeut  to  be 
met,  so  far  advanced  by  Government 
speakers  ;  and  that  is  :  Is  this  provision 
against  ex  post  facto  legislation  in 
criminal  matters  so  obviously  unnecessary 
and  absurd  that  we  are  throwing  super- 
fluous insult  upon  the  Legislative  Body 
to  be  erected  in  Ireland  ?  I  cannot  con- 
ceive on  what  grounds  this  opinion  can 
be  held.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Haddington  says 
these  words  are  not  introduced  into  any 
of  our  Colonial  Acts,  and  especially  are 
not  introduced  into  the  Canadian  Act. 
He  told  as  that  this  limitation  on  the 
power  of  subordinate  and  Provincial 
Legislatures  in  Canada  was  not  intro- 
duced by  the  North  America  Act.  That 
is  perfectly  true  ;  and  if  we  were  going 
to  establish   in    Ireland  a  Provincial 
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Legislature  on  the  model  of  the  Cana- 
dian Legislature  it  might  be  unneceBsary 
to  introidnce  these  words.  But  the 
GoTenimeut  refuse  to  adopt  any  such 
course.  They  insist  that  the  powers 
given  to  the  Irish  Legislature  shall  not 
be  euumerated,  whereas  the  Canadian 
Act  lays  down  that  the  powers  given  to 
the  Provincial  Legislatures  shall  be 
enumerated.  But  that  is  not  all,  for 
amongst  those  powers  given  to  the  Pro- 
vincial Legislature  in  Canada  is  expressly 
excluded  the  power  of  dealing  widi 
Criminal  Law  and  procedure.  It  ts  not 
necessary  to  forbid  them  to  pass  ex  post 
facio  laws  in  criminal  matters,  because 
they  can  pass  no  Criminal  Laws  what- 
ever. 

*Mr.  HALDANE  said,  they  could  pass 
ex  post  facto  laws  on  civil  matters  which 
came  within  their  purview. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  It  was  not 
within  the  Canadian  Act,  because  it  was 
not  only  unnecessary,  but  its  inclusion 
would  be  absohite  nonsense.  But  it  has 
been  put  into  the  Constitution  of  every 
State  of  the  American  Cnion,  and  the 
American  precedent  is  swept  aside  by 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  as  if  it  were 
not  worth  a  moment's  talk.  I  do  not 
say  that  we  are  bound  to  regard  the 
American  precedent  as  conclusive  ;  what 
I  do  say,  however,  is  that  it  is  worthy  of 
consideration,  and  no  American  authority, 
as  far  as  I  know,  has  ventured  to  say 
that  this  particular  provision  is  obsolete, 
and  that  if  the  Constitution  had  to  be 
re-enacted  these  were  words  which  they 
would  willingly  omit.  There  has  been 
an  attempt  to  break  this  law  in  vaiions 
cases.  These  cases  came  before  the 
Supreme  Court  over  and  over  again,  and 
that  there  has  been  a  long  series  of 
decisions  as  to  what  ex  post  facto  legis- 
lation was  proves  that  it  has  been 
attempted  in  various  States  of  the 
American  Union.  Why  should  not  that 
which  the  experience  of  America  has 
shown  to  have  happened  in  the  United 
States  take  place  in  Ireland  ?  I  presume 
that  the  Debate  will  not  close  without 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon)  taking  some  notice  of  the  chal- 
lenge of  the  light  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham. 

Mr.  DILLON;  The  Member  for 
Mayo  will  take  no  uotitfe  of  the  chal- 
lenge uutil  he  has  been  supplied  with 
information  as  to  the  date  of  the  speech 

Mr.  A.  J.  Salfottr 


and  the  newspaper  from  which  the  report 
is  taken, 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBE!RLAIN :  I  will 
give  the  hon.  Gentleman  all  the  informa- 
tion that  he  desires.  The  passage  which 
I  quoted  is  taken  from  a  speech  made 
by  the  bon.  Gentleman  on  December  5, 
1886,  and  reported  in  the  The  FreemajCs 
Journal. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Where  ? 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  At  KU- 
movee.  The  speech  was  n^ade  on  De- 
cember 5,  1886,  and  appeared  in  Tie 
Freemat^s  Journal  of  December  6. 

Mb.  a.  «r.  BALFOUR :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  got  all  the  informstion 
he  desired.  ["  No  !  "]  Well,  all  that 
he  asked  for — possibly  more  than  he 
desires — and  I  am  sure  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  give  the  Committee  his 
views  on  the  subject  by-and-bye.  In 
America  this  limitation  has  been  proved 
necessary  by  experience.  In  Ireland, 
where  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  pointed  ont 
that  circumstances  existed  which  would 
make  ex  post  facto  legislation  probable, 
where  some  of  the  lading  Irish  politi- 
cians have  made  speeches  which  indicate 
not  merely  that  the  danger  exists,  hut 
that  a  policy  has  been  formulated — 
there,  of  all  countries  in  the  world,  this 
limitation  ought  to  be  put  in  by  those 
who  are  responsible  for  this  measure.  I 
would  ask  the  Government  whether  they 
really  think  they  wilt  strengthen  their 
position  in  this  House  or  in  the  countrr 
when  they  refuse  Amendments  which 
are  directed  against  obvious  dangers, 
when  they  cannot  point  out  a  single 
flaw  in  the  arguments  in  support  of 
those  Amendments,  or  any  real  objectim 
to  their  adoption  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  do  not 
intend  to  traverse  the  whole  region  of 
this  Debate.  The  question  that  has  heea 
raised  between  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
J.  Chamberlaio)  and  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
is  one  into  which  I  shall  not  enter  at 
the  present  stage  of  the  discussion.  A 
challenge  has  been  delivered  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham,  concerning  which  the  bon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  has  asked  for  infer- 
mation  and  desires  to  consult  the  report ; 
and  in  these  circumstances,  and  until  we 
know  what  further  may  be  said  upoa 
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this  matter,  I  thiok  I  ought  to  pass  it 
bj,  and  especially  as  the  matter  is  irrele- 
vant to  the  discussion.    I  rise  to  speak 
upon  the  questioa  which  constituted  the 
mainpartof  theargumeutof  the  right  hon. 
Geutleman  opposite.  lu  the  early  portion 
of  his  speech  the  right  hon.  Geatleman 
contendeid  strongly  that  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature ought  to  be  deprived  of  the  power 
of  making  ex  post  facto  laws  in  ciiil  and 
ordinary  matters.    Having  demonstrated 
that  proposition  to  his  own  satisfaction, 
he  argued  strongly  in  favour  of  tlie  pre- 
sent Amendment,  in  the  full  prevision  that 
it  was  an  Amendment  effectually  limited 
to  criminal  matters.     The  point  upon 
which  I  wish  to  address  the  Committee 
is  the  appeal  made  to  the  American  pro- 
vision.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  claimed 
at  the  beginning  of  his  speech  that,  as 
the  Government  have  adopted  one  provi- 
sion from  the  American  Constitution, 
when  another  provision  was  produced 
they  ouglit  not  to  decline  to  accept  it.  Is 
there  anything  strange  in  adopting  one 
provision  as  applicable  to  the  purpose 
in  view  while  we  decline  to  adopt  another 
which,  in  our  judgment,  is  not  applicable  ? 
Because  you  have  sufficient  reason  for 
adopting  one  provision,  you  do  not  admit 
on  that  account  that  everything  in  that 
portion  of  the  Constitution  has  a  claim 
npou  you  ?    It  comes  to  us,  no  doubt, 
with  such  authority  as  is  to  be  derived 
from  the  admirable  manner  in  which  that 
Constitution  was  adapted  to  the  exigen- 
cies of  that  country  ;  but  it  comes  to  us 
otherwise  with  no  presumption  whatever 
in  its  favour,  uuless  we  see  that  it  is 
applicable  to  the  exigencies  of  our  own 
country  also.    I  cannot,  therefore,  admit 
tMjprima /acte  argument  which  would  lead 
my  right  hoti.  Friend  to  have  the  right  he 
thinks  he  has  to  reqnire  from  us  the  adop- 
tion of  anything  of  which  he  might  approve 
from  the  American  Constitution.  We 
have  before  us  two  classes  of  precedents. 
The  one  is  the  precedent  affbrded  us  by 
the  American  Constitution — which  is  not 
a  single  but  a  plural  precedent,  because, 
on  the  one  hand,  the  restriction  has  been 
adopted  by  the  States  upon  themselves, 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  it  has  been  imposed 
by  the  States  upon  the  Federal  Constitu- 
tion. We  have  another  class  of  precedents, 
and  that  is  the  precedents  of  our  own 
Colonial  Legislatures,    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 


says  that  this  power  of  retrospective 
legislation  ought  never  to  be  accorded  to 
a  subordinate  Legislature.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  in  his  view  a  whole 
series  of  our  legislative  enactments  with 
regard  to  our  Colonial  Legislatures  ;  and 
in  every  one  of  them  this  power  has  been 
left  free  and  unembarrassed  to  the  sub- 
ordinate Legislatures. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  What  I 
meant  was  realty  subordinate.  I  was  not 
going  into  legal  technicalities. 

Mr.   W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  the  Legisla- 
tures of  the  Colonies  are  not  subordinate  ; 
I  affirm  they  are.    Then  I  want  to  know 
whether  it  is  a  little  technicality  or  a 
Constitutional  principle  ?    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  denies  the  supremacy  of  Par- 
liament.   He  does  not  admit  that  the 
supremacy  of  Parliament  rules  through, 
the  Empire  ;  and  when  I  turn  to  a 
Colonial  Legislature  —  I  say,  if  you 
like,    the     Constitution     of  Western 
Australia  —  and     term     it    a  sub- 
ordinate  Legislature,   he    says   I  am 
only  making  use  of  a  legal  technicality. 
The  right  hou.  Gentleman  denies  the 
supremacy  of  the  Imperial  Parliaments 
Why,  Sir,  the  supremacy  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament  is  visible  from  one  extremity 
of  the  Empire  to  the  other.    We  -have 
got,  at  any  rate,  in  dealing  with  this 
strange  doctrine  Acts  that  reach  over  a 
series  of  years — Acts  whereby  Colonial 
Legislatures  have  been  created  to  whom 
this  power  was  given.    Those  are  facts 
that  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  should  not 
overlook.    We  have  the  authority  of  a 
long  series  of  legislative  Acts  for  our  own 
people,  in  our  own  Empire — Acts  which 
were  considered  by  this  House  of  Par- 
liament, and  these,  amongst  a  variety  of 
circumstances,  might  beconsidered  to  have 
some  relevancy  to  this  case.   I  will  go 
further,  and  point  out  why  it  is  we  may 
suppose  the  wisdom  of  the  American 
Constitution  to  act  as  has  been  indicated 
iu  regard  to  this  provision,  and  why  it  is 
that  our  standpoint  is  just  in  its  appli- 
cation to  this  case.    In  America  there  is 
no  supreme  Legislature.  The  State  Legis- 
latures were  originally  supreme ;  but  they 
devolved  a  portion  of  their  supremacy  on 
the  Federal  Government,  and  only  re- 
tained the  portion  which  was  locally 
applicable  to  each  of  them.  The  Federal 
Government  received  from  the  States 
certain  prerogatives  and  ^^^^^^^'^f^' 
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more.  America  has  proceeded  in  the 
only  way  she  could  proceed  bj  this 
Treaty  between  the  Federal  GoTernmeDt 
CD  the  one  side  and  the  States  on  the 
other  side.  The  States  have  this  right 
of  exposi  facto  legislation.  And  bj  the 
arrangement  between  the  States  and  the 
Federal  Government  tliere  is  no  authority 
to  check  it.  But  there  is  no  authority 
to  check  Buch  legislation.  That  is  why 
we  are  not  called  upon  to  snnction  it. 
We  have  only  to  allow  the  legislative 
authority  to  be  exercised  subject  to  the 
authority  of  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
In  America  there  is  no  control.  The 
distinction  is,  I  think,  as  clear  as  noon- 
day. In  England  we  have  the  control 
of  the  Imperial  Parliament,  and,  that 
being  60,  there  is  no  reason  why  we 
should  adopt  the  Amendment  which  has 
been  proposed. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire) 
said,  he  did  not  wish  to  detain  the  Com- 
mittee. He  would  not  enter  into  the  general 
argument  that  had  arisen ;  bnt  he  would 
like  to  say  a  word  or  two  with  regard  to 
the  last  argument  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
The  right  hou.  Gentleman  said  they 
ought  to  impose  on  the  Irish  Legislature 
that  which  they  had  not  imposed  upon 
other  Legislatures.  Far  his  (Sir  H. 
Jameses)  part,  he  had  thought  there  was  a 
great  difference  between  the  supremacy 
over  the  Colouial  Parliaments  and  the 
supremacy  intended  to  be  exercised  over 
the  Irish  Legislature.  There  was  a 
supremacy  of  the  Imperial  Parliament 
over  the  Colonial  Legislature;  but  they 
had  never  exercised  it. 

Mh.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Several 
times. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  said,  they  had  never, 
he  thought — seldom  at  all  events — exer- 
cised it  in  reference  to  intOTnal  matters, 
such  as  criminal  legislation.  The  Legis- 
latures existed  free  from  actual  inter- 
ference in  these  matters.  They  did  not 
retain  the  power  by  anything  like  Clauses 
3  and  4  of  the  present  Bill ;  and  the 
supremacy  that  existed  was  one  which 
made  the  Colouial  Legislature  subject  to 
the  general  supremacy  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament.  But  in  this  case  it  was 
not  a  general  supremacy,  bnt  a  particular 
supremacy,  that  was  retained^  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  distinction  arose 
from,  or  was  due  to,  geographical  or 
-other  considerations ;  but  it  was  most 
marked.    And  in  this  very  argument  he 
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thought  they  had  an  argument  which  tiie 
Prime  Minister  had  not  in  his  mind.  He 
asked  bow  they  were  to  apply  to  Ireland 
that  which  they  did  not  apply  to  the 
Colonial  Legislatures?  Then  was  no 
restriction  upon  the  Colonial  Legislatores 
as  to  dealing  with  the  deprivation  of 
life,  liberty,  and  powers  according  to  due 
process  of  law.  The  Prime  Minister's 
question  was,  why  did  they  not  put  in 
a  provision  of  that  kind  restricting  the 
Colonial  Legislatures  on  these  points? 
The  answer  was  that  it  was  not  required. 
There  was  a  difference  in  the  case  of  the 
Irish  Legislature,  because,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Government,  such  a  provision  was 
required.  The  ailment  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  then,  was  annihilated.  The 
Prime  Minister  said  if  they  had  taken 
one  restriction  from  the  American  Con- 
stitution that  was  no  reason  why  they 
should  take  all  restrictions  from  it.  That 
was  in  reply  to  the  right  hen.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
J,  Cbamberlaii) ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  suggested  that  if 
they  took  one  therefore  they  should  take 
all.  What  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
suggest,  and  what  should  be  pressed 
upon  the  Prime  Minister,  was  that  if  one 
clause  was  taken,  and  if  there  ms 
another  clause  or  provision  which  was 
cognate  to  it — which  bore  a  sinailarity 
to  it — it  might  be  considered  whether  it 
would  not  be  possible  to  take  it,  or 
whether  it  ought  not  to  be  taken  also. 
The  Government  would  not  allow  the 
Irish  Legislature  to  deprive  persons  of 
life,  liberty,  or  property  without  due  pro- 
cess of  law  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  thej 
were  willing  to  allow  the  punishment  of 
death  upon  a  person  who  would  only 
have  been  subject  to  non-capital  pnnisb- 
ment  before  his  crime  was  committed.  If 
they  took  two  clauses  of  this  character 
he  did  not  see  why  they  should  put  in 
one  and  leave  out  the  other  which  was 
similar  to  it  in  effect  and  direction. 
There  were  no  arguments  of  a  purelj 
political  character.  They  were  framing 
a  Constitution,  and  they  must  look  at 
what  was  necessary  to  that  work.  He 
submitted  that  the  Amendment  wis 
entitled  to  the  favourable  consideration 
of  the  House. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  240 ; 
Noes  270.— (Division  List,  No.  156.) 
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•Viscount  WOLMER  said,  he  had 
next  to  move  in  page  2,  Hue  33,  at  eod, 
insert  impairing  the  obllgatiou  of  cou- 
tracts,  or/'  He  said  this  also  T\-a^  taken 
from  the  American  Constitiitiou.  This 
was  not  a  restriction  binding  on  Congress, 
but  upon  the  States  alone.  The  observa- 
tions of  thehoii.  Member  for  Haddington 
^Mr.  Haldane)  in  reference  to  the  last 
Amendment  proposed  would,  perliaps, 
be  applied  in  this  case  also  ;  but  he  would 
point  out  that  he  was  not  departing  from 
the  proper  context,  as  the  Amendment,  if 
put  into  operation,  would  come  imme- 
diately ^ter  Snb-section  5,  which  read — 

"(6.)  Whereby  any  person  maybe  deprived 
of  life,  liberty,  or  property  without  due  process 
ot  law,  in  accordance  with  settled  principles 
and  precedents,  or  may  be  denied  the  equal 
protection  of  the  laws,  or  wheielqf  private 
property  may  be  taken  without  just  (wmpeiisa- 
tiou ;  or." 

In  this  he  was  following  the  American 
law — the  provision  relating  to  matters  of 
this  character  coming  in  that  law  imme- 
diately at  the  tail  end  of  a  w'hole  series 
of  restrictions  on  the  powers  granted. 
In  this  case  the  restrictions  would  be  im- 
posed in  the  actual  place  in  the  section 
corresponding  with  that  in  the  American 
Constitution.  He  noticed  that  bis  hon. 
Friend  theMemberfor  the  Arfon  Division 
of  Carnarvonshire  (Mr.  RatUbone)  pro- 
posed to  move  an  Amendment  to  this 
Amendment.  He  proposed  to  insert  after 
"  contracts  "  the  words — 

"  Except  with  theconsentof  Parliament  testi- 
fied by  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty  from  each 
House  of  Parliament." 

Of  course,  there  was  nothing  in  the 
American  Constitution  analogous  to  this 
proposed  Amendment.  He  (Viscount 
W  olmer)  would  Iiave  no  objection  to  adding 
the  words,  but  he  thought  they  would  add 
nothing  to  the  force  of  his  Amendment ;  if 
anything,  he  rather  thought  they  would 
derogate  from  its  importanee.  His 
opinion  was  that  such  powers  as  wbre 
mentioned  in  the  Amendment  should  never 
be  given  toa  subordinate  Legislature;  and 
he  thought — and  he  hoped  the  Committee 
would  Utibk  with  him— that  there  were 
special  subjects  connected  with  Ireland 
which  rendered  this  question  one  of  vital 
importance.  On  all  matters  other  than 
land  the  question  of  contracts  would  be 
OD  the  same  level  in  Ireland  as  it  would 
be  in  this  country  ;  but  he  was  prepared 
to  argue  that  the  question  of  land  in  Ire- 
land created  a  state  of  things  totally 

VOL.  XIII.     [fOURTB  SEBIZ8.] 


different  from  timt  found  in  any  other 
country.    What  were  the  views  of  Irish 

Members  on  the  subject  of  land  legisla- 
tion ?  They  were  well  known  to  be  in 
favour  of  further  curtailment  of  the 
judicir^I  rents  fixed  under  the  Act  paissed 
by  the  present  Leader  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  speaking  in 
Tipperary  in  1885,  had  said — 

"  If  our  Btruggle  Is  a  bard  one  the  rewards 
and  prizes  of  victory  will  be  very  great — prairie 
rents  for  the  farmer,  and  less  than  prairie  Tents, 
if  possible,  for  the  labourer.*' 

Mr.  Davitt,  xmtil  recently  a  Member  of 
the  House,  had  said  the  same  thing  at  a 
later  period — since,  in  fact,  the  com- 
mencement of  the  "  union  of  hearts " 
theory.    He  had  said — 

"  Twenty  per  cent  reduction  ot  judicial  rents 
will  be  no  pemaneut  relief  to  Irish  industry. 
Ten  years  hence  it  would  be  as  heavy  a  burden 
as  the  existiug  rental." 

Had  tlie  Irish  Members  changed  theu- 
minds  ? 

An  hon.  .Member  :  Have  you  ? 

•Viscount  WOLMER  said,  that  almost 
every  word  ho  was  now  saying  about 
Home  Rule  had  bf.'eu  incorporated  in  his 
address  in  1885.  The  Irish  Members 
had  never  concealed  their  opinion  that 
the  existing  judicial  rents  were  not  low 
enough,  and  tbat  they  should  be  still 
more  curtailed.  That  might  or  might 
not  be  a  fair  and  proper  view.  He  did 
not  mean  to  argue  that ;  but  what  be 
wished  to  point  out  was  that  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  a  special 
and  particular  responsibility  in  the 
matter  —  they  having  fixed  the  rents. 
Had  the  landlords  fixed  them,  or  had 
they  had  anything  to  say  in  the  matter  ? 
If  there  was  one  man  more  than  another 
responsible  for  the  rents  at  present  exist- 
ing it  was  the  Prime  Minister.  They 
were  the  work  of  the  whole  Liberal 
Party  ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
Prime  Minister  at  the  time.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  Government  were  of 
opinion  that  the  subject  of  land  legis- 
lation should  be  withdrawn  from  Ireland, 
otherwise  why  had  they  left  it  outside 
the  purview  of  the  Irish  Legislature  for 
three  years  ?  With  what  object  had  that 
been  done  ?  Was  it  the  intention  of  the- 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Govern- 
ment to  deal  with  the  question  themsdvea 
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within  that  period  ?  Did  they  mean  to 
settle  that  questiou  for  ever,  so  that  the 
questioQ  of  laud  should  no  longer  divide 
claaeea  or  interests  in  Ireland  ?  If  so, 
that  would  be  an  answer  to  the  greater 
part  of  the  Amendment.  But,  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  prepared 
to  say  that,  he  must  explaiu  why  he 
would  at  the  expiration  of  three  years 
leave  this  questiou  of  land  contracts  to  be 
dealt  with  by  gentlemen  who  had  de- 
clared themselves  to  be  in  forour  of 
reducing  the  judicial  rents. 

Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.) :  They  are 
not  contracts  ? 
*Vi8COt'!7TWOLMER:  Thenwhaldid. 
they  call  contracts,  if  agreements  to  pay 
rents  fixed  by  a  Court  of  Justice  were 
not  contracts  ?  To  say  that  because  the 
Australian  and  Canadian  Farltameuts, 
which  were  subordinate,  were  at  liberty 
to  legislate  upon  the  Laud  Question,  the 
Irish  Parliament,  which  would  also  be 
snbordiuate,  therefore  should  not  have 
this  subject  withheld  from  it  was  to 
compare  two  things  which  had  no  cor- 
relation whatever.  These  Colonies 
might  demand  to  sever  their  connec- 
tion with  us  and  to  become  separate 
Nationalities.  If  they  did,  would  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister, 
or  his  Colleagoes,  be  prepared  to  resist 
their  demand  by  force  of  arms  ?  No  ; 
but  in  the  case  of  Ireland,  would  they 
not  forbid  that  severance  under  any 
circumstances  ?  Was  there  a  single  sup- 
porter of  the  Government  who  had  not 
at  one  time  or  another  stated  that  uuder 
no  circumirtanees  would  he  consent  to  the 
independence  of  Ireland  ? 

An  hon.  Member  :  Yes. 

•VwcotTNT  WOLMER :  There  was  an 
hon.  Member  sitting  on  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House  who  would  permit  Ire- 
land to  become  independont.  Very  well. 
He  would  leave  that  hon.  Gentleman 
to  settle  the  matter  with  his  constituents. 
'But,  with  the  single  exception  of  the 
hon.  Member,  there  was  no  one  else  on 
those  Benches  who  would  be  prepared  to 
admit  the  principle  of  separation  between 
'the  two  countries.  To  object  to  the 
Amendment  on  the  ploa  that  the  Colonial 
Parliaments  were  aDboidinate  and  that  this 
power  was  not  withdrawn  from  th«R, 
atid,  therefore,  ought  not  to  be  withheld' 
frdm  'the  Subordinate  Irish  Pariiam^t,^ 
'"was  playing  on  the  mere  similarity  of 

VitcowU  Wolmer 


words — words  used  to  convey  a  totally 

different  meaning. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  33,  aftflr  the  word  "  or,"  to 
insert  as  a  new  sub-section  the  wonls  "(6) 
ImnalrinK  the  obligation  (tf  contractfi;  or."— 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 

be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  RATHBONE  (Camarvoushire, 
Arfon)  said,  he  begged  to  move  as  an 
Amendment  to  the  proposed  Ameod- 
ment,  after  "  contracts,"  to  insert — 

"Except  mth  the  consent  cl  Po^ament 
testified  by  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty  fhna 
both  Houses  of  Farliameot." 

He  would  ask  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  a  short  statement  of  the  grouDds 
on  which  he  believed  that  the  Ameod- 
ment,  when  modified  as  he  proposed  to 
modify  it,  would  tend  to  facilitate  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  and  make  its  working 
both  safer  and  more  easy  and  efficient. 
They  were  assured  by  the  Opposition 
that  the  Bill  would  not  be  allowed  to 
pass  the  other  House  of  Parliaaieat 
until  the  country  had  passed  it  after  an 
appeal ;  and  it  ought,  therefore,  to  be 
their  object,  by  adopting  such  provisions 
as  experience  had  proved  to  be  wise  and 
efficacious  in  anidogous  oases,  to  satisfy 
that  moderate  part  of  the  community-  ou 
both  sides  who  really  decided  the  fate  of 
elections  and  of  measures.  Now, 
American  lawyers  said  that  the  provision 
under  consideration  had  been  found 
extremely  useful  in  preventing  hasty  and 
unjust  legislation,  but  that  the  absulnte 
form  in  which  it  existed  in  America  bad 
been  found  to  fetter  too  much  some  forms 
of  legislation  beneficial  to  the  commimity. 
It  would  require  in  Am^ca  an  aheratioa 
of  the  Federal  Constitution  to  enable  tbc 
State  Government  to  pass  a  law  impair- 
ing the  obligation  of  contract ;  and  this, 
it  had  been  held,  precluded  legislation 
such  as  they  had  found  necessary  to 
make  in  England,  and  as  would  have 
been  advisable  in  America,  to  deal  with 
companies,  such  as  railways  and  others, 
where  the  Courts  had  held  that  the  lavrs 
giving  them  concessions  amounted  to  a 
contract.  This  disadvant^e  had  not 
been  sufficient  to  induce  the  Americns 
to  alter  their  Federal  ConstitnttoB  dorti^ 
the  100- years  of  its  existence;  bat  it 
ongbi  kgy  be,  and  could  be,  met  in  the  Ws^ 
he  had  put  on  the  Paper,  where,  without 
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the    cumbrous    and  time^ccupjing 
mftchioerj  of  a  Bill  whereby  a  single 
discussioQ  and  a  siugle  vote  of  the  Im- 
perial Farliameat  any  safe  and  beneficial 
law  or  part  of  a  law  passed  by  the  Irish 
Parliament  ooiild  be  Banctioned,  which 
otherwise,  under  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment, would  not  be  legal.    He  was  quite 
aware  that  Irish  Members  might  at  first 
sight  think  that  this  would  undesirably 
fetter  them  in  dealing  with  important 
questions,  say  the  Land  Question  ;  but  he 
tiionght  he  could  show  that  it  would  not 
interfere  with  any  just  or  wise  legislation 
id  this  respect,  but  would  clear  the  way 
and  make  such  legislation  more  practi- 
cable, while,  at  the  same  time,  It  wonld 
calm  the  fears  of  capitalists  generally,  in- 
eluding  those  whose  capital  was  invested 
in  land  ;  and,  looking  to  the  importance 
for  Ireland  to  attract  and  retain  capital, 
this  in  itself  would  be  a  very  great  bene- 
fit.   He  was  sure  every  thoughtful  Irish- 
man woald  see  that  if,  as  was  intended, 
and  as  he  hoped  and  believed  the  United 
Kingdom  would  do,  it  continued  to  tend 
£40,000,000  to  Ireland  to  facilitate  land 
purchase,  it  would  require  some  precau- 
tion that  the  security  ou  which  it  had 
advanced  this  large  sum  did  not  seriously 
endanger  the  securities  on  which  it  was 
advanced,  however  much  it  might  trust 
the  good  intentions  of  the  present  and 
future   rulers   of  Ireland.     Now,  the 
Amendment,  as  modifie<l  by  bis  proposed 
Amendment,   placed  the  initiative  and 
practical  suggestion  and  consideration  of 
land  legislation  in  Ireland  where  it  would 
be  best  understood.     The  First  and 
Seooud  Beading,  Committee,  and  Keport 
stage  would  be  undertaken  by  the  Irish 
Parliament ;  but  the  mortgagee's  assent 
wonld  be  required  In  Its  simplest  form, 
and  thus  seciu'ity  would  be  given  to  him 
and  othw  capitalists  similarly  circum- 
stanced   to   measures  dealing  with  the 
security  on  which  their  money  bad  been 
advauced.  On  every  side  he  thought  this 
would  be  an  advantage.    £veryone  who 
hod  really  taken  the  trouble  to  study  to  its 
origin  and  to  the  bottom  the  Irish  Land 
QaeetioD  must  realise  that  all  its  dlffi* 
ciUties     had    arkra    from    the  fact 
tioA  whereas  in  England  the  Common 
Law,  »a  established  by  the  Judges,  and 
the    legislation  arising  therefrom,  bad 
been  founded  upon  the  customs,  habits, 
aqd  needa  of  English  life  aud  circum- 
Btanees,  in  Ireland  their  lavs  had  been 
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settled,  not  on  Irish  needs,  circumstances, 
equities,  and  the  customs  arising  there- 
from, but  by  the  ultimate  appeal  to 
English  Judges  and  English  law,  on  the 
totally  different  circumstances,  wants,  aud 
customs  existing    in  England.  TheJ 
were  only  now  beginning  to  realise,  and 
bad  not  realised  yet,  the  fact  that  the 
relation  of  landlord  and  tenant,  as  exist- 
ing in  England,  was  almost  non-existent 
in  Ireland,  where  they  were,  instead, 
joint  owners  of  the  land  ;  and  he  believed 
it  would  be  a  positive  advantage  that  the 
initiatioii  aud  discussion  of  any  further 
improvements  that  might  be  required  in 
laud  legislation  should  take   place  in 
Ireland,  where  they  did  know  something 
about  it,  than  here,  where  they  were 
srill  very  ignorant  on  the  subject.  Only 
one  argument  more,  but  it  was  an  im- 
portaut  one.     He  believed  firmly  that 
the  leaders  of  the  Irish  people  had  every 
intention  and  determination  to  work  a 
Home  Rule  Bill  with  prudence  and  dis- 
cretion ;  but  he  believed  that  no  one  was 
more  interested  tluui  they  were  in  this 
Bill  being  passed  with  such  restrictions 
aud  limitations  as  would  strengthen  their 
hands  in  resisting  unreasonable  expecta- 
tions and  demands.      Till  the  country 
had  settled  down  and  come  to  understand 
what   was   possible  by  legislation,  he 
believed  it  would  be  impossible,  even  by 
so  powerful  a  man  as  Mr.  Parnell  him- 
self was,  to   pass    legislation  witliout 
making  promises   which  could  not  be 
carried   out ;    and   on  this  ground,  he 
thought,  a  provision  such  as  the  modified 
one  he  ventured  to  rec6mmend  to  the 
House  would  be  invaluable.     He  was 
quite  aware  that  there  were  provisions  in 
the  Government  Bill  which  they  con- 
sidered would  be  more  effectual  than  the 
one  under  consideration  ;  but  they  rested 
on  argument,  this  rested  on  experience  ; 
and  that  extremely  stupid  person,  the 
capitalist,  whether  great  or  small,  was 
much  more  easily  pacified  by  a  precau- 
.tion  which  experience  had  proved  to  be 
effectual   than  by  one  which  he  was 
only  assured,  on  authority  however  high, 
would  be  so.     And  let  them  think  how 
important  credit  and  capital  were  and 
would  be  to  the  Irish  Government. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  after  the  word  "  con- 
tracts," to  insert  the  words — 

"Except  with  the  consent  of  Farliftment, 
testified  by  <^t'  Address  to  Hec^ajestvirom 
both  Houses  of  Parllag^flJe'^-Epflg^^^^Ma^ 
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Qnestion  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  inserted  lu  the  proposed  AmendmeDt. 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  said,  the  hon. 
Member  was  much  more  Baoguine  than 
he  was  \i  he  thought  that  his  Amend- 
ment, even  if  it  were  accepted  by  the 
Government,  would  do  much  to  con- 
ciliate an  opposition  which  had  been  all 
along  of  so  uneompromisiug  a  kind. 

Mr.  RAXHBOKE  :  I  did  not  say  in 
this  House.   I  meant  in  the  country. 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  I  am  afraid  my 
observation  is  equally  applicable  to  the 
opposition  outside. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Hear, 
hear  I 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL  said,  the  entire 
argument,  both  of  the  noble  Lord  and 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  dealt  with  the  ques- 
tion of  land  legislation  and  legislation 
relating  to  landlord  and  tenant. 

Mr.  RATHBONE:  My  argument 
^ns  in  relation  to  capital  of  any  kind. 

*SiR  C.  RUSSELL  said,  his  hon. 
Friend's  speech  was  mainly  directed  to 
land  legislation,  and  that  properly  came 
for  consideration  he  submitted  under 
Clause  35  ;  and,  so  far  as  that  branch 
of  the  question  was  concerned,  he  (Sir 
C.  Russell)  wished  to  state  the  view  of 
the  Government  with  regard  to  it. 
There  was  in  Clause  3d  a  provision  pre- 
venting the  Irish  Legislative  Body  from 
dealing  at  all  with  this  question  of  land 
for  three  years.  The  position  of  the  case 
lit  the  end  of  that  time,  assuming  the 
Bill  to  become  law,  would  be  either  that 
the  Imperial  Parliament  would  in  the 
meantime  have  dealt  with  the  question, 
or  that  it  would  have  upon  it  the  obliga- 
tion of  fixing  the  terms  and  the  conditions 
upon  which  it  would  delegate  to  the 
Irish  Legislature  the  power  to  deal  with 
it. 

An  hon.  Member  :  Is  that  in  the 

Bill  ? 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  said,  what  the 
Government  proposed  was  in  Clause  35. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  would 
shorten  our  proceedings  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  tell  us  bow  in 
Clause  35  that  policy  is  carried  out,  or 
whether  he  proposes  to  modify  Clause 
35  in  order  to  carry  it  out  ? 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  If  Clause  35  is 
inapt  for  the  purpose  I  have  indicated,  it 
may  be  necessary  to  make  some  alteration 
in  it.    The  effect  of  the  clause  as  it 


stands  is  to  deprive  the  Irish  Legislature 
of  all  authority  on  the  Laud  Question  for 
three  years. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Does  not 
Clause  35  deal  only  with  temporary 
reiEitrictions,  and  when  they  wre  removed 
will  not  the  Irish  Parliament  have 
absolute  authority  ? 

•Sir  C,  RUSSELL  said,  that 
he  could  not  make  his  point  any 
clearer.  The  present  clause  was  taken, 
as  the  noble  Lord  quite  correctly  stated, 
from  the  Amwican  States  Constitution. 
The  first  obserration  be  would  make  on 
the  Amendment  was  that  it  would  be 
found  in  every  text  writer  that  such  a 
clause  was  a  grievous  impediment  in  the 
way  of  admittedly  useful  legislation-  A 
great  deal  of  litigation  which  had  arisen 
had  been  in  relation  to  contracts,  said  to 
be  evidenced  by  grants  from  the  State — 
Charters  to  Corporations  and  the  like. 
He  had  given  his  reason  why  he  wa,s  not 
considering  that  portion  of  the  clause 
dealing  with  the  relations  of  landlord  and 
tenant.  The  Resolution,  if  earned  as 
amended,  would  render  it  impossible 
for  the  Legislative  Body  to  do  any- 
thing which  would  in  any  way  impair 
the  obligation  of  contract,  except  on  an 
Address  by  the  two  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment. What  was  the  meaning  of  that  ? 
Why  the  Irish  Legislative  Body  would 
be  excluded  from  legislation  extending 
over  a  large  area  of  subjects  which  had 
been  found  most  useful  and  necessary  in 
this  country.  Some  illustrations  had 
been  given  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Haddington,  which  undoubtedly  had 
some  bearing  on  the  earlier  Amendment, 
but  which  had  a  more  direct  hearing  on 
the  particular  subject  now  before  the 
Committee.  Btit  there  were  other  illns- 
tratioDB.  There  was  an  English  Act  taking 
away  from  the  landlord  of  property  a 
right  of  re-entry  upon  breach  of  a  stipnhi- 
tiou  ;  if  the  nature  of  the  breach  was 
such  that  it  could  be  remedied  by  the 
payment  of  damages.  That  provision 
was  applicable  to  leases  made  either 
before  or  after  the  passing  of  the  Act, 
and  should  have  effect  D0twithstand> 
ing  any  stipulation  to  the  contnuy. 
In  other  words,  Parliament  had  recog- 
nised that  there  was  a  case  in  which, 
but  for  legislation  which  directly  im- 
paired the  obligation  of  contract,  injustice 
would  be  done,  and  it  sanctioned  that 
impairing  of  the  obligation  of  contract. 
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The  next  illustration  was  to  be  foiiod  in 
the  Settled  Land  Act  affecting  the 
common  case  of  quit  rent  or  rent  charge 
issoing  out  of  the  land.  A  man  might 
invest  his  money  in  that  particular  way  ; 
but  though  a  bargain  might  bare  been 
made  whereby  a  fixed  quit  rent  was  to 
be  secured  for  ever,  the  Legislature 
stepped  in  and  said  the  landowner  might 
claim  the  right  of  discharging  that  quit 
rent  altogether.  Then,  under  tlie  Act 
of  1882,  which  was  passed  when  Lord 
Selborne  was  Lord  Chancellor,  in  the 
case  of  settlement  contract:^  with  a  re- 
mainder to  others,  it  was  laid  down  that, 
even  where  such  settlement  was  em- 
bodied in  au  Act  of  Parliameut,  it  was 
for  the  general  goul  that  there  should  be 
power  in  the  tenant  for  life  to  sell  the 
whole  estate,  instead  of  the  remainder- 
man getting  what  he  was  entitled  to 
under  his  contract.  The  remainder-man 
got  the  purchase  money  represented  by 
his  interest  iu  the  estate.  That  pro- 
vision, again,  operated  retrospectively. 
Although  these  illustratious  did  not 
upset  the  general  proposition  that  a  con- 
tract was  not  a  thing  to  be  lightly  inter- 
fered with,  they  showed  that  the  matter 
was  not  one  which  ought  to  be  taken 
out  of  a  Legislature  passing  laws  in  the 
interest  in  the  community.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Carnarvon  said  he  did  not 
wish  to  make  interference  with  contracts 
impossible — that  all  he  wanted  to  do  was 
to  substitute  an  easy  method — and  he 
(Sir  C.  Kussell)  was  amazed  at  the 
language  the  hon.  Member  used — which 
would  leave  to  the  Irish  Legislative 
Body  the  initiation  of  legislation  of  this 
nature,  though  the  concurrence  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and,  what  was  still 
more  difficult  to  obtain,  tlie  concurrence 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  would  have  to 
be  obtained.  The  hon.  Member  was 
much  more  sanguine  than  he  (Sir  C. 
Bussell)  would  be.  In  his  opinion,  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  would  be 
an  aggravation  of  the  difficulty  and  not 
a  mitigafion  of  it.  These  were  the 
reasons  why  the  Government  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment  as  originally  pro- 
posed,  or  as  it  was  proposed  to  amend  it. 

Mr.  UATHBONE  said,  he  moved  his 
Amendment  as  a  matter  of  expediency, 
because  he  considered  that,  for  a  time  at 
least,  and  especially  if  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture were  to  deal  with  land  in  Ireland,  it 
would  diminish  immediate  difficulty  in 


this  Parliament  if  the  Irish  measures  had 
to  be  passed  by  it  as  Provisional  Orders 
were  now  passed  through  both  Houses. 
•Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
W.)  said,  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire  had 
narrowed  the  argument  so  successfully 
that  he  had  .succeeded  in  getting  rid  of 
every  notion  or  idea  that  they  were  dis- 
cussing a  great  Constitutional  issue,  and 
had  reduced  them  to  a  level  of  a  purely 
technical  legal  discussion.  The  Attorney 
General,  who  they  had  hoped  would 
have  raised  the  level  of  the  discussion, 
was,  he  regretted  to  say,  a  good  deal  dis- 
appointing. That  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber and  others  who  had  taken  the  Cro- 
vernment  view  of  the  present  Amendment 
had  asked  what  were  the  grounds  on 
which  those  of  them  who  spoke  on  behalf 
of  the  Irish  Unionists  based  their  demands? 
There  were  many  of  those  grounds ; 
but  he  would  begin  them  by  quoting 
from  an  authority  who  had  been  appealed 
to  already,  not  once  or  twice,  but  many 
times,  by  the  Attorney  General  and  his 
Colleagues.  The  Unionists  believed  it 
was  desirable  that  there  shotild  be  some 
provision  in  the  Bill  to  prevent  the  im- 
pairing of  the  obligation  of  contracts 
for  precisely  the  same  reason  which 
operated  on  the  mind  of  that  distinguished 
pei-son,  the  practical  constructor  of  the 
American  Constitution.  Mr.  Hamilton, 
said — 

"  Ej-  potit  facto  laws  and  laws  impairing  the 
obligation  of  contracts  are  contrary  to  the  just 
priDciplcii  of  the  social  compact,  and  to  every 
principle  of  sound  Ic^slatiun." 

It  might  be  said  that  (here  was  no 
necessity  to  guard  against  things  that 
were  so  improbable  that  there  was  no 
danger  of  their  being  done  ;  but  that  was 
not  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Hamilton  when  he 
wrote  in  the  Federalist  as  to  the 
necessity  for  this  Article  in  tlie  American 
Constitution.   He  wrote —  , 

"Our  own  experience  has  taught  us  that  aildi- 
tional  fences  asainst  those  dangers  ought  not 
to  be  omitted." 

The  Attorney  General  had  shown  no 
reason  whatever  why  they  should  take  a 
different  view  to  that  adopted  by  the 
framers  of  the  American  Constitution, 
and  he  had  entirely  failed  to  meet  the 
contention  of  those  who  said  there  wcro 
a  thousaud  reasons  of  the  strongest  kind 
why  they  should  be  anxious  to  give  shape 
in  the  Bill  to  the  proposals  J^JLMere 
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thought  adequate  by  the  framers  of  that 
Coustitution.  One  of  the  inevitable 
results  of  the  recent  absence  of  the 
Attorney  General  from  this  country  was 
that  he  had  not  had  the  advantage  of 
hearing  the  Debates  which  had  taken 
place  during  the  early  part  of  these  dis- 
cussions. He  was  certain  that  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Geutlemau  had  beeu  present 
be  would  have  beeu  anxious  not  to  add 
one  drop  to  tbe  ocean  of  cant,  the  cataract 
of  sentimentality  with  which  they  had 
been  overwhelmed  since  the  Session 
began.  He  hoped  they  would  bear  no 
more  of  the  saintly  character  of  tbe  pro- 
posed Irish  Legislature. 

*SiR  C.  BUSSELL  :  I  did  not  use 
that  word. 

•Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTEB  said,  the 
hoti.  and  learned  Member  had  not  used 
those  words  ;  but  he  had  eudowetl  the 
Irish  Council  with  attributes  which  could 
only  adorn  a  Parliament  of  Saints.  He 
(Mr.  Arnold-Forster)  and  other  Unionist 
Members  from  Ireland  did  not  in  tbe 
least  value  tlwse  protestations  of  confi- 
dence in  tbe  future  Irish  Legislature. 
No  one  who  bad  seen  the  men  who  were 
to  be  the  leaders  and  promoters  of  that 
Legislature  at  work,  and  who  had 
followed  the  work  they  had  done,  could 
value  a  snap  of  the  finger  these  ever- 
lasting appeals  as  to  the  virtues  of  a 
future  Irish  Legislature.  The  Attorney 
General  might  just  as  well  drop  that 
class  of  argument  for  any  good  it  was 
likely  to  do.  [Cn'e*  of  "  Question  !  "] 
The  Government  took  tbe  view  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  were 
likely  to  be  not  only  an  efficient  but 
extraordinarily  moral  and  wise  body  of 
men.  Well,  he  (Mr.  Arnold-Forster) 
took  an  exactly  contrary  view.  He  did 
not  know  on  what  groimd  the  Govern- 
ment and  their  supporters  based  their 
views.  He  knew  the  ground  on  which 
he  and  his  friends  based  theirs.  They 
said  that  hon.  Members  opposite  would 
do  in  the  future  precisely  what  they  had 
doue  in  the  past,  and  what  they  had  told 
tbem  they  would  do,  and  he  bad  found 
himself  utterly  unable  to  take  tbe  stand 
indicated  by  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
Attorney  General,  and  say,  "  These  men 
have  lied,  and  lied,  and  lied."  \_Criesof 
*'  Order  I  "  and  inlerruption.^ 

•TuE  CHAIRMAN  :  I  would  call  the 
attention  of  tbe  hon.  Member  to  tbe  fact 
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that  be  is  not  speaking  to  tbe  Amend* 

meut. 

•Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTEB :  I  readily 
recognise  your  ruUng,  Sir,  but  my  object 

was  to  point  out  [Crie*  o/"  "Order!" 

and  '*  Withdraw  !  "]  I  have  nothiug  to 
withdraw.  [CWe*  o/ "  Order  1"]  Well, 
I  will  put  it  in  this  way  :  You  cannot 
at  present  pc>rsuade  me  that  all  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  have  said  is  untrue. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Aigyll)  :  I 
rise  to  Order.  Is  it  in  Order  for  an  hon. 
Gentleman  to  charge  against  a  large 
number  of  Members  in  this  Honse  that 
they  have  "  lied,  and  lied,  and  lied  '*  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  reason  I 
rose  was  because  what  the  hon.  Member 
was  saying  was  altogether  apart  from 
the  Amendment.  I  really  must  ask  tbe 
hoD.  Member  to  keep  to  the  point. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  :  Do  I  undei^ 
stand  your  ruling  to  be  that  it  is  com- 
petent to  charge  men  with  having  lied  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  If  the  hon. 
Member  bad  made  that  charge  I  should 
have  called  bim  to  Ordo*.  The  htm. 
Gentleman  who  rose  to  Order  conld  not 
have  heard  what  the  hon.  Member  said. 
•Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  said,  that 
what  he  desired  to  point  out  was  that 
the  appeal  made  by  the  Attorney  Geoeral, 
and  those  who  took  his  view,  was  that 
they  could  safely  dispense  with  these 
safeguards,  because  they  bad  no  reason 
to  anticipate  that  acti*  would  be  done  bj 
tbe  Irish  Legislature  which  would  oome 
in  conflict  with  tbe  principles  of  equity 
and  justice.  If  that  argument  were  a 
sound  one,  then  the  reply  of  tbe  AtUxmej 
General  was  to  tbe  point  and  practicoL 
But  his  belief  was  that  tliere  were  no 
reason  whatever  to  agree  with  these 
anticipations,  and  as  there  were  no 
safeguards  in  the  Bill,  it  was 
the  duty  of  tbe  Committee  to  proTide 
them.  There  was  a  very  serious  danger 
that  the  Irish  Legislature  would,  on  a 
very  early  day  in  its  career,  take  stops 
to  do  away  with  tbe  obligations  of  con- 
tract ;  and  in  saying  that,  he  relied  on 
tbe  statements  which  bad  ^queutly  been 
made  by  Nationalist  Members  aa  to  what 
they  proposed  to  do  when  they  bad  the 
government  of  Ireland  in  their  hands.  If 
those  promises  were  attempted  to  be 
carried  out,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  this 
Imperial  Parliament  instantly  to  pat  its 
powers  into  force  to  restrain  them.  It 
should  be  remembered  that  the  Nationalist 
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Members  regarded  aad  judged  certaiu 
matters  in  relation  to  the  administration 
of  the  Civil  and  Criminal  Law,  and 
«apecialljr  the  law  relating  to  contracts, 
from  a  point  of  view  entirely  different 
from  the  point  of  view  from  which  they 
were  regarded  and  judged  by  the  English 
people.  They  had  told  the  Irish  people 
over  and  over  again  that  the  obligation 
of  contract,  as  English  people  nnderstood 
it,  was  not  binding,  and  that  at  the  very 
first  moment  they  got  the  opportunity 
they  would  release  the  Irish  people  from 
the  obligations  they  had  contracted.  In 
fact,  at  the  present  moment  Nationalist 
Members  were  continuing  that  course  of 
procedure,  for  they  were  attempting  to 
defy  the  existing  law  with  regard  to  con- 
tracts, and  to  persuade  the  people  of 
Ireland  that  not  only  was  it  tbeir  duty 
to  ignore  the  obligations  of  contract,  but 
that  they  would  be  held  harmless  if  they 
disregarded  these  obligations.  They  had 
all  heard  of  "Pandeen  O'Rafferty's 
Catechism  "  and  the  "  Ko-Rent "  Mani- 
festo. Those  documents  were  aimed 
deliberately  at  existing  contracts.  The 
statements  of  hon.  Grentlemen  opposite 
with  regard  to  contracts  were  not  merely 
the  accidents  of  the  day,  but  were  de- 
liberately-conceived views  to  which  they 
thought  it  their  duty,  as  Representatives 
of  the  Irish  people  .as  they  called 
themselves,  to  give  expression.  The 
opinion  widely  prevailed  in  Ireland — 
and  it  was  an  opinion  which  had  been 
fostered  by  lion.  Geotlemen  opposite — that 
there  was  an  equitable  claim,  which  was 
enf  orcable  as  a  legal  claim,  on  the  part  of 
persons  who,  by  statutory  enactment  and 
the  process  of  the  Courts,  Jiad  been  put 
out  of  their  farms,  to  come  back.  There 
were  a  large  number  of  members 
of  the  League  who  had  shown  au 
animus  revertendi,  coupled,  he  was 
afraid,  with  a  mixture  of  animus Jurandi. 
During  the  present  year,  in  the 
County  of  Limerick,  a  man  bought  a 
property,  and  had  been  in  full  enjoyment 
of  it  for  four  yeiu«,  when  one  of  those 
men  who  had  ahovu  theanimusrevertetidi 
and  the  animus  Jurandi  returned  from 
America,  said  the  property  was  his,  and 
claimed  it.  What  happened  ?  A  meet- 
ing, which  was  advertised  in  the  local 
papers,  was  held  in  the  locality  by  the 
followers  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
and  the  man  was  told  that  he  would 
either  have  to  give  up  the  property  or  to 


pay  a  fine  of  £200  to  this  self -constituted 
tr  i  bnnal  in  order  to  purge  the  offence  of  pay  • 
ing  for  and  occupying  his  own  property. 
If  that  were  a  just  and  honourable  and 
straightforward  transaction  in  the  eyes 
of  Nationalist  Members  at  the  beginning 
of  this  year,  what  evidence  was  there 
that  it  would  not  be  equally  just  and 
honourable  and  straightforward  two 
years  hence  ?  They  had  been  told  that 
this  "  angelic  Parliament"  Avould  never 
endeavour  to  go  an  inch  beyoud  the  law. 
He  would  give  the  Committee  au  instance 
which  occurred  not  eight  or  nine  years 
ago,  but  within  the  past  qix  months,  of 
the  kind  of  judicial  tribunal  which  was 
held  throughout  the  country  by  the  sup- 
porters of  bon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
and  who,  indeed,  in  holding  these 
tribunals,  were  carrying  out  step  by  step 
and  line  by  line  the  teachings  they  had 
received  from  these  hon.  Members. 
This  tribunal  was  held  for  the  trial  of 
one  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects,  and  the 
offence  with  which  he  was  charged  was 
that  under  the  protection  of  the  law  he 
had  effected  a  contract — in  other  words, 
that  he  had  bought  a  prepay  and  had 
occupied  it.  The  man  was  told  that  be 
must  render  up  the  property  or  pay  a 
fine.  The  transaction  was  thus  referred  to 
in  Court  by  the  County  Court  Judge  of 
the  district — 

"  The  evidence  in  the  case  disclosed  a  very 
startling  state  of  affairs  which  he  could  not 
have  imagined  existed  so  far  North — wors* 
could  not  be  heard  of  in  Clare.  If  it  was  true 
as  disclosed  on  oath  by  wftndtaea  that  this  gang 
of  scoundrels," 

— by  which  the  learned  Judge  meant  the 

local  National  League  

Mr.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin,  Har- 
bour) :  Might  I  ask  the  hon.  Member  if 
there  is  any  mention  of  the  National 
League  in  that  Report  ? 

*Mk.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  :  Tea, 
there  is  ;  not  the  National  League,  but 

an  identical  body — the  Land  League  

Mr.  HARRINGTON :  There  U  no 
Land  League  now. 

•Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  said,  the 
present  Body  was  a  case  of  Apostolic 
succession.  But  he  might  be  allowed  to 
finish  his  quotation.  The  County 
Court  Judge  said — 

"  If  it  was  true,  as  disclosed  on  oath  by  wit- 
nesses, that  this  gang  of  scoundrels  sat  at  this 
place  and  had  the  audacity  to  fine  the  defen- 
dant in  this  action,  he  assured  them  if  they 
were  broi^tat  before  him  be  would  certainly 
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deal  with  them  with  a  very  strong  hand,  if  it 
lay  in  his  power ;  it  was  an  offence  against  the 
Queen  of  the  highest  desmption.  To  pay  that 
men  will  be  prevente<l  from  diBchargin^  their 
honest  debts,  and  that  it  is  toierate<l  in  a 
civilised  country  is  a  perfect  diegrace  to  the 
Government." 

If  that  were  done  in  the  green  tree  what 
would  be  done  in  the  dry  ?  These 
Courts  were  held  year  after  year  under 
the  sanction  and  by  the  order  of  the 
National  Leagne  ;  and  he  thought  be 
was  entitled  to  quote  the  actions  of  those 
who  will  form  the  Dubliu  Legislative 
Council  of  the  future  as  a  sure  guide  to 
what  would  be  the  course  of  conduct  of 
that  Legislature  in  regard  to  the  obli- 
gations of  contract.  They  had  been 
told  by  the  Attorney  General  that  they 
ought  not  to  insert  in  the  Bill  this  pro- 
vision from  the  American  Constitution, 
because  it  would  prevent  the  Irish 
Legislature  from  passing  Acts  of  In- 
demnity and  a  number  of  other  excel- 
lent Acts.  The  Loyalists  of  Ireland 
were,  however,  prepared  to  take  that 
risk.  The  people  of  the  United  States 
had  struggled  along  for  yeara  with  this 
Magna  Charta  in  force,  and  they  were 
likely  to  strnggle  along  in  the  future  as 
in  the  past.  But  if  it  were  the  fact  that 
the  insertion  of  the  Amendment  in  the 
Bili  would  prevent  useful  legislation,  it 
must  be  apparent  to  the  Attorney 
General,  as  it  was  apparent  to  every 
Mem)>er  of  the  House,  that  there  was  a 
tribunal  before  whom  these  matters 
could  be  brought,  and  before  whom 
tliese  matters  ought  to  be  brought. 
There  were  thousands  of  reasons  why  in 
the  state  of  Ireland  as  it  was,  and  as  it 
would  be  for  years  to  come,  it  would  not 
bo  desirable  to  bring  these  questions 
before  the  Irish  Legislature,  especially 
as  there  was  another  tribunal  before 
whom  they  could  he  brought,  and  by 
which  they  would  be  decided  with  the 
assistance  of  Members  from  Ireland. 
That  tribunal  was  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment. He  had  every  confidence 
.in  the  Imperial  Parliament,  and 
believed  it  would  give  proper  atten- 
tion and  consideration  to  every  matter 
'that  was  brought  under  its  notice. 
He  believed  thai  if  those  measures  ought 
to  pass  they  would  be  passed  by  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  and  he  did  not 
consider  it  a  wise  argument  to  say  that 
these  matters  should  be  excluded  from 
the  cognisance  of  the  Imperial  Parliament 
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merely  because  if  brought  before  the  Im- 
perial Parliament  they  would  receive  scant 
shrift,  and,  after  having  been  considered^ 
would  be  negatived  on  their  merits.  But 
the    Attorney  General   went  further. 
The  right*  boo.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
it  was  supererogatory  to  discuss  any 
matter  referring  to  the  land  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Amendment.    Then  the 
Irish  Unionists  would  want  to  know  the 
position  they  were  in  with  respect  to 
that  question.    He  admitted  there  were 
important  matters  outside  the  laud  that 
were  affected  by  the  obligation  of  con- 
tract.   But  the  Land  Question  wu  of 
overpowering    importance    in  Ireland. 
The  Attorney  General  had  told  them 
for  the  first  time  that  the  question  of  the 
land  was  put  on  a  basis  absolutely  dif- 
ferent to  that  on  which  they  believed  it 
would  be  placed.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  told  the  Committee  that  the 
clause  in  the  Bill  was  not  the  clause 
he  desired  to  put  into  tLe  Act.  Then 
they  had  been  misled,  and  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  parties  to  miBleading* 
thero.    What  they  had  been  justified  in 
believing  up  to  that  moment  was  that 
for  three  years  the  Imperial  Parliament 
was  to  have  control  of  the  laud,  and  as 
to  what  might  happen  after  those  three 
years  the  Bill  was  silent.     The  con- 
clusion which  anyone  of  common  sense, 
whether  lawyer  or  layman,  would  draw 
from  that  was  that  at  the  end  of  those 
three  years  that  provision  would  lapse, 
and  the  treatment  of  the  Land  Qnestion 
would  revert,  simultaneously  witt  the 
falling  in  of  a  laive  numher  of  judicial 
rents,  to  the  Irish  Council. 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL :  My  hon.  Friend 
is  under  a  misapprehension  as  to  what 
I  said.  What  I  did  say,  or  intended  to 
say  (it  was  probably  my  fault),  was  that 
the  question  of  land  did  not  arise  properly 
under  this  Amendment,  because  ;i  wa« 
dealt  with  under  Clause  35,  and  I  said 
that  under  that  clause  the  scheme  was 
that  for  three  years  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment had  nothing  to  do  with  the  land, 
but  I  d'd  not  imply  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  GovOTument  to  mtr> 
duce  any  provision  differing  from  the 
effect  of  the  provision  existing  in  the 
Bill,  while  pointing  out,  as  must  bo 
obvious  to  eveiyone,  that  it  was  perfectly 
open  to  the  Imperial  Parliament  to  io- 
troduce  any  legislation  on  the  subject 
which  it  may  think  righ^^ 
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•Mr.  AHNOLD-FORSTER  said,  he 
was  perfectly  prepared  to  accept  the 
explauatioD  of  the  hoo.  aud  learned 
Gentleman,  but  he  thought  it  would 
be  disappoiuting  to  some  hon.  Members 
now  absent  to  find  that  they  had  been 
misled  in  the  matter.  The  Committee, 
however^  were  entitled  to  know  to  what 
extent  they  were  charged  with  the 
matter,  and  why  tfaey  weie  net  now 
fully  competent  to  legiBlate  on  the 
question  of  contracts  In  this  Bill.  Night 
after  night  they  bad  watched  their 
liberties  being  shred  away  one  by  one. 
There  were  liberties  common  to  all  men  ; 
there  were,  some  which  were  particularly 
essential  to  a  commercial  community. 
The  Government  had  taken  away 
from  the  people  of  Ulster  their 
privileges  of  habeas  corpus  and  of  the 
Petition  of  Right,  and  now  they  were 
taking  away  the  power  to  legislate  on 
contracts — a  matter  in  which  the  com- 
mercial and  agricultnral  classes  in  Ireland 
were  vitally  concerned— and  giving  it  to 
persons  whose  dealings  with  contract 
had  been  condemned  a  hundred  times 
in  that  Houae  by  both  Parties ;  and 
whose  actions  bad  been  denounced  in 
language  of  thunder  by  Members  of  the 
Government,  to  men  who,  as  members  of 
the  Lower  Division  of '  the  Dublin 
Council,  would  act  in  the  future  as 
they  had  acted  in  the  paat. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
said,  he  hardly  thought,  having  regard  to 
-what  had  taken  place  duriug  the  early 
discussions  on  the  Bill,  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  had  any  sufficient  explanation 
from  the  Attorney  General,  who  was  the 
only  Member  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
-who  bad  addressed  the  Committee  on 
this  subject.  On  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill  the  Chief  Secretary  was  asked 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bodmin  why  the  Government  had 
left  out  this  important  provision  of  the 
American  Constitution,  and  the  Chief 
Secretary  said  that  it  was  a  matter  of 
extreme  importance,  and  that  the 
Government  before  going  into  Committee 
would  consider  whether  they  would  not 
accept  it  as  being  a  perfectly  fair 
Amendment.  The  Chief  Secretary  gave 
two  reasons  for  not  introducing  it  into 
the  Bill — first,  because  it  failed  to  baffle 
some  kinds  of  legislation  which  was 
objectionable  ;  and,  secondly,  because  it 
checked  other  kinds  of  legislation  which 
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were  unobjectionable.  These  were 
objections  that  did  not  go  to  the  principle 
of  the  Amendment.  They  might  be  met 
by  so  amending  the  Amendment  that  it 
would  really  baffle  objectionable  legisla- 
tion, and  remove  the  check  to  legislation 
that  was  unobjectionable.  ^Ie  wished  to 
know  had  the  Government  since  the 
Second  Reading  given  any  consideration 
to  the  matter  at  all  P 

Mil.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  given  the 
reasons  why  we  left  out  the  American 
provision  with  regard  to  contracts,  aud  I 
statetl  that  the  experience  of  t  lie  operation 
of  the  provision  lu  the  United  States 
was  that  it  did  not  prevent  t^ome  kinds  of 
objectionable  legislation,  while  it  impeded 
some  kinds  of  legislation  that  was 
unobjectionable. 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment could  be  so  altered  that  it  would, 
baffle  objectionable  legislation  and 
i-emove  the  check  to  legislation  of  an 
xmobjectionable  character. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  point  is  that 
this  particular  provision  is  inoperative  for 
its  object. 

Mr.  CARSON  asked,  was  there  any 
special  objection  to  it  ?  On  the  Second 
Reading  the  Chief  Secretary  had  said  in 
reply  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bodmin — 

"  There  is  no  special  objection  to  the  importa- 
tion of  these  restrictions  if  it  is  thought  de- 
sirable when  the  Committee  stage  comes  on,  and 
if  my  right  hon.  Frieiid  will  arj^o  hia  case  he 
will  be  listened  to  b;  the  Qovernment  with 
perfect  consideration." 

It  now  appeared  that  this  "  perfect  con- 
sideration "  meant  that  before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  argued  the  matter 
the  Attorney  General  got  up  and  naid 
that  the  Government  were  determined  to 
accept  this  Amendment.  They  knew  the 
explanation  of  that  change  of  front.  The 
Government  at  the  time  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  the  declaration  that  the 
subject  would  meet  with  their  careful 
consideration  little  knew  the  taskmasters 
they  were  serving.  Amendments  which, 
in  the  opinion  of  hon.  Members  behind 
them,  were  unobjectionable  and  in  the 
interest  of  the  loyal  minority  ought  to  be 
accepted  the  Government  were  not 
allowed  to  accept.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  that  this  provision  had  been 
inoperative  iu  America. 
Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Inoperative  for 
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Mr.  CABSON  said,  of  course  he  aud 
the  right  hou.  Gentlemaa  might  differ  as 
to  what  was  good  lu  reference  to  the 
ohiigatious  of  contract.    For  instance, 
the  right  hoo.  Gentleman  might  think 
that  the  brcacli  of  contracts  in  relation 
to  land  was  perfectly  praiseworthy,  while 
he  thought  that  contracts  in  regard  to 
laud  stood  like  all  contracts,  and  ought 
to  be  enforced.    But,  to  go  outside  the 
question  of  land,  it  bad  also  been  tietd 
that  this  provision  would  prevent  Acts 
which  would  affect  the  validity  of  con- 
tract.   Was  a  subordinate  Parliament  to 
he  allowed  to  pass  Acts  which  would 
affect  the  validity  of  a  contract,  the  con- 
struction of  a  contract,  the  duration  of  a 
contract,  the  discharge  of  a  contract,  the 
evidence  of  a  contract,  and,  above  all,  to 
abrogate  the  substantive  remedy  for  a 
breach  of   contract  ?     Was   the  Irish 
Legislature  to  have  the  power  to  take 
away  what   was   practically  the  only 
substantive  remedy  for  contI^iCts  in  rela- 
tion to  land — namely,  ejectment  for  non- 
payment of  rent  ?    These  were  matters 
which  had  been  brought  before  t^e 
American-  Courts,  and  in  every  one 
of   them    it   had    been   found  that 
the  provision  was  operative  for  good. 
He  wanted  to  know  whether  the  subor- 
dinate Parliament  was  to   have  these 
powers   in   relation    to   coutructs — the 
power  really  of  putting  an  end  to  con- 
tracts altogether — and,  if  so,  why  ?  The 
Attorney  General  said  he  would  not 
argue  the  question  of  land.    He  said 
that  before  the  laud  devolved  upon  the 
Irish  Legislature  the  Imperial  Parliament 
would  fix  the  powers  and  conditions  of 
delegation.   If  so,  he  admitted  that  that 
was  an  important  coucession ;  but  thej 
wanted  to  know,  before  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature got  the  whole  control  over  con- 
tracts, what  were  the  powers  and  con- 
ditions of  delegation  which  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  bring  into  the  Bill  in 
a  subsequent  clause,  according  to  the 
promise  of  the  Attorney  General? 

Sir  C.  BUSSELL  :  I  did  not  promise 
that  the  GDvernment  would  bring  in 
any ;  I  referred  to  the  power  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  to  deal  with  the 
question. 

Mr.  CARSON  asked  if  they  were  to 
understand  that  the  Attorney  General 
meant   that    the    Imperial  Parliament 


*SiR  C.  RUSSELL:  I  said  that 
Clause  35,  together  with  Chiuse  1,  does 
fix  certain  terms  which,  of  course,  it  ia 
in  the  power  of  the  Imperial  Parliament 
to  alter  if  they  desire  to  do  so,  but  I 
did  not  pledge  the  Government  toanj 
intention  to  alter  them. 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  he  only  wanted 
to  know  whether  or  not,  according  to 
the  Attorney  General,  the  Imperial  Pit- 
liament  was  going  to  fix  the  powers  and 
conditions  of  delegation?  He  hoped  tboe 
would  be  some  more  light  thrown  upon 
the  question.    One  of   the   very  best 
effects  of  the  Amendment  would  be  that 
it  would  not,  if  carried,  allow  the  Irish 
Parliament  in  anywise  to  deal  with  n 
infringe  upon  rights  that  had  been  con- 
ferred by  Royal  Charter.    By  the  Bill 
as  it  stood  the  Irish  Legislature  would 
have  the  power  to  exercise  rights  which 
this  Imperial  Parliament  itself  had  ncTer 
exercised.    As  to  the  argument  that  the 
Amendment  would  prevent  certain  bene- 
ficial legislation,  he  admitted  that  tiie 
Settled  Lands  Act  was  a  strong  inter- 
ference with  private  property  ;,  but  hia 
argument  was  not  that  these  things 
might  not  be  done,  but  that  they  ought 
not  to  be  done  by  a  subordinate  Pariia- 
meut  in  which  the  overwhelming  interest 
would  be  the  agrariau  interest.  Wis 
the  Irish  Parliament  to  have  the  power, 
as  regarded  the  evicted  tenants,  to  con- 
fiscate the  rights  of  those  who  had 
already  acquired   interests   under  thia 
Parliament   in   evicted    farms  ?  The 
question  in  relation  to  the  evicted  Irish 
tenants  had  given  rise  to  considerable 
discussion,  acKl  the  Irish  Members  had 
shown  that  in  regard  to  it  th^  vera 
at  considerable  variance  with  the  rest  U 
the  Members  of  the  Imperial  Parliament 
He  admitted  that  those  tenants  had  ben 
very  badly  treated,  because  bon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  had  held  out  promises  to 
them  which  had  never  been  fulfilled  (or 
the  purpose  of  making  political  capital. 
[  Cries  of  «  Question  I  "  and  "  Order  I 
He  alluded  especially  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works.  IRenewed  cries  of  "  Order ! " 
and  "  Question  I  "] 
•Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  :  I  rise 
to  Order,  Sir,     It  is  utterly  unpossible 
to  hear  a  word  of  what  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  is  saying  in  consequence 


would  fix  the  powers  and  conditions  of  of  the  persistent  interruption  of  bon. 
delegation  ?  Members  below  the  Gangway. 
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Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  K) :  I  rise 
to  Order,  Sir.  I  wish  to  know  whether 
the  hoD.  and  learued  Gentleman  is  in 
Order  in  referring  to  the  evioted  tenants  i* 

The  chairman  :  I  hope  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  will  keep  to  the 
Question. 

Mr.  CARSON  satd>  he  would  confine 
himself  atrictlj  to  the  Question.  Ho 
was  arguing  as  to  the  probability  of 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway, 
when  tbey  got  power,  interfering  with 
contracts  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
and  he  asserted  that  it  was  entirely  ger- 
mane to  show  that  not  only  had  they 
themselves  already  so  interfered  by  their 
conduct,  but  that  they  had  been  actually 
supported  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  in  inducing 
tenants  to  break  their  contracts.  He 
wished  to  know  wbAtber  the  Committee 
would  with  their  eyes  open  allow  the 
sabordinate  Parliament  to  interfere  with 
contracts,  and  so  make  good  the  promises 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
had  made  ?  What  was  to  become  of  the 
mifortunate  men  who,  in  defiance  of  the 
Land  League,  had  gone  back  to  their 
farms  carrying  their  lives  in  their  hands  ? 
Did  the  Committee  intend  to  give  iion. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  the  power 
to  turn  those  men  out  of  their  holdings 
and  thus  to  bring  the  law  into  contempt  ? 

He  had  hoped  [iowrf  criet  of"  Oh  I " 

and  interruption  from  hon.  Member* 
below  the  Ganffwaff."]  He  wished  that 
boQ.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
would  not  take  so  much  trouble  to  pro- 
long the  Debate.  He  hoped  that  the 
hon.  Members  opiwsite,  who  he  had  no 
doubt  were  quite  as  anxious  that  existing 
contracts  between  Irish  tenants  and  their 
landlords  should  be  carried  out  as  hon. 
Members  on  the  Opposition  siije  of  the 
House  were,  would  look  upon  things  not 
as  they  were  in  this  country,  but  would 
take  warning  by  what  had  taken  place 
in  Ireland  in  the  past,  and  have  regard 
to  the  past  history  of  the  Irish  National- 
ist Party.  rCries  of  «  Oh  !  "  and 
"Order  !"] 

Mr.  Sexton  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  more,  **  That  the  Question  be 
now  put ;  "  but  the  Chairman  withheld 
his  ament,  and  declined  then  to  put  that 
QuMtion. 
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Debate  resumed. 


Mr.  VICARY  GIBBS  (Herts,  St. 
Albans)  said,  that  the  Attorney  General 
had  stated  that  if  Clause  35  was  not 
adequate  to  deal  with  the  question,  words 
should  be  added.  If  the  Government 
did  not  intend  to  add  such  words,  what 
did  the  statement  of  the  Attorney 
General  mean  ?  He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  spoken  unadvisedly,  and 
that  he  had  since  consulted  with  his 
Colleagues,  and  had  been  told  to  get  out 
of  the  position  as  quickly  aa  he  could. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  There  is 
one  corner  of  the  House  from  which 
frequent  interruptions  proceed,  not 
at  one  period  but  at  all  periods.  We 
have  again  and  again  appealed  to  hon. 
Members  opposite  to  take  part  in  the 
Debate.  We  are  in  possession  of  their 
views  upon  the  whole  Irish  Question  up 
to  the  introduction  of  this  Bill,  and  we 
hare  had  occasion  from  time  to  time  to 
qaote  their  opinions,  but  we  ask  them 

 [Jnierruption  by  Iritk  Member* 

below  the  Gangway.'] 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  I 
rise  to  Order,  Sir.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth  is  continually  inter- 
rupting. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  that  he  hoped 
hon.  Members  would  not  interrupt  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Itwasextr^ely 
difficult  to  hear  the  Debate  if  the  speakers 
were  interrupted.  He  hoped  that  hon. 
Members  would  assist  the  Chair  in  this 
matter  by  preserring  Order. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  was 
saying.  Sir,  that  we  should  be  glad  if 
hon.  Members  opposite  would  favour  us 
with  their  riews.  We  hare  not  asked 
them  for  their  riews  as  expressed  pre- 
viously to  the  introduction  of  this  Bill, 
but  we  want  to  know  what  modification 
has  been  made  in  those  views  by  the 
introduction  of  this  Bill.  But  up  to  the 
present  time  we  have  failed  to  secure  the 
slightest  return  to  our  invitation.  To- 
night, however,  the  silence  is  broken. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry  has 
made  a  speech,  and  nobody,  I  am  sure, 
will  complain  of  the  speech  which  he  has 
just  delivered,  for  all  it  contained  was 
the  Motion  that  the  Question  should  be 
put.  What  is  the  question  with  regard 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  desires  to 
stop  a  discussion  which  has  lasted  only 
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an  hour  and  a  half  ?  It  is  a  question 
that  not  onlj  affects  all  contracts  in 
Ireland,  but  especiaHy  those  contracts 
which  relate  to  laud  in  that  country,  and 
it  is,  therefore,  one  that  is  certainly  worthy 
of  the  careful  conaideration  of  this  Com- 
mittee. I  have  not  to  go  far  for  my 
authority  on  tbis  point.  Lord  Speucer 
on  this  subject  said — 

"Everylxxly  knows  there  have  been  niany 
feuds  in  Ireland  and  animosities  which  cannot 
be  ex|iected  to  die  at  once.  Foremost  is  the 
Land  Qnestion  ;  the  whole  force  of  Irish  agita- 
tion at  one  time  was  i^iost  the  Irish  landlords. 
I  do  not  for  a  moment  think  it  would  be  just 
and  honest  in  a  British  Parliament  to  leave 
nnprotected  and  uncared  for  the  landlords  of 
Irelnnd.  We  have  at  different  timee  curtailed 
their  rights  by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  it  would 
be  a  mean  and  treacherous  thing  if  we  did  not 
defend  what  we  consider  their  just  interests." 

Are  flie  Committee,  at  the  instigation  of 
the  hou.  Member  for  North  Kerry  (Mr. 
Sextou),  one  of  the  parties  to  this  dis- 
pute, going  to  do  the  mean  and  treacher- 
ous thiug  Lord  Spencer  said  they  never 
would  do  ?  The  Committee  are  called 
upon  to  treat  this  Amendment  from  two 
poiuts  of  view — from  the  point  of  view 
of  the  Irish  Land  Question,  to  which  I 
will  return  presently,  and 

Mr.  sexton  :  If  the  right  hou. 
Geiitlemau  considers  I  am  mean  and 
treacherous,  I  tell  him  to  his  face  it  is 
not  true. 

Mh.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  really 
do  not  see  the  relevancy  of  that  inter- 
ruption. Lord  Spencer,  from  whom  I  was 
quotmg,  said  that  it  would  be  a  mean 
and  treacherous  thing  for  the  British 
Parliament  to  leave  the  interests  of  Irish 
landlords  uncared  for.  I  quoted  Lord 
Spencer  in  support  of  the  coDtention  that 
this  question  aflfecting  the  interests  of  the 
Irish  landlords  is  worthy  of  serious  con- 
sideration, and  wo  are  not  going  to  be 
shut  out  from  its  serious  consideration 
by  Motions  for  Closure,  or  by  the  rude 
interruptions  of  hon.  Members  opposite. 
I  was  going  to  call  attentiou  chiefly  to 
the  Land  Question.  Before  I  do  so  there 
are  two  points  upon  which  I  would  say 
a  word.  When  the  Amendment  was 
moved  how  was  it  met  ?  The  Attorney 
Greneral  got  up  and  said,  in  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carnarvonshire  (Mr. 
Rathbone),  who  also  urged  the 
acceptance  of  the  Amendment  with  the 
addition  of  his  Proviso,  that  if  the  Go- 
vernment were  to  accept  it  he  was  afraid 
it  would  not  conciliate  the  opponents  of 

Mr.  J.  Chutnberlain 


the  Grovemmrat.  In  what  sense  woold 
it  not  do  80  ?  Is  it  pretended  by  the  Go> 
vernment,  and  claimed  for  the  first  time 
by  the  present,  of  all  Govemmeuts,  th»t 
no  Amendment  is  to  be  consida«d 
favourably  by  them  unless  accompanied 
by  the  assurance  on  behalf  of  the  Oppo- 
sition that  they  will  be  conclUstal 
throughout  the  whole. course  of  the  Bill  ? 
It  is  a  perfectly  absurd  contentioD.  I 
would  ask  the  Attorney  General  whether, 
when  he  spoke  of  not  conciliating  tbe 
Opposition,  he  included  hou.  Memlwn 
opposite?  They  are  the  Members  whoiriU 
not  be  conciliated,  and  under  dread  of  whose 
lash  the  Government  sit,  and  refuse  to 
accept  Amendments  the  principle  of 
which  they  thoroughly  approve.  Then 
the  Attorney  General  said  there  were 
certain  contracts  in  land  as  to  which  a 
prohibition  of  this  kind  would  lead  to 
serious  results,  and  that  they  had  led. to 
difficulties  in  the  ^  United  States  of 
America.  The  authorities  the  Attorney 
General  quoted  show  clearly  that  the 
Americans,  on  the  lialance  of  advantage 
aud  disadvantage,  approved  of  this  in 
their  Constitution.  I  think  it  is  acrapted 
as  a  principle  by  the  Government  tliatiu 
all  these  matters,  if  the  balance  is  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment,  the  Govern- 
ment would  accept  it.  American 
experience  and  authority  is  wholly  on  the 
side  of  this  security  afforded  by  this 
Amendment.  Has  any  authority  ever 
suggested  there  should  be  an  amendmoit 
of  the  Constitution  to  remove  this 
restriction  ?  I  now  come  to  what,  aftea- 
all,  is  the  main  question.  [Cries  of 
"  Divide! No;  we  are  not  going  to 
divide.  Am  I  to  be  precluded  by  hon. 
Members  opposite  from  considering  Uie 
arguments  of  those  to  whom  they  pay 
a  qualified  allegiance  ?  No  ;  I  have 
more  respect  for  the  Government  than 
have  Members  opposite,  who  treat  ihem 
as  slaves.  ["  Divide  I  "]  I  will  wait 
the  pleasure  of  hoc.  Members.  Every 
Member  of  the  Government  has  admitted 
that  the  agrarian  difficulty  lies  at  the 
bottom  of  the  Irish  Question,  and 
originated  the  demand  for  Home  Rule. 
Therefore,  when  we  come  to  the  Land 
Question  we  touch  the  crnx  of  the 
situation.  Nevertheless,  the  Attorney 
General  refused  to  say  a  word  about 
the  Land  Question.  Why  ?  Becaase  he 
said  there  were  two  alteruatives  in  the 
Bill — first,  the  Bill  provided  that  the 
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Land  Question  should  not  be  dealt  with 
hj  the  Govemindut  exhaustively  and  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  constitute  a  final 
settlement.  [Cries  of  "Question  I" 
«  Order  I "  and  "Divide  !"]  Mr.  Mellor,  I 
must  appeal  to  you  to  protect  me. 

The  chairman  :  I  appeal  to  hon. 
Members  to  keep  Order.  [_Cries  of 
"Where!"]  Order,  order  I  It  is  im- 
possible to  carry  on  a  discussion  unless 
hon.  Members  assist  the  Chair. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  was 
sayiug,  as  regards  the  first  alternative  of 
the  Government,  the  settlement  to  which 
they  refer  must  of  necessity  be  an  ex- 
haustive settlement,  a  complete  and  final 
settlement,  or  else  it  would  be  no  settle- 
ment at  all,  and  it  is  no  answer  to  our 
contention  to  say  they  were  going  to 
make  a  settlement,  unless  they  had  in 
contemplation  an  exhaustive  and  final 
settlement.  I  put  it  to  the  Committee 
and  to  the  Government,  Does  the  (go- 
vernment intend  to  make  that  exhaustive 
and  final  settlement  of  the  Irish  Land 
Question,  which  has  been  a  question  for 
centuries  ;  and  if  they  do,  what  change 
does  the  supporters  of  the  Government 
think  there  will  be  for  any  part  of  the 
Newcastle  Programme  during  the  next 
three  years? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
rise  to  Order,  Sir.  , 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  Then  I 

come  

Me.  T,  M.  HEALY  :  I  rise  to  Order, 
Sir.  I  wish  to  ask  whether,  in  discussing 
the  question  of  contracts  in  Ireland,  it  is 
in  Order  to  discuss  the  Newcastle  Pro- 
gramme ? 

The  chairman  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  alhided  to  the  Newcastle 
Programme  ;  he  did  not  propose  to  dis- 
cuss it. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddington, 
8.)  :  May  I  ask.  Sir,  wheUier  repeated 
questions,  frivolous  questions,  as  to  ques- 
tions of  Order,  have  not  been  themselves 
mied  by  authorities  in  the  Chair  as 
the  most  disorderly  thing  that  can  be 
■done  ? 

•The  CHAIRMAN  :  Frequent  rising 
to  Order  without  necessity  has  been  bold 
to  be  disorderly. 

Mr.  sexton  :  On  a  question  of 
Order,  I  wish  to  ask  whether,  in  regard 
to  a  question  of  Order  to  which  you  have 

flven  a  reply,  the  noble  Lord,  who  is  a 
istinguished  specialist,  is  entitled  to 


stigmatise  the  question  of  Order  as  dis- 
orderly ? 

The  chairman  :  The  noble  Lord 
appealed  to  me,  and  I  gave  him  an 
answer. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  am 
afraid  these  interruptions  have  a  tendency 
to  prolong  my  speech,  because  in  appeal- 
ing to  the  supporters  of  the  Government 
I  wish  that  my  meaning  should  be  made 
clear,  and  I  have  to  go  back  again  in 
order  that  that  should  be  done.    I  have 
dealt  with  the  first  alternative  of  the 
Governmeut,  and  my   allusion  to  the 
Newcastle  Programme  was  intended  to 
show  that  it  would  be  really  beyond 
their  power   to  deal   finally   and  ex- 
haustively with  the  Irish  Land  -Question 
for  the  next  three  years  without  aban- 
doning the  whole  time  of  Parliament  to 
it.    I,  therefore,  come  to  the  other 
alternative,  which  is  that  there  is  to  be 
no  dealing  exhaustively  with  the  Irish 
Land  Question  for  the  next  three  years, 
and  then,  said  the  Attorney  General,  the 
Government  would  make  conditions  and 
restrictions  such  as  might  be  necessary 
to  protect  the  interests  involveil.  The 
intention  of  the  Government  is  that  at 
the  expiry  of  three  years  these  provisions 
which  the  Committee  are  now  discussing 
and  which  the  Governmeut  will  not  accept, 
or  rather  such  conditions  and  restrictions 
OS  might  be  thought  to  be  necessary 
or  flesirable,  should  be  imposed  on  tbe 
Irish  Legislature.    Therefore,  at  the 
expiry  of  the  three  years  there  will  be 
another  tliscuaaiou   on    what   will  be 
equivalent  to  another  Home  Rule  Bill. 
The  Atloruey  General  has  spoken  as  if 
It  were  a  necessary  consequence  of  the 
Bill  as  it  Hturiils  that  these  conditions 
should  be  imposed.  Where  are  the  condi- 
tions in  tbe  Bill  ?    The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemau  has  referred  to  Clause  35. 
But  Clause  35  is  headed  "Transitory 
provisions,"  and  only  imposes  restrictions 
for  three  years,  so  that  at  the  end 
of  that  time,  unless  the  Government  pro- 
pose a  new  Bill,  the  Irish  Parliament 
will  be  free  to  deal  with  the  question. 
The  Government  have  to-night  admitted 
that  it  would  be  necessary  in  the  interests 
of  the  Irish  landlords  that  some  con- 
ditions for  their  benefit  should  be  in- 
serted.    Then  why  in  heaven's  name 
should  they  not  be  inserted  now  ?  Why 
should  the  Committee  be  told  that  they 
were  to  wait  until  three  years  hence 
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when  they  know  not  what  may  then  be 
occupyiug  the  time  of  Parliament  ?  I 
have  seen  suggestions  from  amateur 
CoDstittttion-nmlEers  that  the  Govern- 
meut  ought  to  divide  their  Bill ;  bati  have 
never  tnlieved  for  a  moment  that  a 
Government,  led  by  the  Prime  Minister 
with  all  his  experience,  would  be  so 
foolish  as  to  try  that  proposal,  which 
would  only  get  them  out  of  one  hole  to 
laud  them  in  a  bog  infinitely  deeper. 
The  Government  are  apparently  prepared 
to  suggest  that  these  provisions  should 
be  discussed  in  a  new  Parliament  three 
years  hence  ;  and  on  the  ground  of  that 
absolutely  illusory  promise  to  discuss 
them  three  years  hence,  when  they  do 
not  know  that  they  will  even  be  in  Office, 
they  ask  tbe  Committee  to  give  up  their 
right  to  discuss  the  question  now. 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not 
wish  to  prolong  this  discussion,  but  I  do 
wish  to  get  an  answer  from  the  Govern- 
ment.   The  Attorney  General  made  an 
interesting  and  powerful  speech,  but  un- 
fortunately in  a  somewhat  empty  House 
about   8    o'clock,  and   there   was  one 
statement  he  made  to  which  I  called 
attention  at  the  time,  and  upon  which  we 
must  have  some  more  explicit  informa- 
tion.  He  siud  the  Amendment  we  are 
now  discussing  referred  to  two  classes  of 
subjects — contracts  relating  to  land  and 
other  contracts  not  relating  to  land,  and 
he  said  he  would  not  deal  with  the  con- 
tracts relating  to  laud,  because  in  Clause 
35  the  whole  subject  of  land  was  deferred 
for  three  years,  and  at  the  end  of  that 
time  this  Parliament  would  determine 
clearly  on  what  principles  laud  would 
henceforth  be  dealt  with  in  Ireland.  I 
asked  the   hon.   and   learned  Attorney 
General  whether  under  Clause  35  there 
was  any  provision  suggestive  that  at  the 
end  of  three  years  it  would  rest  with  this 
Parliament  to  lay  down  the  principle 
within  which,  and  within  which  alone, 
tbe  Irish  Parliament  can  deal  with  the 
land  ;  and  I  asked  whether  it  was  the 
intention   of    the  Govemmeut  so  to 
aroeud  Clause  35  that  it  would  carry  out 
what  we  understood  were  now  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  ?    The  hon. 
and  learned  Grentleman  gave  me  no  dis- 
tinct answer  at  the  time,  and  he  was  not 
obliged  to  answer,  because  my  observa- 
ti6ni  were  by  way  of  interjection  and  in- 
terruption, and  he  was  justified  in  le&viug 
them  to  a  later  stage  ;  but  that  later  stage 
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has  now  arrived,  and  I  would  respect- 
fully ask  whether  the  Government  will 
now  give  the  Committee  a  clear  iutinia- 
tion  of  what  their  intention  is.  Do  they 
think  that  Clause  35  as  it  stands  nov 
will  give  the  Imperial  Parliament  the 
power  and  impose  upon  it  the  duty  of 
prescribing  to  the  Irish  Parliameut  at 
the  end  of  three  years  the  limits  within 
which  that  Parliament  could  alone  deal 
with  the  Laud  Question  ?  If  Clause  35 
will  not  give  tliat  power  and  will  not 
impose  that  duty,  do  the  Government 
mean  to  propose  an  Amendment  to  tbe 
clause  for  the  purpose  of  making  it 
accord  with  the  policy  which  they  have 
avowed  ? 

Mr.  S£XT0N  did  not  say  that  tbe 
considerations  raised  in  the  qoet- 
tions  put  by  the  right  kon.  Gentlono 
were  absolutely  irreleTant ;  but  be  most 
say  that  upon  au  Amendment  raising  the 
question  whether  the  Irish  Parliamenl 
should  be  free  to  legislate  on  t 
question  affecting  contracte  to  raiM 
the  question  of  possible  Amendmeuts 
on  Clause  35  seemed  to  him  to  be  ex- 
travagantly and  unduly  widening  the 
boundary  of  the  Debate.  He  had  heard 
the  Attorney  General  more  than  once 
explain  what  his  meaning  was,  and,  as  he 
understood  it,  the  meaning  of  the  Attor- 
ney General  was  that  during  the  period 
within  which  tbe  Irish  Parliament  wonM 
not  have  the  power  to  legislate  on  the 
Land  Question  the  Imperial  ParliameDt 
would  have  the  power  to  do  so,  and  that 
during  that  period  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment would  also  have  the  power  to 
attach  conditions  to  tbe  right  of  legisla- 
tion on  the  subject.  But  he  also  under- 
stood that  the  Government  did  not  intend 
to  impose  upon  the  Irish  Legislature  any 
other  restrictions  than  the  genemi  re- 
strictions which  ^re  found  in  Clause  4. 

Sin  C.  RUSSELL  :  I  deprecated 
discussion  on  the  Laud  Question 
at  all  on  this  Amendment,  because  I 
hold  that  Clause  35  would  be  the  proper 
occasion  to  discuss  it.  I  said  either  tbe 
Land  Question  would  be  dealt  with 
by  the  Imperial  Parliament,  and  dealt 
with  exhaustively  within  the  three  years, 
or  it  would  not.  Jf  it  were,  though  it 
would  be  a  sanguine  expectation,  we 
might  hope  that  it  would  be  remored 
from  discussion  ;  if  not  it  must  be  dealt 
with  by  the  Irish  Legislative  Body,  etib- 
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jeet  to  such  restrictious  as  the  Imperial 
FarliameDt  thought  right  to  impose. 

Lord  R.CHURCHILL  (Paddington, 
S)  rose  

Mr.  Byles  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  QnestioD  be 
now  put "  ;  but  the  Chairman  withheld 
his  assent,  and  declined  then  to  put  that 
Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  said,  he  did 
not  know  what  motive  could  actuate  an 
hon.  Member  in  endeavouring  to  silence 
them  in  a  debate  ou  a  question  of  this 
character.  He  could  assure  the  House 
that  it  was  not  losing  time,  because 
nothing  could  tend  to  a  greater  consump- 
tion of  time  than  misunderstanding. 
That  was  a  reasonable  proposition.  Wefl, 
now,  neither  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kerry  nor  the  Attorney  General  seemed 
to  have  a  clear  idea  of  what  would  be  the 
effect  of  the  rejection  of  this  Amendmeut. 
On  that  subject  tliey  were  completely  in 
the  dark.  If  they  were  not  certain 
whether  it  would  be  in  their  power  to 
deal  with  the  question  on  Clause  35,  it 
was  quite  impossible  to  say  what  diffi- 
cnlties  might  be  thrown  in  their  way,  or 
on  what  principle  they  were  going  to 
deal  with  the  subject  in  three  years. 
[«  Divide  ! "]  He  hoped  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary would  bear  with  him.  They  could 
not  tell  what  might  happen  in  Ireland 
under  the  operation  of  the  Home  Rule 
Bill.  They  knew  at  the  present  moment 
certain  people  had  certain  rights — 
["Divide, divide  I"] — and  they  would  not 
lay  down  the  most  elementary — [^Loud 
erie»  of  "  Divide  ! "]  He  prayed  that  he 
might  be  heard.  He  never  interrupted 
anyone,  and  why  should  they  interrupt 
him  ? 

An  hon.  Mexbeb  :  Speak  to  the 
Amendment. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  said,  it  would 
be  better  for  them  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion at  once,  and  not  let  it  stand  over 
for  three  years  to  be  dealt  with  then  by 
another  Government  and  another  Par- 
liament. Let  them  lay  down  the  prin- 
ciple ou  which  they  were  going  to  pro- 
ceed. If  they  did  not  do  that  they 
would  not  only  embarrass  themselves 
now,  but  would  lay  up  an  unineuse  quan- 
'  tiQr  of  embarrassments,  and  unnecessary 
embarrassments,  for  those  who  happened 


to  be  there  in  three  years'  time.  [^Inter- 
ruptions.'] Were  they  to  do  their  busi- 
ness in  a  business-like  way  ?  [^Laughter 
and  a  cAeer.]  He  very  seldom  discussed 
the  Bill  in  the  Committee,  and  he  might 
be  allowed  to  speak.  What  he  said  was, 
that  it  was  impossible  for  them  to  come 
to  a  real  decision  if  they  voted  iu  the  ■ 
dark ;  and  he  hoped  the  Government 
would,  by  the  acceptance  of  an  elementiuy 
principle,  relieve  them  from  a  difficulty. 
He  feared,  however,  he  had  not  got  suffi- 
cient influence  to  induce  them  to  do  this, 
and  in  that  case  the  matter  would  have 
to  be  decided  by  the  Committee  itself. 

Question,  "That  those  words  be  in- 
sorted  iu  the  proposed  Amendment, ".put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Question  put, 

"  That  the  words  '  (6)  Impnirii^r  the  obliga- 
tion  of  contractB.  except  with  the  consent  of 
Parliament  testified  by  an  Address  to  Her 
Majesty  from  both  Houses  of  Parliament,'  be 
there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  223  ; 
Noes  260.— (Division  List,  No.  157.) 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  Amend- 
ment standing  iu  the  name  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Rochester  (Vis- 
count Cranborne)  is  out  of  Order  ;  the 
Amendment  next  on  the  Paper  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wands- 
worth (Mr.  Kimher)  is  also  out  of  Order; 
the  next  Amendment,  which  is  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
St.  Stephen's  Green,  Dublin  (Mr.  W. 
.  Kenny),  will  come  properly  under  Clause 
35  ;  the  next  Amendment  after  that 
stands  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  St.  Pancras  (Mr,  T.  H.  Bolton). 
It  is  out  of  Order ;  aud  so  are  the 
Amendments  in  the  names  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Amold- 
Forster),  and  the  hon.  Member  for  London 
(Mr.  Alban  Gihbs). 

Mr.  harry  foster  (Suffolk, 
Lowestoft)  rose  to  ask  a  question.  [CnV« 
o/"  Order  I  "] 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order  !  The 
next  Amendment  that  stands  in  Order 
is  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Guild- 
ford Division  of  Surrey  (Mr.  Brodrick.) 

Mr.  BROBBICE  said,  he  rose  to 
move — ;  :  . 

.  .  Pdga  2,  line  53,  after  "  or,"  add  "  whereby 
anyhighw' kaxatioD  ia  levied  upon  landed  pro 
.perty  ^n  Qpon  other' property  of  eqoal'Value, 
or  wherel^  any  eystem  of  graduated  taxation  is 
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adopted  unless  an  Identical  law  be  sanctioned 
for  the  United  Kii^dom  bj  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament." 

He  said  that  the  explanations  of  the 
Attorney  General  had  been  extremely 
unsatisfactory.  He  was  at  a  disadvan- 
tage in  speaking  upon  this  Amendment, 
as  the  re-modeiled  financial  proposals 
had  not  yet  been  submitted  by  the  Go- 
Ternment.  He,  however,  defied  the  Prime 
Mioister  to  show  that  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment would  be  in  a  position  to  pay  its 
way.  The  object  of  his  Amendment  was 
to  bring  to  a  head  the  circumstauces 
under  which  fresh  taxation  might  be 
levied  in  Ireland.  The  Irish  Government 
would  be  unable  to  deal  with  Excise, 
Customs,  or  Postal  Revenue  ;  and  the 
only  source  of  revenue  they  would  have 
would  be  tlie  Income  Tax,  or  some 
system  of  taxation  which  was  not  yet  in 
force.  Tliey  had  never  had  a  graduated 
system  of  taxation  in  this  country  up  to 
the  present  time. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  was  under- 
stood to  signify  dissent. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Geutleman  would  point  out 
where  he  yv&n  in  error.  No  doubt  there 
was  some  graduation  in  the  House  Pro- 
perty Tax.  The  Irish  Government 
would  need  a  great  deal  of  money,  which- 
ever Party  happened  to  be  in  the  ascend- 
ant. The  idea  of  an  Irishman,  when  he 
met  a  deficit,  was  not  to  reduce  expen- 
diture, but  to  iucrease  his  income. 
He  had  no  faith  in  the  expedient  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  for  reducing 
expenditure.  The  third  point  with  which 
he  would  deal  was  this  :  when  they  came 
to  the  system  of  graduated  taxation  they 
came  to  a  system  which  had  baffled  the 
financiers  of  this  country.  It  was  a  most 
difficult  subject  everyone  w\}uld  agree. 
It  was  a  subject  upon  which  many  experi- 
ments might  be  tried  without  producing 
the  financial  results  desired  ;  and  the  Iri^ 
Legislature  would  not  have  the  ad- 
vantages in  dealing  with  the  matter 
which  were  possessed  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  of  this  country.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  an 
enormous  financial  experience  in  a  class 
of  highly-trained  permanent  officials,  who 
were  accustomed  to  the  preparation  of 
Budgets,  and  could  tell  withiu  certain 
limits  the  operation  and  the  effect  of  an 
increased  tax  on  any  particular  ar^cle 
and  the  effect  of  a  graduated  tax.  But 
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the  Irish  Legislature  would  have  no  ad- 
vantage of  that  kind.  They  would  have 
to  create  their  permanent  officials.  They 
would  have  to  mt^ke  their  own  experience, 
or  import  it  from  this  country  at  cod- 
siderable  cost.  It  must  be  apparent  to 
everybody  that  in  their  earlier  years  if 
they  were  to  embark  in  a  novel  system 
of  taxation,  the  only  direction  in  which 
they  could  do  it  would  be  the  one  hii 
Amendment  dealt  with,  because  in  re- 
gard to  Customs  and' Excise  their  hands 
were  tied.  Those  subjects  were  difficult 
to  discuss  at  the  present  moment,  because 
they  were  now  between  wind  and  waier. 
The  old  Financial  Clauses  were  desd. 
The  Committee  were  to  assist  at  their 
funeral  in  a  few  days,  and  to  assist  also 
at  the  birth  of  a  new  set.  Under  that 
new  set  it  was  possible  that  power  would 
be  given  to  the  Imperial  Parliamrat 
to  r^ulate  and  revise  the  financial 
system  of  Ireland,  and  the  pnqNMtli 
bearing  on  finance  which  might  be  made 
in  that  country.  Clauses  of  that  kind 
would  place  matters  on  a  very  different 
footing,  and  if  the  Prime  Minister  wonld 
inform  him  at  this  moment  that  the  new 
financial  proposals  would  require  the  con- 
currence of  the  House  of  Coounous,  then 
his  position  was  met  and  his  argument 
fell  to  the  ground.  But  if,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  question  were  to  be  left  to  die 
Irish  Government,  then  the  Amendment 
was  necessary  ;  especially  after  the  vacil- 
lating character  of  the  proposals  of  the 
Attorney  General,  who  promised  some- 
thing before  dinner,  and  after  dioner, 
having  consulted  with  his  CoIleagu€3,prBC- 
tically  withdrew  the  concession  he  bad 
made.  He  could  not  but  feel  from  hU 
recollection  of  the  statements  of  the 
Nationalist  Members,  to  the  effect  that 
the  land  of  Ireland  was  certain  to  b« 
made  the  subject  of  unequal  taxation, 
that  some  safeguard  ought  to  be  adopted. 
If  the  Irish  Legislature  gave  equal  Ian 
in  these  matters  it  would  be  at  variaoee 
with  all  the  old  pledges  and  statemeDtit 
of  the  Nationalist  Members  during  the 
last  10  years.  It  was  for  these  reasons 
that  be  thought  it  necessary  to  press  this 
Amendment  on  the  attention  of  the 
Government. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  SS,  after  the  word  "or,"  to 
insert  tlw  wonla  <■  whereby  any  higher  tazatka 
is  levied  upon  landed  property  than  apm  othff 
property  of  equal  valae,  or  whereby  aflf 
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«78tein*of  gndnated  taxation  is  adopted  anleas 
^identical  law  lie  aanctioned  for  Uie  United 

Kingdom  by  the  Imperial  PBrllament," — (Jfr. 

Bivdrich.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  The  hou. 
Member,  it  would  seem,  has  dlBooToed  a 
Aingnlarlj  InoonveideDt  and  inappropriate 
manner  of  raising  the  questions  he  is 

:anxious  to  discuss.  The  Grovemment 
have  intimated  that  they  propose  to 
make  considerable  changes  in  the  Finan- 
cial Clauses  ;  and,  consequently,  the  hon. 
Member  is  at  a  disadvantage  in  raising 
^he  discussion.  The  GoTemment  can- 
not agree  to  the  conditions  on  which  he 
is  prepared  to  forego  discussion  ;  for  I 
«m  not  aware  of  any  declaration  that  was 
«nade  before  dinner  and  retracted  after 
dinner,  and  is  now  in  a  condition  to  be 
rehabilitated.  Consequently,  I  must 
briefly  discuss  the  Amendment,  to  which, 
I  need  hardly  say,  it  is  not  our  intention, 
and  it  is  not  permitted  by  our  duty,  to 
:accede.  The  first  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment provides  that  no  higher  taxation  is 
■to  be  levied  upon  landed  property  than 
upon  other  property  of  equal  value. 
What  I  would  point  out  to  the  Com- 
mittee  is  that  it  is  not  seemly  or  con- 
sistent with  sound  public  principle  to 
select  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  one  de- 
scription of  property  to  be  Uie  subject 
of  favour.  Why  is  one  pwticular  kind 
•of  property  to  be  held  up  as  surrounded 
-with  sanctity,  and  es  entitled  to  be  free 
jfrom  inequality,  while  every  other  de- 
scription of  property  is  left  exposed  to 
all  manner  of  inequalities  ? 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  Because  land  is 
flpecially  dealt  with. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  It  is 
excluded  from  these  clauses,  and  the 
<]Qestion  whether  there  should  be  especial 
dealing  with  the  question  is  a  matter  to 
be  considered  when  the  land  is  under 
discussion  and  not  a  point  at  whi<di  that 
snbject  is  excluded  altt^ther.  What 
title  has  the  landed  proprietor  to  receive 
this  special  fencing  round  ?  Has  landed 
property  suffered  so  much  at  the  hands 
of  the  Legislature  of  this  country  ? 
Is  it  not  notorious  that  from  generation 
to  generation  land  received  most  out- 
rageous and  extravagant  favour  from 
Houses  composed  of  landlords,  and  that 
nothing  but  snceessiTe  extensions  of  the 
franchise  and  the  substitution  of  a  true 
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for  a  very  imperfect  representative 
system  has  extorted  from  the  hands  of 
the  landlords  those  enormous  and  im- 
measurable preferences  which  formerly 
it  was  their  pleasure,  their  custom,  and 
their  triumph  to  assert  ?  But  although 
I  have  been  tempted  into  a  little  com- 
ment  on  the  peculur  choice  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  of  a  snbject  for  special 
protection,  I  shonld  have  said  just  as 
much  if  it  were  any  other  description  of 
property  it  was  proposed  to  deal  with 
exceptionally — that  is  to  say,  if  it  had 
been  shipping,  factories,  securities.  I 
may  also  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member 
that,  from  my  recollection,  such  as  it  is, 
of  finance,  I  believe  the  Amendment 
would  be  nugatory  not  from  want  of 
intention,  but  from  want  of  technical 
knowledge  on  his  part.  It  is  evident 
his  speech  that  he  contemplates 
Income  Tax  and  desires  to  secure  land 
against  higher  taxation  in  that  form. 
But  the  doctrine  of  the  financiers  of  this 
country,  from  Sir  Robert  Peel  down- 
wards, and  including  Mr,  Pitt,  has  been 
that  the  Income  Tax  is  not  a  tax  upon 
property,  but  upou  persons  in  respect  of 
property.  [^Laughter."]  I  am  delighted 
to  diink  that  in  dealing  with  a  dry  sub- 
ject I  am  so  fortunate  and  so  happy  as  to 
make  it  entertaining.  The  present  sys* 
tern  of  taking  the  Income  Tax  upon  land 
from  the  tenant  is  not  the  original 
system.  The*  tax  was  formerly  taken 
from  the  owner  of  the  land.  Considera- 
tions of  convenience  led  to  the  transfer  ; 
but  by  that  change  it  was  never  intended 
to  charge  the  nature  of  the  tax  as  a  tax 
upon  persons  and  not  upon  property. 
Moreover,  I  believe  I  am  right  in  saying 
that  it  was  deemed  essential  by  the  great 
fouoderofUie  Income  Tax  that  it  should 
be  a  tax  upon  property,  because  if  not,  it 
would  have  been  nothing  less  than  a 
t»«ach  of  public  faith.  I  am  ^raid»  there- 
fcve,  that  the  words  the  hon.  Member 
are  ineffectual.  I  cannot  suppose  that 
that  proposition  wilt  receive  universal 
support  from  hon.  Members  opposite. 
Then  comes  the  second  part  of  the 
Amendment,  which  declares  that  the 
Irish  Parliament  shall  not  have  any 
power  to  impose  any  system  of  graduated 
taxation  unless  such  system  is  identical 
with  that  which  has  been  adopted  by  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  Does  the  hon; 
Mover  of  the  Amendment  suppose  that 
the  Irish  Legislature  will  be-ref^d^ 
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gtrd  M  a  peculiar  favour  tho  right  to 
double  the  taxation  upon  themBeWes  P  I 
must  own  that  if  the  Irish  Legislature 
adopted  that  course  they  would  be  carry- 
ing into  effect  a  grotesque  species  of 
legislation  tliat  I  do  not  think  would  re- 
commoid  itself  to  them.  On  broader 
grounds  I  cannot  agree  to  jilace  the  Irish 
Legislature  with  respeot  to  taxation  in 
the  fetters  that  the  Bod.  Grontletnan  has 
forged  for  them.  The  Irish  Legislature, 
I  haTe  no  doubt,  when  it  takes  possession 
of  full  taxing  power  will  make  mistakes 
from  time  to  time, and  indoiagBothey  will 
but  be  imitating  the  example  of  much 
greater  Assemblies,  who  bare  made 
multitudes  of  gross  and  culpable  mis- 
takes,  and  who,  I  regret  to  say,  in  many 
instances  still  adhere  to  them,  and  have 
foagbt  in  order  to  maintain  them.  The 
Irish  Legislature,  however,  will  be  under 
the  salutary  check  of  a  wide,  popular, 
and  truly  uaUonal  franchise  exottised 
1^  Protestants,  exercised  by  Roman 
Catholics,  and  by  everybody  calling 
themselves  what  they  like.  That  is  the 
true  core  for  all  mistakes  which  that 
Legislature  may  make  with  regard  to 
graduated  Income  Tax,  aud  so  far  as 
T^^ards  errors  in  general.  The  hon. 
Grentleman  is  not  quite  correct  in  what 
he  says  as  to  graduated  taxation  in  this 
eountry.  The  Window  Tax  and  the 
House  Tu  of  Pitt  were  .simply  modes 
of  graduated  taxation.  The  ex-Chan- 
eellw  of  the  Exchequer  has  given  us  an 
example  of  graduated  taxation  in  the 
Estate  Duties,  and  it  cannot  be  doubted 
diat  those  duties  are  the  beginning  of  a 
popular  movement  in  the  direction  of 
graduated  taxation.  I  wish  to  know  why 
the  Irish  Legislature  are  to  be  limit^ 
with  regard  to  the  subject  of  graduated 
taxation,  and  why  they  are  to  be  credited 
with  an  undue  appetite  for  graduated 
taxation  ?  Graduated  taxation,  if  it  is  a 
danger,  is  a  danger  in  the  direction  ot  dis- 
amemgixtg  the  aeomniriation  of  oa{ntal  in 
the  country.  All  pervons  coDiieeted  with 
Ireland,  whatever  their  policy,  are  agreed 
that  to  increase  the  available  quantity  of 
capital  ill  Ireland  and  to  encourage  its 
introduction  is  the  great  object  of  states- 
manship. There  may  be  d^erences  as  to 
the  mode  of  doing  it.  S(Hne  hon. 
Gentlem«i  maiutun  that  t^e  best  way  of 
doing  it  would  be  to  maintain  the  present 
form  oi  government  in  Ireland  ;  others 
think   that   the  best  way  would  be 

Mr,  W,  E.  Gladstone 


to  govern  Ireland  much  more  thin 
at  present  according  to  Irish  idea$. 
The  latter  section  of  Members  think  that 
Ireland  is  not  at  all  the  country  in  which 
an  excess  of  movement  in  favoor  of 
graduated  taxation  is  to  be  apprehended. 
In  Great  Britain  there  is  an  en<HBMiw 
mass  of  capital,  and  a  vast  deal  is  to  bs 
got  by  graduated  t»atioD ;  bat  b 
Irelwid  the  mass  of  ea^tal  is  smslL 
Ton  want  to  induce  it  to  come  into  the 
oonntry,  and  a  graduated  taxation  offm 
but  a  small  return  from  that  point  of 
view.  At  the  sune  time,  that  form  of 
taxation  is  one  which  we  have  oarselves 
Banctioned,  and  even  if  were  sought  to 
prevent  its  adoption  by  an  Amendmoit 
in  a  form  less  comic  than  the  present  it 
would  be  our  duty  to  oppose  it. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  When  I  heaid  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  speaking  at  the 
various  crimes  oommittwl  by  the  Im- 
perial Parliament  as  to  finance,  and  the 
extorted  concessions  that  have  been 
secured,  I  thought  that  anyone  udsc- 
qaainted  with  our  fiscal  history  vho 
had  been  in  tfae  House  would  fasve 
imagined  that  the  Committee  was  being 
addressed  by  a  right  hon.  Gentlanso 
who  had  always  been  in  opposition  to 
the  fiscal  policy  of  the  country.  Col* 
pable  action  and  extwted  oonceeaioDBl 
Who  has  heeaa  mainly  responsible  for  the 
finance  of  this  country  during  the  last 
half  century  ?  Why  it  has  been  ths 
right  htm,  GenUeman  himself.  But  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  manages  most 
honestly  and  oonstuentiously  to  {dsee 
himself  so  entirely  in  a  new  point  of 
view  that  he  seems  to  forget  entirdy 
what  has  been  his  old  point  of  vieir. 
We  know  how  frequently,  when  the  cms 
is  one  as  between  Ireland  and  England, 
the  right  hon.  G«itleman  throws  hin* 
self  entirely  on  the  side  of  Ireland.  Here 
is  the  greatest  financitf  of  tfae  age^  who 

has  guided  this  Parliamett  [Cieerf.] 

Yes. ;  but  be  is  sabtactiiqf  from  fais  evn* 
glory  by  the  speeohhehas  jost  deliNSsd. 
Is  it  not  obvious  that  if  those  gnst 
faults  have  been  committed  during  the 
half-eentnry  the  right  hon.  GentknsD 
must  stiare  to  a  great  ext^  the  blame  ? 
Why  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  lajr 
blame  on  the  Imperial  Parliahient  ?  Be- 
cause he  wants  to  set  up  an  Iriih 
Legislature  which  will  probably  be  able 
to  give  lessons  to  this  ounntry  in  finaace. 
The  Irish  Legislatur^-whieh  wll  maialjr 
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reprraent  the  tenant  fanners  of  Ireland, 
18  to  be  a  better  guide  for  6nanoe,  and 
the  Committee  is  to  trust  to  it  more  than 
to  the  Imperial  Parliament  denonnced 
the  right  Hon.  Gentlemau.  I  presnme 
that  my  ,hoQ.  Friend^  in  draw- 
ing bis  Amendment,  when  be 
said  "  be  sanctioned  for  the  United 
Kingdom, "  meant  Great  Britain. 
Right  hou.  Gentlemen  opposite  konw 
perfectly  well  what  was  the  meaning  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  who  has  not  yet  reached 
the  power  they  themselves  have  ex- 
hibited of  being  abte  to  discriminate 
between  Great  Britain  and  the  United 
Kingdom.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  says  that  the  Irish 
Legislature  is  to  be  trusted  with  graduated 
taxation  because  it  will  Iiave  an  extremely 
popular  representation — that  is  to  say, 
the  more  democratic  the  constituency  the 
more  capable  it  will  be  of  dealing  with 
graduated  taxation.  I  should  have 
thought,  on  the  other  hand,  that  the 
jviociple  is  the  opposite,  and  that  in  a 
Parliament  where  all  interests  are  fairly 
represented  graduated  taxation  will  be 
fairly  safe,  'd  safe  at  all.  I  think  that 
my  hon.  Friend  is  right  in  the  suggestion 
that  graduated  taxation  should  not  be 
pla(»d  in  the  hands,  certainly  at  first,  of 
the  Irish  LegisUture.  The  portion  of 
the  Amendment  dealing  with  land  has 
raised  the  wrath  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. He  was  not  able  to  withstand  the 
temptation  of  making  an  attack  on  the 
taxation  of  land.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
showed  that  he  believes  that  for  years 
land  has  not  borne  its  fair  share  of 
taxation.  But  my  right  hon.  Friend 
will  remember  the  great  speeches  he  made 
in  the  *50>,  in  which  he  showed  on  the 
(me  side  how  land  baa  immunities,  and 
on  the  other  how  it  bears  taxation  not 
borne  by  other  kinds  of  property.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  made 
calculations  which  show  that  if  land  is 
spared  en  one  side  it  is  heavily  t^iarged 
on  thm  other,  luid  be  asked  why  this 
particular  kind  of  property  is  introduced 
into  the  Amendment.  He  wishes  to 
know  why  the  Amendment  treats  of  the 
taxation  of  land  alone.  My  hon.  Friend 
internipted  the  Prime  Minister  and 
answered  that  he  had  dealt  widi  land 
specially  in  the  Bill,  which  is  perfectly 
true,  and  cannot  be  disputed.  I  think 
that  was  a  perfeet  answw  to  the  right 
hon.  Getttlenuui*s  point.  My  hon.  Frimd 


Ireland  Bill  1562 

says  that  land  in  Ireland  ought  to  be 
fenced  round  with  certain  precautions. 
What  use  will  it  be  to  protect  land  in  other 
respects  if,  through  unequal,  excessir^ 
and  exorbitant  taxation,  the  landlord 
can  be  taxed  out  of  the  existence  of  his 
property  ?  Now,  Is  that  quite  an  nnlikely 
event  ?  My  right  hon.  Friend  did  not 
for  a  moment  take  into  account  the  fact 
that  land  in  Ireland  is  the  one  subject 
which  of  all  others  has  raised  the 
covetousness — if  that  is  not  too  strong  a 
word — of  almost  the  entire  agricultural 
community.  Therefore,  it  does  seem  to 
me  that  it  is  perfectly  right  that  the 
Committee  should  consider  the  question 
of  whether  unlimited  powers  should  be 
put  into  the  hands  of  the  Irish  Assembly 
m  relation  to  land.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
has  said,  or  so  I  understood  him,  that  the 
question  would  be  more  properly  con- 
sidered in  connection  with  the  35th 
clause.  But  that  has  been  exploded  by 
the  Debate  of  this  evening.  tVe  know 
uow  that  this  clause  is  only  a  temporary 
provision,  and  there  are  no  securities  in 
the  Bill  beyond  it,  while  we  have  the 
admission  of  the  Attorney  General  that  it 
will  be  necessary  to  deal  with  the 
question  at  the  end  of  three  years,  if  not 
before.  In  these  circumstances,  I  think 
my  hon.  Friend  was  perfectly  right 
in  endeavouring  to  see  tlut  some  effective 
security  is  given  that  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment  would  deal  fairly  with  this  kind  of 
property.  We  should  have  been  better 
able  to  judge  of  the  whole  question  if 
the  Financial  Clauses,  which  have  token 
so  long  to  elabwate,  had  been  before 
us. 

Mr,  W.  E,  GLADSTONE:  The 
progress  of  the  Financial  Clauses  has 
been  extremely  rapid  in  compftrison  with 
that  of  the  clauses  of  the  BiU. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  remark  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
is  an  absolutely  futile  and  erroneous 
st^gesttoa.  The  Finaueii^  CImmcs  have 
taken  three  weeks  or  more — ever  since 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  BiU— to 
elaborate,  and  many  of  the  questions  that 
have  arisen  on  the  eUnses  which  hare 
been  dealt  with  are  of  equal  importonce 
with  the  Ftnanoial  Clauses — such  ques- 
tions, for  instance,  as  the  suspension  nt 
habeas  cwpus  and  the  Imperial 
supremacy.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  only  the  bther  day  that  too  much 
time  couH  not  be  sgMt  rii(*^^^n 
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of  securing  the  libertj  of  the  subject. 
The  right  hon.  Geutlemau  is  sometimes 
so  eager  to  introduce  bis  broad  principles 
and  reminiscences  into  the  discussions  on 
the  Bill  that  his  opponents  are  ocoasion- 
allj  compelled  to  examine  them.  To- 
night, for  instance,  he  could  not  resist 
the  temptation  of  making  an  attack  on 
the  land.  It  is  owing  to  this  fact  that 
progress  has  sometimes  been  delayed. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  has  made  out  no 
case  against  the  Amendment.  The 
power  of  graduating  taxation  should  be 
most  jealously  guiuded,  in  view  of  the 
Constitution  it  is  proposed  to  give  to 
Ireland.  As  to  the  necessity  for  security 
being  taken  for  the  protection  of  land, 
the  Government  are  at  one  with  the 
Opposition,  and  I  think  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  my  hon.  Friend  would 
afford  a  Intimate  protection. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  rose  

Mr.  J.  Morley  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  **  That  the  Question  be 
now  put.*' 

Question  put,  '*  That  the  Question  be 
now  pat." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  272  ; 
Noes  237. — (Division  List,  No.  158.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  "That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  238  ; 
Noes  27U.— (Division  List,  No.  159.) 

It  being  after  Midnight,  the  Chairman 
left  the  Chair  to  make  his  report  to  the 
House. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

LOCAL    OOVBBNUBNT  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILIi.-<No.  288.) 
Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVIBIONAL 
0BDEB8  (No.  5)  BILL— (l^Ou  289.) 
Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT  PB0VI8I0NAL 
0BDEB6  (No.  V)  BILL— (No.  S80.) 
Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

PIER  AND  HARBOUB  PB0V18I0NAL 

0BDEB8  (No.  1)  BILL.— (No.  361.) 
Lords  Amendments  agreed  to» 
Mr*  Goteken 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
V18I0NAL  ORDER  (No.  9)  BILL. 
(No.  378.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT  PBOVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  12)  BILL— (No.  365.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 

ORDEB  (No.  6)  BILL  [H.L.J— (No.  392.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

BLBMBNTABY      EDUCATION  PROVI- 
SIONAL    OBDEBS      CONFIBHATION  I 

(CHISWICK,  kc.)  BILL  [H.L.]-<Na  388.)  I 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed.  j 

ELEOTBIC     LIGHTING  PBOVISIONAL 

ORDER  (Na  7)  BILL  (No.  373.) 

Reported  with  Amendments  [Provi- 
sional Order  confirmed]  ;  as  amended,  to 
be  oohsidered  To-morrow, 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL OBDEB  (No.  8)  BILL. 
(No.  377.) 

Reported,  without  Amendment  [Pro- 
visional Order  ooufirmed]  ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-momw. 

LIVERPOOL  COURT  OF  PASSAGE  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Baron  Henry  de  Worms,  Bill 
to  better  define  the  Jorisdiction  and  to  im[woTe 
the  procedure  of  the  Court  of  Pssnge  in  the 
City  of  Liverpool ;  and  for  other  purposes  con- 
nected therewith,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Baron  Henry  de  Womu,  Mr.  Lawrence,  Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor,  Sir  George  Baden- Powell,  Mr. 
NeviUe,  Mr.  Willoz,  Mr.  HooBton,  Mr.  Stod. 
and  Mr.  Walter  Limg. 

Bill  presented,and  read  flrat  time.  [BilI896.] 

APPEALS  (FOBMA   PAUPERIS)  BILL 
[H.L.]— (No.  313.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Chmse  1. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-monow. 

Hoose  adjoamed  at  a  qoarter 
•fter  Twrif*  dock. 
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HOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 
Wednetdayy  2Ut  June  2893. 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


GOVBRyHEKT  OF  IRELAND  BILL. 

(No.  209.) 

ooscuiTTEB.  IProgress,  20th  June."] 

[twenty-fifth  night.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Legislative  Authority, 

Clause  4  (Restrictions  on  powers  of 
Irish  Legislature). 

•The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  first  Amend- 
ment iu  the  name  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Brixton  (the  Marquess  of 
Carmarthen)  is  out  of  Onler. 

Clause  4,  page  2,  33,  after  sub-section  (n)* 
Insert  the  following  sub-section  :  — ■  "  (ti)  Im- 
pairing the  obligation  of  existing  contracts,  or 
affecting  the  relations  between  landlords  and 
tenants." 

Of  the  remaining  Amendments  on  page 
14  of  the  Notice  Paper  the  first  has  been 
withdrawn  in  this  form  and  put  on  the 
Paper  lower  down,  and  the  rest,  with  two 
exceptions — those  in  the  names  of  the 
faon.  Member  for  East  Somerset  and 
North  Ayrshire,  which  ought  to  .come 
in  further  down  the  Paper--are  out 
of  Order.  The  fir«t  Amendment  in 
Order  is  that  in  the  name  of  the  Member 
for  Fartiek  (Mr.  Parker  Smith),  on 
page  15. 

The  following  are  the  Amendments  so 
referred  to  as  being  out  of  Order  : — 

Mr.  Parker  Smith— Page  2,  after  line  33. 
insert — "  Whereby  the  freedom  of  speech  or  of 
the  press  shall  be  abridged,  or  wherel^  the 
rig^t  of  the  people  peaceably  to  Assemble  and 
to  petition  either  the  Imperial  Parliament  or 
the  Irish  Parliament  for  a  redress  of  grievances 
shall  be  impaire<l."  Page  2,  after  line  33,  insert 
— "  Whereby  the  right  of  the  people  to  be  secure 
in  tbeir  persons,  houses,  papers,  and  effects 
■gainst  nnreasooable  searches  and  seisnres  shall 
lie  Tiolated,  or  whereby  warrants  shall  issae 
except  ap(m  probable  cause  tapported  by  oath 
or  affirmation,  and  particularly  describing  the 
place  to  be  searched  and  the  person  or  things  to 
he  seiMd  ;  or."  Page  2,  line  83,  after  sub- 
aectioD  (3)  insert  the  foUowing  sub-aection  :-~ 
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"  (6)  Whereby  any  person  shall  be  made  sub- 
ject for  the  same  offence  to  be  twice  put  in 
jeopardy  of  life  or  liberty  ;  or." 

Mr.  Kimber— Page  2,  after  line  33,  Insert 
"  (6)  Whereby  differential  taxation  shall  be  im- 
posed apoa  any  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects." 

Mr.  Parker  Smith— Pa^e  2,  after  line  33, 
insert —•' Whereby  excessiTe  bail  shall  be  re- 
quired, or  excessive  fines  imposed,  or  cruel  and 
nnusoal  punishments  inflicted  ;  or." 

Mr.  David  Plunket— Page  2,  after  line  S3,  in- 
sert— "  (6)  Respecting  the  relations  of  landlord 
and  tenant,  whether  under  existing  statute  law 
or  by  contract ;  or  the  remeilies  for  or  procedure 
relating  to  the  recovery  of  rent ;  or  the  pro- 
calare  relating  to  the  recovery  of  the  possession 
of  land,  or  respecting  the  title  to  land  ;  or  re- 
specting the  sale,  purchase,  or  letting  of  land 
generally ;  or." 

Mr.  Henry  Hobhonse — Page  2,  after  line  33, 
insert — "  Whereby  any  undue  preference  ia 
given  to  any  trade  or  industry  (including  agri- 
culture) in  Ireland  or  Irish  waters,  so  as  pre- 
judicially to  affect  any  British  trade  or  in- 
dustry." 

Mr.  Cochrane— Pl^  2,  after  line  3S,  insert — 
'*  Whereby  any  undue  preference,  benefit,  or  ad- 
vantage is  given  to  or  conferred,  directly  or  ia- 
lirectly,  upon  any  person,  txxly  of  persons,  class, 
body  corporate,  or  institution  ;  or." 

Mr.  Parker  Smith— Page  2,  after  line  33,  in- 
sert— "  Whereby  any  iMirson  shall  be  held  to 
answer  fur  a  crime  unless  on  a  pi-eseatment  or 
indictment  of  a  grand  jury  ;  or." 

Mr.  Bartley  Page  2.  line  33,  after  "  or,"  in- 
sert— ''Whereby  the  incidence  of  general  or 
local  taxation  now  by  law  established  as  be- 
tween the  owner  and  occupier  of  land  in  Ire- 
lan<t,  or  as  between  the  owner  and  incum- 
brancers of  chargeantsupon  Und  in  Ireland  may 
be  altered." 

Mr.  Cochrane — Page  2,  line  33,  at  end,  in- 
sert—" Respecting  change  of  renue  in  criminal 
cases." 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanark, 
Fartiek)  moved  the  following  Amend- 
ment : — 

Page  2,  line  33,  at  end  add—"  Whereby  any 
censorship  of  the  Press  shall  be  established,  or 
pablic  meetluBS  for  1^1  purposes  shall  be  in- 
terfered with. 

That,  he  said,  was  substantially  the  same 
Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name  on 
the  Paper  before,  and  which,  unfor- 
tunately, by  the  Rules  of  Order,  he  was 
not  able  to  more,  although  he  should  hare 
preferred  to  hare  moved  it.  The  pro- 
vision of  the  American  Constitution  on 
the  subject  was  this,  and  it  was  one  of 
the  Amendments  to  the  Coustitutiou — 

"  That  no  law  (shall  be  passed)  wherdby  the 
freedom  of  speech  or  of  the  Press  shall  be 
al»i(^ed,or  whereby  the  right  of  people  peace- 
ably to  assemble  shall  be  impaired." 

j  That  was  part  of  the  first  Article  of  the 
Supplementary  Amendments  of  the  Con* 
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stitution  which  were  discussed  jtt  the 
same  time  that  the  original  CoDstitiition 
was  being  disetissed,  which  supplied  a 
good  many  of  the  provisions  in  regard 
to  a  Bill  of  Rights  which  were  felt  to  be 
wanting  by  a  great  number  of  Ameri- 
can States  during  the  discussions  on  the 
American  Constitution,  and  without  the 
promise  of  which  the  American  Constitu- 
tion as  it  stood  would  not  probably  have 
been  accepted  by  a  sufficient  number  of 
States.  He  thought  it  was  a  very  un- 
fortunate matter  that  the  Bill  had  been 
drafted  in  such  a  form  that  they  were 
not  able  to  put  forward  and  argue  in 
favoufof  all  the  different  provisions  in 
the  nature  of  a  Bill  of  Bights  contained 
in  the  American  Constitution,  and  not 
expressed  in  the  Bill  now  before 
them.  The  Governmeat  had  taken 
the  most  general  words  of  the 
whole  of  the  American  Constitution, 
had  stated  them,  and  had  left  out  all  the 
detailed  points  which  in  the  American 
Constitution  were  thought  necessary. 
The  Government,  for  ioataace,  had  taken 
the  words — 

^  Kor  be  deprived  of  life  and  liberty  and 
property  without  due  process  of  law." 

Those  words  were  just  the  climax  of  a 
long  Article  of  these  first  Supplementary 
Articles  of  the  Constitution,  which  con- 
tained a  large  number  of  other  supple- 
mental provisions.  This  Article  (num- 
ber 5)  stated  that  no  person  should  be 
held  to  answer  for  a  capital  or  otherwise 
infamous  crime  unless  on  presentmeut  or 
indictment  of  Grand  Jury,  except  in  the 
case  of  the  Land  or  Naval  Forces  or 
Militia  when  in  actual  service. 

Mh.  bodkin  (Roscommon,  N.)  :  I 
rise  to  Order.  Is  it  in  Order  to  read  the 
whole  of  the  provisions  of  the  American 
Constitution  ?  t 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  hink  the 
hon.  Member  is  quite  in  Order. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  had  no  in- 
tention of  infringing  the  Rnles  of  Order. 
He  quoted  Article  5  to  show  that  the 
words, "  nor  be  deprived  of  life,  liberty, 
or  property  without  due  process  of  law," 
came  in  at  the  very  end.  Of  course,  it 
might  be  true  that  these  general  words 
included  particulars  which  had  gone 
before.  But  he  submitted  that,  though 
a  lawyer  might  be  able  to  construe  them 
and  bring  out  these  particulars,  this 
clause,  of  all  others,  was  one  that  ought 
1o  be  clear  and  easily  to  be  uuderstcwd, 

Mr,  Parker  Smith 


not  merely  by  lawyers,  but  by  every  laj- 
man.  It  must  be  remembered  that  that 
clause  bad  got  to  be  interpreted,  not 
merely  by  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  and  the  Exchequer 
Judges,  but  by  every  Judge  and  everj 
Magistrate  in  Ireland.  Every  Ma^ 
trate,  whenever  he  had  any  Statute  of 
the  Irish  Parliament  brought  before  him, 
would  have  to  criticise  it  in  the  light  of 
this  clause.  It  would  be  a  perfectly  good 
defence  for  any  Magistrate  in  any  aetioo 
brought  on  any  Statute  of  the  Irish  Par- 
liament to  say — "  This  Statute  is  & 
Statute  that  is  ultra  vires^  because  it 

f oes  beyond  the  powers  given  to  the 
rish  Parliament,  and  infringes  upon  the 
restrictions  in  this  4th  clause.**  If  that 
were  so,  they  would  refer  every  Irish 
Magistrate  for  his  general  idea  of  what 
was  just  and  fair  to  these  extremely 
general  words  as 

"  Xo  man  shall  be  deprived  of  life,  liboty,  or 
property  without  due  process  of  law,  in  accord- 
ance with  settled  principles  and  precedents." 

He  would  have  merely  these  genoal 
WDrds  before  him,  and  if  no  more  de- 
tailed particulars  were  put  in  he  woold 
have  no  guidance  at  all.  Inconsistent 
judgments  would  bo  arrived  at  by  Magis- 
trates in  different  parts  of  the  country; 
and  they  would  have  no  definite  guid- 
ance at  alt  until,  by  a  long  course 
of  judicial  decision,  th  ey  got 
some  such  principles  laid  down. 
They  would  then  have  the  Irish  Magis- 
trates and  the  Irish  Judges  taking  one 
view,  and  the  Imperial  Parliament  and 
the  British  Judges  another.  That  would 
be  a  constant  source  of  friction.  He- 
could  understand  an  honourable  man 
taking  an  opposed  view  in  such  circum- 
stances, and  he  thought  it  would  be  well 
that  they  should  make  the  matter  clear,  so 
that  this  friction  should  not  arise.  The 
subject  of  the  Amendment  was  un- 
doubtedly one  upon  which  there  was 
great  likelihood  of  a  divergence  of  opinim 
between  the  two  Parliaments.  If  th^ 
looked  to  the  freedom  of  the  Pren,  this 
was  a  subject  which  was  not  dealt  with 
under  the  terms  of  defence  of  liberty  and 
property.  The  words  protecting  the  | 
liberty  were  applicable  to,  and  were  to 
be  construed  as  applying  to,  personal 
liberty.  They  knew  how  the  words 
ought  to  be  construed  ;  and  they  knew 
how  they  would  be  construed  by  the 
Catholic  Church  authnities  tor  the  par- 
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poees  of  Press  censorship.    They  knew 
by   the   Index  Expurgatoriiu — which 
included  worka  from  Milton  to  Hallam, 
and  down  to  John  Stuart  Mill — what 
was  the  feeling  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  with  regard  to  the  freedom  of 
the  Press ;  and  as  the  clauBe  stood  there 
was  nothiog  to  prevent  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment from  passing  a  law  establishing  a 
censorship   which   would   prevent  the 
publicatioD  or  circulation  of  any  books 
dealing  with  questions  which,  in  the  minds 
of  the  Romau  Catholic  authorities,  were 
considered   dangerous.     That   was  a 
principle  which  could  not  be  said  to 
affectetl  by  the  words  "  life,  liberty,  or 
property  without  due  process  of  law," 
because  "  liberty  "  must  be  construed  to 
mean  personal  liberty.    Whatever  might 
be  their  view  with  regard  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church,  they  were  bound  to 
stand  forward  on  behalf  of  those  who 
did  not  belong  to  that  Church,  and  have 
it  made  clear  that  this  was  not  one  of  the 
powers  which  were  to  be  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  future  Irish  Parliament. 
They  had  had  the  claims  of  the  Church 
in  respect  of  such  censorship  put  forward 
quite    recently    by    a   very  powerful 
authority  ;  and,  as  he  said,  the  matter 
should  be  made  clear  before  they  passed 
from  this  clause.    The  next  point  was 
that  the  fundamental  right  of  British 
citizens  peaceably  to  assemble  and  to 
petition  Parliament  for  redress  should 
not  be  infringed  in  the  new  Constitution. 
The  Government  were  following,  to  some 
extent,  the  precedent  of  the  American 
Constitution.     In  the  Bill  of  1886  it 
was  not  thought  necessary  to  insert  any 
clause  as  to  rights  ;  but  here  they  had 
certain  provisions.    They  must,  however, 
make  those  rights  of  a  more  definite 
character  than  at  present.     The  only 
argument  against  it  would  be  that  this 
proposal  was  an  insult  to  the  Irish  people. 
But  supposing  one  was  making  a  bargain 
about  the  lease  of  a  house,  would  he 
think  it  an  insult  to  have  proTision  made 
for  paying  the  money  ?  The  best  way  in 
which  the  two  peoples  could  be  made 
friends  was  hyhavingaclearunderstanding 
as  to  what  they  were  agreed  upon  ;  and, 
had  there  been  any  intention  or  hope  of 
this  Bill  becoming  law,  they  would  have 
required  a  great  deal  more  in  the  way  of 
amplification  and  full  statement  of  all 
these  matters.  But  they  knew  there  were 
razors  meant  to  sell,  and  razors  meant  to 
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shave,  and  this  Bill  was  meant  to  sell, 
and  not  to  shave.  They  wished  that  the 
statement  of  rights  should  be  as  precise 
as  possible,  and  he  thought  the  House 
would  agree  with  him  that  the  words 
which  he  proposed  ought  to  be  inserted 
in  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  2,  line  33,  after  the  woril  "  ort"  to 
insert  the  words  "  (6)  Whereby  any  censorshiit 
of  the  PrecQ  shall  be  established,  or  pnblic  meet- 
ings for  legal  parposes  shall  be  inteixeied  with." 
— C-Vi".  Parlu-r  SmiihJ) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  RiGBY,  Forfar)  (who  rose  amid  cries 
of  "  Divide  !  "  from  the  Irish  Benches)  : 
The  Government  cannot  accept  the 
Amendment.  We  do  not  think  it  neces- 
sary, and  it  would  be  very  undesirable. 
We  have  already  made  provision  by 
general  words,  and  we  do  not  intend  to 
fall  into  the  great  error  of  accepting  what 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  himself  said 
would  have  been  one  amplification  of  the 
general  proposition.  Such  amplifications 
,  are  not  only  dangerous,  hut  are  sure  to 
produce  friction— a  difficulty  which  the 
hon.  Member  seems  to  anticipate. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  (who  was  also  greeted  by  the  Irish 
Members  with  cries  of  "  Divide  I  ")  said  : 
It  is  no  affair  of  mine,  Mr.  Mellur,  that 
the  rising  of  the  Solicitor  General  was 
met  by  his  own  supporters  with  cries  of 
"  Divide  I  "  and  that  the  only  observa- 
tions regarded  with  satisfaction  by  them 
were  his  dosing  words ;  but,  whatever 
respect  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way think  fit  to  pay  to  their  own 
Solicitor  General,  I  hope  they  will  per- 
mit me  to  say  a  few  words. 

Mr.  MACNEILL  (Donegal,  S.): 
Very  few. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  A  few  words 
upon  a  matter  which  is  not  without  im- 
pcvtence.  The  Solicitor  General  has  said 
that  the  words  of  the  Amendment,  being 
an  amplification  of  the  clause,ought  not  to 
be  admitted  into  the  Bill,  because  words 
of  such  II  character  added  nothing  to  the 
strength  of  the  general  proposition. 
There  is  an  answer  to  that  objection  from 
experience.  These  words  are  taken 
from  a  Constitution  which  has  stood  the 
test  of  time  and  the  storms  of  political 
controversy  for  more  than  a~£entunc,  and 
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has  not  been  found  to  exercise  any  of 
the  injurious  or  weakening  effects  which 
the  hoD.  and  learned  Gentleman  appeara 
to  think  they  would  carry  if  introduced 
into  the  Bill.  Does  the  Solicitor  General 
think  there  is  anything  in  the  circum- 
stances of  America  which  make  the 
words  more  desirable  there  than  in  the 
case  of  Ireland  ?  My  opinion  is  that  if 
these  words  are  necessary  in  one  Consti- 
tutioQ  more  than  another,  they  are  neces- 
sary in  the  Trisfa  Constitution  as  distin- 
guished from  the  American  Constitution. 
It  is  perfectly  notorious  that  the  ecclesi- 
astical influences  which  must  have  a  great 
effect  in  the  future  moulding  of  Irish 
policy  has,  upon  the  question  of  the  free- 
dom of  the  Press,  taken  up  an  attitnde 
inconsistentaltogetberwith  the  principles 
w;hich  in  this  House  we  believe  are 
bound  up  with  progress  and  with  know- 
ledge ;  and  it  is,  therefore,  specially 
necessary  to  safegaard  the  freedom  of 
the  Press  wherever  these  ecclesiastical 
influences  are  likely  to  prevail.    I  will 

five  an  instance,  ilnterruption.']  The 
■rime  Minister  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
is  not  in  his  place,  or  I  should  like  to 
call  his  attention  to  the  sort  of  interrup- 
tions to  which  the  Opposition  is  subjected. 
The  Prime  Minister  is  the  only  gentle- 
man in  the  House  to  whom  even  the 
smallest  exclamations  of  dissent  are  sup- 
posed to  convey  an  insult.  Well,  Sir, 
the  country  at  this  moment  most 
analogous  in  its  general  circumstances 
to  Ireland  is  the  Roman  Catholic  Pro- 
vince of  Quebec ;  and  this  remarkable 
case  happened  there  not  very  long  ago. 
The  Archbishop  or  the  Bishop  of  the 
diocese  required  a  Catholic  who  had 
joined  a  Radical  club  to  leave  that  club 
on  the  ground  that  there  were  in 
its  library  certain  works  uamed  in  the 
Index,  and  threatened  him  with  excom- 
munication if  he  refused.  The  man  did 
refuse,  and  the  Bishop  thereupon  re- 
quired the  priest  to  withhold  from  the 
man,  who  was  a  sincere  Catholic,  the 
rites  of  the  Church.  These  rites  were 
refused  to  the  nun  during  the  remainder 
of  his  life,  and,  because  he  died  without 
having  received  them,  he  was  denied 
Christian  burial.  His  relatives  made  an 
application  requiring  the  priest  to  bury 
the  man,  and  the  case  came  from  the 
Canadian  Courts  to  the  English  Privy 
Council.  The  body  of  the  unfortunate 
man  remained  onburied  all  this  time. 

Mr.  A,  J.  Baljour 


Several  Members  expressed  dissent. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes ;  I  believe 
it  did.  Finally,  the  Privy  Council  deeded 
that  the  priest  must  bury  the  bodjr, 
though  they  did  not  require  that  any 
sacred  words  out  of  the  Burial  Service 
should  be  used.  Are  we  to  be  told 
when  these  things  happen  in  our  own 
generation  that  our  fears  are  fantastic, 
and  that  it  is  unnecessary  to  guud 
against  them  ?  This  provision  is  re- 
quired far  more  in  Ireland  than  in 
America,  though  no  American  woold 
permit  it  to  be  omitted  either  from  the 
general  or  from  the  State  Constitution. 
I  hope  we  shall  have  them  insHled 
also. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlet,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  given  an  inaccurate  account  of  the 
Quebec  case  ;  but  even  if  that  accoout 
were  more  accurate  than  it  has  been, 
how  would  a  clause  restricting  an  Irish 
Parliament  from  setting  up  a  censorship 
of  the  Press  affect  the  rights  of  burial 
of  Catholics?  And  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  remember  that  it  is 
not  so  long  since  his  Party  inter- 
fered with  the  rights  of  burial  of  Pro* 
testant  Dissenters  in  this  country.  The 
Mover  of  the  Amendment  talked  of  the 
Bill  being  tike  a  razor  made  to  sell  and 
not  to  shave.  We  have  had  that  illus- 
tration many  times  before.  It  is  not  a 
very  high-class  one  ;  but  I  am  always 
remind^  of  it  when  I  hoar,  as  I  have 
this  afternoon,  an  Amendment  moved 
which  has  no  substance  in  it,  which  is 
not  intended  to  have  substance  in  it, 
and  which  professes  to  meet  dangers 
that  have  been  more  efficieutly  met  by 
other  clauses. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Kerry,  N.)  :  Mr. 
Mellor,  an  obviously  dilatory  Amend- 
ment has  been  supported  by  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  in 
a  ridiculously  irrelevant  speech.  The 
case  on  whidi  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
relied,  as  has  already  been  shown,  had 
no  conceivable  connection  with  the 
Amendment.  Hon.  Members  who  cried 
"  Divide  I  '*  when  the  Solicitor  General 
rose  did  so  out  of  no  discourtesy  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  or  want  of 
regard  for  his  high  position,  but  because 
there  is  a  strong  and  indignant  opinion 
that  Members  of  tha^Government,  by 
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replying  seriously  to  dilatory  Ameod- 
meutB  put  forward  for  the  avowed  pur- 
p(»e  of  destroying  the  Bill,  are  giviug 
an  appearance  of  reality  to  an  opposition 
which  is  unreal.  Members  of  the 
Gt>vemment,  by  taking  that  course,  are 
allowing  the  country  to  be  misled  into 
the  belief  that  these  Amendments  are 
moved  for  the  purpose  of  improving  the 
Bill.  After  a  week  of  obstruction  by 
the  self-appointed  champions  of  the 
minority  in  Ireland  of  a  clause  designed 
to  give  safeguards  and  security  to  that 
minority,  the  hou.  Member  for  Fartick 
has  the  audacity  to  offer  this  proposal. 
The  hou.  Member  belongs  to  a  Party 
which,  within  the  last  six  years,  has  estab- 
lished a  censorship  of  the  Press  in  Ire- 
land. 

Mb.  PARKER  SMITH  said,  he  did 
not  think  the  hou.  Member  realised  his 
argument.  He  had  pointed  out  that  the 
principle  of  the  English  law  was  that  a 
man  might  publish  what  he  liked  subject 
to  responsibility  for  what  he  published. 
But  the  principle  of  the  Catholic  Church 
was  that  the  publication  of  books  con- 
sidered to  be  dangerous  should  be  pro- 
hibited. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Perhaps  my  non- 
l^al  mind  is  not  capable  of  following 
the  refinements  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  can  only  say  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 

and  his  Party  in  the  last  six  years  in 
Ireland  established  a  ceosorship  of  the 
Press  in  the  most  acute,  most  oppressive, 
and  most  indefensible  form,  because,  in- 
stead of  holding  au  editor  responsible  to 
any  Constitutional  Tribunal  they  seut 
him — ^notforcomm6ntingupou,remember, 
but  for  simply  reporting  public  meetings. 
For  this,  tney  sent  him,  upon  theverdict  of 
two  paid  officers  of  the  Crown,  to  prison 
for  six  months.  Then  the  hon.  Member 
wishes  to  withhold  from  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment the  power  of  interfering  with  legal 
public  meetinsfs.  Remember  Mitchels- 
town  I  [CAecr^.]  The  hon.  Member  and 
his  Party  are  responsible  for  Mitchels- 
town.  \^Ironical  laughter  on  the  Oppo- 
sition Benches.']  It  well  becomes  the 
Constitutional  Party  to  indulge  in  mock- 
ing exclamations  when  I  refer  to  the  dis- 
persing of  a  meeting  admittedly  legal  and 
the  shooting  down  in  cold  blood  of 
innocent,  defenceless  men  by  the  servants 
of  the  Crown.  The  preseutatiou  of  such 
an  Amendment  by  the  hou.  Member  on 
behalf  of  the  Unionist  Party  transcends 


in  audacity  anything  that  has  ever  been 
known  in  theHouse.  During  the  greater 
part  of  the  last  93  years  both  Parties 
have  established  a  censorship  of  the 
Press,  and  have  as  a  general  rule  main- 
tained the  right  of  an  individual  official 
to  disperse  a  peaceable  aud  legal  meet- 
ing ;  and  the  pretence  now  is  that  the 
powers  which  the  Imperial  Parliament 
declared  to  be  necessary  for  preserving 
order  in  Ireland  for  the  last  93  years  are 
to  be  withheld  from  the  Legislature  of 
the  Irish  people  when  it  assumes  the 
function  in  which  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment has  failed.  That  demand  is  pat 
forward  by  one  who,  at  the  present 
moment,  is  engaged  in  inciting  a  section 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  to  violent  resist- 
ance of  this  legislation.  Unionist  Leaders 
go  to  Ireland  and  make  speeches  inciting 
to  rebellion,  and  then  they  come  to 
Parliament  and  propose  Amendments  to 
secure  that  that  rebellion  should  be  con- 
ducted with  impunity.  Boasts  are  made 
at  public  meetings  of  the  number  of  men 
armed  ;  that  the  Custom  Houses  will  be 
seized,  that  taxes  will  not  be  paid,  and 
that  the  Queen^s  Judges  will  be  treated 
with  contempt ;  and  newspapers  publish 
leading  articles  and  commuuications 
emphasising  these  suggestions.  Am  I 
to  he  told,  in  the  presence  of  a  policy  of 
that  kind,  that  Amendments  moved  for 
the  purpose  of  securing  immunity  and 
safety  to  those  who  would  otherwise  be 
the  dupes  of  these  evil  counsels  are  to  be 
tolerated  in  the  House  of  Commons  ? 
To  propose  an  Amendment  like  tbis  one 
before  us  is  to  tax  severely  the  patience 
of  the  Committee.  This  and  similar 
Amendments  with  which  we  have  been 
tortured  for  days  and  weeks  have  had  no 
merits  ;  indeed,  it  is  hardly  professed  that 
they  had  merits.  The  question  which 
we  have  to  consider  is  whether  the 
majority  who  have  been  returned  to  this 
House  after  a  General  Election  with  the 
clearest  mandate  from  the  constituencies 
are  to  be  allowed  to  discharge  the  task 
for  which  they  have  been  elected,  or 
whether  that  majority  wiltpermittheCon- 
stitutional  Party  to  reduce  the  House  of 
Commons  to  a  state  of  impotence,  aud  so 
to  inflict  upon  the  Constitution  of 
Great  Britain  the  must  deadly  stab 
which  will  have  ever  been  dealt  it. 

Mr.  A.  J.BALFOUR :  IhopetheCom- 
mittee  will  take  notice  of  the  peculiar 
methods  by  which  the  hon.  Member 
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for  Kerry  endeavours  to  accelerate  the 
progress  of  the  discussiou  of  this  Bill. 
Au  AmendmeDt  taken  from  the  American 
Constitution  was  moved  in  a  speech  of 
great  force  and  sobriety  by  my  hon. 
Friend.  No  other  person  spoke  on  it 
except  myself,  and  I  was  stndiotisly 
brief  ;  and  I  Tenture  to  say  that  what  I 
said  was  absolutely  correct.  I  was  fol- 
lowed by  the  hou.  Member  for  Kerry, 
who  gets  up  and  makes  a  general  de- 
nunciation of  what  he  is  pleased  to  call 
the  course  of  the  Debate  in  Committee 
generally,  and,  by  way  of  showing  his 
notion  of  a  relevant  discussion,  drags  in 
all  the  incidents  of  the  old  controversies 
of  the  last  few  years.  He  asks  this 
House  to  discuss  the  Crimes .  Act ;  he 
asks  us  to  go  back  to  the  events  of 
MitchelstowD  ;  he  asks  us  to  deal 
with  all  the  legal  or  illegal  assem- 
blies— for  I  will  Dot  discuss  the  question 
of  their  legality  hero — which  have  been 
dispersed  under  the  various  Crimes  Acts 
of  different  Governments,  and,  not  con- 
tent with  that,  he  surveys  the  whole 
history  of  Ireland  since  the  Union,  and 
tells  us  it  does  not  lie  iu  our  mouths  to 
propose  an  Amendmeut  relatiug  to  the 
liberty  of  public  meeting.  Well,  what  is 
the  moral  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  ?  He  went  on  to  tell  us— and  I 
call  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
this  fact — that  this  right  of  interfering 
with  public  meetings  should  be  left  with 
the  Irish  Parliament,  Ignoring  the 
speech  of  the  Solicitor  General,  be  said 
that  this  power  was  to  be  left  with  the 
Irish  Parliament  in  order  to  enable  them 
to  deal  with  Ulster.  Compare  that  argu- 
ment with  the  argument  addressed  to 
us  by  the  Government.  The  Govern- 
ment will  not  have  this  Amendment 
because  they  tell  us  that  the  object 
aimed  at  is  already  covered  by  more 
general  wwds.  They  tell  us  that  it  is 
irrelevant,  unnecessary,  because  the 
general  words  of  the  Bill  already  cover, 
and  more  effectually  cover,  the  particular 
safeguard  proposed.  That  is  the  official 
defence.  But  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  put  this  gloss  on  the  matter. 
They  know  this  case  is  not  covered  by 
general  words,  and  they  do  not  want  it 
to  be  covered  by  general  words.  They 
have  the  audacity  to  tell  the  Committee 
that  they  mean  to  use  the  power  of  pre- 
venting pnblic  meetings  in  order  to  coerce 
Ulster.    Who  is  it  who  is  impeding  the 
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progress  of  this  measure  ?  [Cn«  of 
"You  !  "]  Who  is  it  who  uses  irrele- 
vant arguments  and  makes  heated 
speeches  ?  [Cries  of  "  You  !  "]  Who 
is  it  who  treats  the  official  defenders  of 
the  Bill  with  such  contempt  that  the 
arguments  they  advance  are  absolntelj 
inconsistent  with  theirs  ?  Why,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kerry.  I  hope 
that  those  outside  who  watch  tb« 
progress  of  this  Bill  will  olwerve 
who  it  is  that  unnecessarily  prolongs  these 
discussions,  and  who  it  is  that,  under 
cover  of  rejecting  Amendments  becauee 
they  are  unnecessary,  deliberately  avow 
their  intention  of  using  every  deficiency 
and  defect  in  the  Bill  as  a  means  for 
oppressing  Ulster. 
•Mr.  BUCKNILL  (Surrey,  Epswn) 

rose  [Cries  of"  Divide  I  "] 

Mr.  Clancy  rose  in  bis  place,  «id 
claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Questton  be 
now  put  "  ;  but  the  Chairman  withheld 
his  assent,  and  declined  then  to  put  that 
Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

•Mr.  BUCKNILL  said,  it  had  hitherto 
l>een  customary  for  his  Irish  friends  to 
receive  him  with  courtesy.  For  some 
reason  or  other  to-day,  however,  tliey 
seemed  unwilling  to  allow  him  to -nuke 
a  few  observations.  He  had  not  yet 
spoken  in  the  proceedings  of  this  Com- 
mittee, nor  should  he  have  done  so 
but  for  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Kerry.  There 
must  be  something  in  the  air — thunder, 
probably — that  had  affected  the  temper 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry,  tor  he 
certainly  had  used  language  of  a  some- 
what unmeasured  character.  He  did  not 
understand  why  the  hon.  Member  slu)ntd 
have  been  so  angry  with  the  supporters 
of  the  Amendment,  remembering,  as  he 
did,  what  the  hon.  Mranber  said  in  the 
Debate  on  the  Second  Beading.  The 
hon.  Member,  who  was  then  tempertte 
and  sensihie,  said — 

"There  will  be  no'  deaire  to  oppoae  tbe 
iriBertioi)  of  restrictions  that  may  tend  todi*- 
sipatc  the  apprehensions  that  may  Be  felt, 
although  they  may  be  unfounded.  We  shall 
not  be  disposed  to  offer  any  oppoaition  to  them, 
provided  always  that  there  is  no  reetiictioa 
that  shall  interfere  with  the  necessary  povuB 
of  the  Irish  Legislature." 

If  that  was  a  temperate  observation  at 
that  time,  and  meant  anything  at  all,  it 
meant  that   the  Kation^ist  MraiberB 
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Tronid  not  be  disposed  to  offer  opposition 
to  Any  raasouable  Amendments.  With 
reference  to  the  irrelevant  allusion  to 
Mitchebtown,  speaking  \vith  every  re- 
spect and  admiration  (which  he  hoped 
he  should  always  entertain)  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  wished  to  say 
that  he  had  observed  with  regret  that 
the  Prime  Minister  cheered  that  refer- 
ence with  more  vehemence  than  any- 
body else.  He  (Mr.  Buckiiil!)  had  sat 
there  and  had  listened  many  times  to  the 
eloquence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  had  more  than  once  gathered  from 
his  remarks  that  he  disputed  the  tu 
guoque  argument,  but  if  there  ever  was 
a  tu  quoque,  the  reference  to  Mitchels- 
town  was  one.  With  regard  to  the 
Amendment,  unless  it  was  an  un- 
reasonable one,  they  were  not  wasting 
time  in  devoting  a  few  minutes  to 
its  discussion.  The  Government  had 
declared  that  this  Bill  which  they 
offered  to  the  majority  of  the  Irish 
people — to,  say,  75  per  cent,  of  the  Irish 
people — was  the  maximum  they  could 
offer.  The  Nationalists  had  declared 
that  the  Bill  was  the  minimum  they 
would  accept.  Surely,  then,  in  such  a 
state  of  things  as  that  they  ought  to 
be  allowed  to  discuss  reasonably,  with- 
out heat  and  without  temper,  Amend- 
ments put  on  the  Paper  honestly  and 
intended  for  reasonable  discussion.  As 
to  a  censorship  of  the  Press,  if  it  was 
desired  by  the  Nationalist  Members, 
could  it  be  supposed  that  they  wanted  it 
in  order  to  interfere  with  newspapers 
representing  their  own  views?  Cer- 
tainly not ;  then  if  they  desired  it,  it  must 
be  to  deal  with  the  organs  of  the  minority. 
Talking  of  the  American  Constitution, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  said,  a  few 
evenings  since,  that  it  had  been  dragged 
by  the  heels  into  this  Bill  by  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  now,  when  they  did  not  like 
it,  they  were  the  first  to  kick  it  out.  By 
the  American  Constitution,  the  provision 
now  proposed  was  thought  to  be  a  wise 
oae,  and  so  it  was  considered  by  those  who 
supported  the  Amendment.  With  regard 
to  public  meetings,  the  power  of  interfer- 
ence which  the  Nationalist  Members  asked 
for  would  not  be  exercised  against  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  people.  It  would 
only  be  exercised  to  prevent  meetings  of 
the  minority.  Even  if  the  majority  of 
the  first  Irish  Parliament  were  not  to 
exercise  the  power  in  that  way,  he  would 


remind  the  Committee  that  the  first 
Parliament  would  not  be  able  to  bind  its 
successors.  That  being  the  case,  the 
Imperial  Parliament  must  try  to  do  it  for 
them.  He  submitted  that  the  Aifthnd- 
ment  was  a  sensible  one,  and  was  by  no 
means  offensive  or  inpultiug  to  the  Irish 
Mem  Iters. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Birming- 
ham, Bordesley)  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Kerry  had  said,  not 
for  the  first  nor  the  sixth  time,  that  the 
action  of  the  Opposition  was  against  the 
verdict  pronounced  by  the  country  upon 
the  Bill.  He  must  again,  therefore,  meet 
that  declaration  with  the  statement  of  the 
fact  that  the  Bill  had  never  been  before 
the  country.  When  Nationalist  Members 
attempted  to  bhidgeon  Opposition 
speakers  and  Ministerial  speakers  also, 
the  Government  ought  to  remember  that 
the  mandate  of  the  constituencies  to  the 
Representatives  of  Great  Britain  was  to 
oppose  the  Bill.  They  were  aware  that 
the  GoTemment  had  entered  into  a 
contract  witii  the  Nationalist  Members. 
[  Cries  of  "  Question  I  "  and  "  Divide  I"] 
He  was  answering  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Kerry.  He  presumed 
that,  though  the  Irish  Members  were  the 
masters  of  the  Government,  it  would  be 
allowed  to  independent  Members,  to  the 
Unionist  Representatives  of  Great 
Britain,  to  give  the  answer  which  the 
Government  in  their  capacity  were  not 
able  to  give.  He  denied  that  the  Bill 
had  ever  received  the  mandate  of  the 
coustituencies.  If  that  statement  was 
denied,  let  the  Government  go  again  to 
the  country  and  take  its  opinion  directly 
on  the  BUI.  The  Unionist  Members  of 
Great  Britain  bad  been  no  party  to  the 
compact  made  by  the  Government. 
[Cnc5  of  "Question  I"]  He  was  speak- 
ing strictly  to  the  Question  as  it  was  put 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry.  If  the 
Bill  represented  the  terms  of  that  compact 
exactly  let  the  Government  say  so,  and 
then  the  Committee  would  know  the 
Impotent  position  they  were  in  with 
regard  to  any  wish  to  amend  it.  In 
discharging  their  duty  to  their  con- 
stituents the  Unionist  Members  were 
bound  to  do  their  best  to  secure  the 
rights  of  the  minorities,  and  that  was  the 
point  involved  not  only  in  this  but  in 
every  other  Amendment  moved  to  the 
4th  clause.  If  there  was  one  thing  more 
than  another  that  the  Gladstonian  Mem- 
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bers  promised  the  constituencies— [Cne« 
of  "  Oitler  I  "  and  «  Question  I "]— it 
was  that  tbey  wouM  support  do  Home 
Rule  Bill  that  did  uot  absolutely  safe- 
guard tbo  iuterests  of  tbe  mioority.  He 
had  read  their  epeecbes.    He  appealed 
especially  to  tbe  right  bou.  Member  for 
WolverbamptoD,  who  io  bis  able  speeches 
at   tbe   time   put   forward   that  poiut 
involved  iu  tbe  Ameudmeiit  with  great 
force  aud  ability  ;   aud  the  time  would 
come  when  he  and  others  would  be  asked 
to  reconcile  their  statements  and  their 
promises  with  the  vote  they  were  about 
to  give  on  the  present  Amendment.  At 
auy   rate,  the   Unionist   Members,  as 
rcpreseutiug    tbe    majority    of  Great 
Britain  aud  tbe  overwhelming'  majority 
of  England — ["  No  I  "] — bou.  Members 
said  "  Ko,"  but  an  analysis  of  the  votes, 
given  ou  the  Vote  of  Censure  upon  which 
the    late    Government  retired,  would 
show    that   be    was   correct  —  those 
representing  the  vast  majority  tii  England 
should  have  the  right  to  place  their  views 
before  tbe  Committee  aud  show  in  what 
respect  this  Bill  was  iujuriouf>  not  ouly 
to  tbe  interests  of  Great  Britain,  but  to 
tbe  minority,  in  Ireland.     Seeing  that 
that  minority,  or  those  whom  the  bou. 
Member  for  Kerry  bad  described  as  the 
self-constituted     champions     of  the 
minority,  in  Ireland  had  been  absolutely 
forsaken  by  tbe  Govenimeot  aud  all  their 
rights  sacrificed,  be  thought  it  was  a  duty 
which  it  would  be  criminal  for  the 
Unionist  Members  to  neglect  at  this 
crisis  to  use  all  the  means  in  their  power 
to  point  out  not  to  the  Ulster  people  so 
much,  because  they  knew  it,  but  to  tbe 
«Iectorate  of  Great  Britain  tiie  manner  in 
wbiub  the  loyal  minority  were  being 
handed  over  by  the  Bill,  bound  band  and 
foot,  to  tbe  beets  of  their  opponents.  He 
believed  the  electorate  of  the  country  was 
begiuuiug  to  see  more  and  more  every 
day  that  tbe  safeguards  for  the  minority 
in    tbe   Bill,   although   they   had  the 
appearance  of  being  real,  were  in  truth 
mere  shams. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  said,  be 
accepted  the  assurance  given  by  tbe 
Solicitor  General  that  the  object  of  tbe 
Amendment  was  covered  and  came 
within  the  words  of  tbe  section,  aud  he 
would,  therefore,  ask  leave  to  withdraw 
bis  Amendment.    [Crt'cf  of  "No  I  "] 

Question,  **  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,**  put,  and  negatived. 
Mr.  Jiuse  CoUing* 


•Mr.  D.  PLUNKET  (DabUn  Uni- 
versity), in  moving  an  Amendment 
prohibiting  the  Irish  Legislature  from 
making  laws— 

"  Affecting  the  constitution,  endowmenta, 
property,  or  privilqres  of  Trinity  College, 
bnblin,or  tbe  University  of  Dablin,'^ 

said  :  I  do  not  foi^t  that  the  Govanment 
have  more  than  once  declared  their  willii^- 
ness  to  safeguard  the  interests  of  Trinity 
College  and  Dublin  University,  and  that 
it  will  be  necessary  for  me  to  satisfy  the 
Committee  that  tbe  words  of  the  6th 
sub-section  do  not  carry  ont  tbe  proposed 
intention.    But  I  desire,  in  the  first  pUee, 
to  submit  the  grounds  upon  which  I  claim 
that  Trinity   College  and  Dublin  Uni- 
versity should  bo  separately  dealt  with  id 
the  Bill,  and  that  side  by  side  with  tbe 
words  which  protect  tbe  maintenance  of 
Denominational  Institutions  the  i^ht  to 
maintain  Trinity  College  and  Dublin 
University  as  a  place  of  united  edo- 
cation   should    be   equally  clearly  ex- 
pressed.    If  the  Committee  will  give 
me  its  kind  attention  for  a  little  time  I 
will  explain  the  exceptional  position  m 
which  this  question  stands  at  the  present 
day  ;  why,  from  some  points  of  view,  the 
question  is  of  paramount  importance  in 
Irish  politics  ;  and  what  are  tbe  serious 
dangers  and  difficulties  with  which  it  will 
be  beset  if  such  an  Irish  Legislature 
as  is  proposed  in  this    Bill  should 
bo  established ;   and  I  feel  con6deiit 
I  shall  be  able   to  submit  convincing 
reasons    why    prudence    and  justice 
alike  suggest  that  Trinity  College  should 
not  be  withdrawn  from  the  protection  of 
the  Imperial  Parliament  or  submitted 
directly   or   indirectly    to  intcrferenoe 
on  the  part  of  the  Irish  Legislature. 
Some  time  ago  it  wonld    not  hsve 
been   necessary   to    make    any  pie- 
liminary   explanation   on   the  matter, 
because  there  was  a  time  within  my  re- 
collection when  the  Irish  University 
question  challenged  and  absorbed  tbe 
public  attention  of  this  country  almostas 
much  as  the  Bill  we  are  discussing  now 
absorbs    it.     Since  then,   however,  • 
generation  has  almost  grown  up,  and  I 
daresay  I  am  addressing    many  boo. 
Members  who  but  dimly  remember  that 
20  years   ago   one   of    the  strongest 
Governments  that  ever  existed  InEngtand, 
led  by    the    present    Prime  Minister 
at   the    zenith    of    bis    power,  ud 
backed  by  a  great  majority,  was  wrecked 
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in  the  attempt  to  reconcile  within  the 
Universitj  of  Dublin  the  demands  then 
made  by  the  Irish  Roman  Catholic  Pre- 
lates with  those  opinions  of  enltghten- 
ment  and  justice  which  then  prevailed,  and 
I  beliere  will  always  prevail,  in  this 
Imperial  Assembly.  Remember,  I 
do  not  ask  for  immunity  for  the  Uni- 
versity from  any  measures  wluch  this 
Imperial  Parliament  may  thintc  Bt  to 
pass,  but  I  do  ask  for  its  exemption  from 
the  contrql  or  ioterference  of  a  Legislature 
which  I  believe,  and  I  think  I  shall  be  able 
to  show,  on  this  question  at  all  events, 
would  be  absolutely  subject  to  the  power 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Prelates  in  a  way 
in  which  that  power  would  be  practically 
unquestionable.  What  is  the  earlier 
history  of  the  subject,  for  without  going 
into  that  the  Committee  caunot  under- 
stand the  matter.  Dublin  University  was 
founded  300  years  ago  by  a  Charter  of 
Queen  Elizabeth  ;  and  as  it  was  founded 
at  the  request  of  the  heads  of  the 
Protestant  Church  thou  lately  estab- 
lished in  Ireland,  it  was  naturally 
founded  as  a  strictly  Protestant 
Institution.  So  it  remained  for  200 
years,  but  in  1793  a  large  measure  of 
Catholic  relief  was  passed  by  the  Irish 
Fbrliament,  and  in  1794  the  authorities 
of  Trinity  College  obtained  a  Royal 
Letter  permitting  them  to  admit  Roman 
Catholics  to  receive  their  education  and 
degrees  at  the  University,  and  they  threw 
open  the  College  and  University  to  all 
Protestant  Dissenters  as  well.  So 
matters  remained  until  1869,  when  the 
Protestant  Church  of  Ireland  was 
disestablished.  In  the  following  year 
the  authorities  of  Dublin  University,  by 
their  Representatives  in  the  Imperial 
Parliunent,  supported  a  Bill  introduced 
by  the  late  Mr.  Fawcett  for  the  purpose 
d  removing  tests  from  Trinity  College. 
That  Bill  was  debated  in  1870,  1871, 
and  187i;  unsuccessfully  ;  but  in  1873, 
after  the  measure  to  which  I  have 
referred,  and  by  which  the  Government 
proposed  to  deal  with  the  subject  in  a 
different  way,  had  been  thrown  out,  Mr. 
Fawcett's  Bill  became  law.  And  so  the 
case  stands  now,  for  the  last  100  years 
Dublin  University  has  been  open  to  all 
religious  creeds  for  the  purpose  of 
education  and  degrees,  and  for  the  last 
20  years  every  honour,  emolument,  and 
office,  except  three  or  four  Professor- 
ships connected  with  the  Divinity  school, 


and  specially  excluded  by  a  clause  ia 
Mr.  Fawcett's  Act,  have  also  been 
freely  open.  It  has  been  free  to 
all  denominations  to  win  these  offices, 
emoluments,  and  honours,  hy  free  and 
open  competition  ;  and  I  believe,  what- 
ever else  has  been  said  against  Trinity 
College,  the  perfect  fairiiesa  of  that 
competition  has  never  been  for  a 
moment  questioued.  Well,  if  that  has 
been  the  attitude  of  Trinity  College  to 
the  Catholics  of  Ireland,  what  has  been 
the  reciprocal  attitude  of  the  Catholics  of 
Ireland  towards  the  College  ?  In  recent 
times — during  the  last  40  years — unfortu- 
nately, the  beads  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  have  set  themselves  in  direct 
opposition  to  the  system  of  united  educa- 
tion which  has  been  pursued  in  Dublin 
University.  They  have  denounced  it- 
no  doubt,  from  their  point  of  view,  con- 
scientiously— as  a  daugor  to  thefaithand 
morals  of  their  people.  They  have  at 
the  same  lime  denounced  Trinity  College 
as  a  citadel  of  exclusiveness  and  ascen- 
dency. But  that  has  not  been  always  the 
case.  I  might  refer  toa  Petition  presented 
on  behalf  of  the  Roman  Catholics  to  the 
Irish  Parliament  by  Henry  Grattan,  in 
which  they  stated,  with  reference  to  the 
College  of  Maynooth  which  was  then 
about  to  he  established,  that  the  system 
of  united  education  pursued  in  Trinity 
College  was  that  which  alone  could  pro- 
duce harmony  among  the  various  creeds 
in  Ireland  and  conduce  to  the  prosperity 
of  the  country.  Thirty  years  later 
the  illustrious  Catholic  Bishop  Doyle 
urged,  before  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  that  no  danger  need 
arise  to  the  religious  feelings  of 
Catholics  from  a  system  of  united  edu- 
cation. The  great  O'Counell  sent  his 
sons  to  Trinity  College,  and  wished  them 
to  study  in  that  Institution  as  long  as 
possible,  and  In  the  time  of  Archbishop 
Murray  the  system  of  education  pursued 
there  met  with  the  full  approval  of  the 
Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland.  And  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  Roman  Catholics  of  those 
classes  that  avail  themselves  of  education 
of  this  description  came  willingly  and 
freely,  and  in  increasing  uumbcrs,  to  take 
advantage  of  the  education  afforded  by 
Trinity  College  ;  but,  unfortunately,  for 
some  time  past  different  theories  have 
been  adopted,  and  opposite  principles 
have  prevailed,  and  the  heads  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Churcli  have  done  their 
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best  to  preveot  their  people  from  goiug  to 
Trinity  College,  and  have  denouucud  it. 
But  iu  spite  of  thnt  there  are  to  this  day 
a  considerable  number  of  Roman  Catholics 
who  do  avail  themselves  of  the  teaching 
of  Dublin  University ;  some  are  most  dis- 
tinguished students,  and  one  is  a  Fellow 
of  the  College.  Now,  what  attempts 
have  been  made  to  meet  these  modern 
views  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Hierarchy 
of  Ireland  ?  The  Committee  may  re- 
member tbat  such  an  attempt  was  made 
by  a  Whig  Government  in  '1866,  and 
that  iu  1868  Lord  Mayo  made  another 
attempt  to  confer  on  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics a  separate  University.  These  at- 
tempts came  to  nothing,  and  in  1873 
the  present  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone)  made  a  further 
effort.  That  attempt,  I  think,  throws 
great  light  on  the  difficulties  and  dangers 
which  would  beset  this  subject  if  it  were 
left  to  an  Irish  Legislature  to  deal  with, 
and  I  invite  the  special  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  it.  The  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man proposed  to  deal  with  the  subject  by 
introducing  a  number  of  Roman  Catholic 
and  0 1  her  Col  leges  i  n  to  a  reformed 
University  of  Dublin,  The  construc- 
tion of  that  scheme  has  always  seemed 
to  me  to  have  been  a  marvellous  piece  of 
skill  and  ingenuity.  It  was  an  attempt 
to  accomplish  an  impossibility,  to  recon- 
cile the  irrecoucileable — that  is  to  say,  to 
reconcile  within  one  lustitiitiou  the  de- 
mands of  the  Catholic  Hierarchy  in 
Ireland  and  the  principles  of  enlightened 
education,  which  alone  I  believe  this 
House  would  consent  to  introduce.  In- 
deed, so  great  were  felt  to  be  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  task  that  it  was  actually 
proposed  to  forbid  in  the  University 
of  Dublin  the  teaching  of  philosophy 
and  modern  history,  as  they  could 
not  be  taught  in  accordance  with 
the  views  of  the  Roman  Catholic  eccle- 
siastics. That  proposal  was  made  by 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  in  a  speech 
which,  if  I  may  be  permitted  to  say  so, 
of  all  the  triumphs  of  lucid  and  per- 
suasive etoqneuce  I  have  had  the  plea- 
sure in  23  years  of  hearing  from  him 
in  this  House,  was  to  my  mind,  in  view 
of  the  difficulties  that  confronted  him, 
perhaps  the  most  masterly  and  superb. 
So  great  was  the  effect  produced 
by  that  speech  that  for  days  and 
weeks  afterwards  liis  Bill  received  the 
warmest  support ;  but  gradually,  as  the 

Mr.  D.  Plunkee 


scheme  came  to  be  taken  to  pieces  in 
Debates  inside  and  outside  this  House, 
the  irrecoucileable  difficulties  became 
apparent,  the  necessary  inconsistencies 
were  made  ctear,  and  so  it  came  to  pass 
that  on  the  last  night  of  the  Second 
Reading  Debate  in  this  House — the 
scene  then  exhibited  I  shall  never  forget 
— the  Government  coEsented  to  with- 
draw the  reactionary  provisions  I  have 
mentioned,  because  it  was  found  that  the 
enlightened  opinion  of  England  would 
never  consent  to  abolish  modern  history 
and  philosophy  from  the  schools  which 
educated  Bishop  Berkeley  and  Edmund 
Burke,  or  to  have  the  independence  of  ao 
ancient  and  free  University  trammelled 
and  overpowered  by  grafting  upon  its 
government  a  number  of  small  Catholic 
Colleges  and  clerical  seminaries.  What 
followed  ?  Acting  uuder  the  direct 
orders  of  the  Catholic  Bishops,  a 
large  number  of  Irish  Members  wheeled 
round  on  the  floor  of  this  House,  voted 
against  the  Government,  and  defeated 
them  by  a  majority  of  three.  Thus,  the 
Government  which  a  few  days  before 
commanded  a  large  majority  were  turned 
out,  and  although  they  resumed  Office 
in  a  few  days  and  lingered  on  till  the 
General  Election  of  1874,  there  can  be  no 
doubt  it  was  by  the  Ultramontane  vote  that 
they  received  their  mortal  blow.  I  do 
not  wish  upon  that  circumstance  to 
found  any  charge  of  ingratitude,  much 
less  any  charge  of  iueincerity — quite 
the  contrary — against  the  Prelates  under 
whose  directions  that  step  was  taken. 
What  I  want  to  do  is  to  bring  home  to 
this  Committee  the  intense  sincerity  of 
the  men  who  turned  out  a  Government 
that  for  them  and  their  flocks  had  dis- 
established  the  Irish  Church,  carried  the 
Land  Act  of  1870,  and  imperilled  thcar 
popularity  and  position  by  introducing 
the  University  Bill.  I  ask  attention  to 
the  wide-reaching,  and  uncompromising 
character  of  the  policy  by  which  these 
Prelates  are  swayed.  And  now  I  c«ne 
to  ask  hon.  Members  whether  if, 
after  the  establishment  of  an  Irish 
Legislature,  the  Roman  Catholic 
Prelates  of  Ireland,  holding  the  same 
views  as  in  1873,  were  bent  upon 
interfering  with  the  Univereity  of  Dublin, 
they  would  have  the  power  to  give  effect 
to  their  intentions?  I  have  expUined  what 
happened  in  1873,  long  before  the  Act 
of  1885  had  introducol  household  Rof- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


IS85         GotfemmetUof        {21  Junk  1893}  Ireland  Bill.  1586 


frage  ioto  the  counties  in  Ireland,  sending 
to  the  poll  thousands  of  voters  knowing 
nothing  of  these  questions,  and  many 
of  whom  rote  as  illiterates  I  and 
Then  the  Ballot  Act  had  not  come  into 
operation.  You  yourselves  have  seen 
what  power  these  Prelates  claimed,  and 
how  they  exercised  it  in  their  conflicts 
with  the  late  Mr.  Pamell,  and,  after  bis 
death,  with  those  of  his  followers  who, 
true  to  his  memory,  ventured  to  assert 
their  independence.  You  cannot  shut 
your  eyes  to  the  fact  that  this  question 
of  education  is  the  question,  before  all 
others,  on  which  these  Prelates  would 
command — and,&om  their  point  of  view, 
rightly  command — obedience  from  their 
co-religionists.  What  the  Land  Question 
is  to  the  Irish  peasant  the  Education 
Question  is  to  the  Irish  priest, 
and  especially  the  question  of 
University  Education  is  to  the  Irish 
Bishops.  <  I  ask  hon.  Members,  then, 
what  chance  would  any  minority,  Pro- 
testant or  otherwise,  have  of  resisting 
the  will  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Bishops 
on  this  question  ?  The  Legislative  JU- 
sembly  would  be  returned  by  the  same 
voters  as  return  the  Irish  Members  to 
this  House.  The  Xiegislative  Council, 
in  whatever  other  respects  they  might 
difl^r  from  the  Legislative  Assembly, 
would  probably  on  thisquestionbethemore 
docile  of  the  two.  But  the  danger  is 
admitted,  for  provisions  have  been  in- 
serted in  this  Bill  to  guard  against  it.  I 
must  ask  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
for  a  few  minutes  to  the  construction  of 
Sub-section  6  of  Clause  4.  That  is  the 
sob-section  by  which  we  have  been 
pnmiised  proteotlon  by  the  Government. 
I  venture  to  say  that  the  sub-section  is 
the  most  extraordinary  sample  of  bad 
draftsmanship  I  have  ever  seen.  The 
sub-section  enacts  that  the  powerd  of  the 
Irish  Legishiture  shall  not  extend  to  the 
making  of  any  law — 

"Whereby  any  existing  Corporation,  incor- 
porated by  Royal  Charter,  or  by  any  local  or 
general  Act  of  Parliament," 

may,  except  in  certain  cases — 

"Be  deprived  of  its  rights,  privileges,  or 
projwrty  without  doe  {nocess  of  law." 

From  that  I  would  infer,  as  a  matter  of 
grammar,  that,  should  any  such  Corpora- 
tion fall  within  either  of  the  excepted 
cases,  which  I  am  about  to  refer  to,  the 
powers  of  the  Irish  Legislature  would 
extend  to  depriving  them  of  their  rights, 


privileges,  or  property  without  due  pro 
cess  of  law  I    The  first  of  the  exceptions 
is — 

"  Not  being  a  Corporation  raising  for  pablic 
purposes  taxes,  rates,  cess,  due8,f;or  tolls,  or 
adminiBtering  funds  bo  raised." 

I  am  not  sure  that  it  might  not  be  con- 
tended that  Trinity  College  would  fall 
imder  that  description,  as  being  a  Corpora- 
tion that  administers  "  funds  so  raised." 
However,!  do  not  wish  to  dwell  upon  that. 
It  may  be  but  a  mistake  of  drafting. 
I  come  to  the  other  exception.  What 
are  the  circumstances  under  which  the 
Irish  Legislature  is  permitted  to  deal 
with  the  rights,  privileges,  and  property 
of  such  a  Corporation  as  Trinity  College 
wiUioat  due  process  of  law  ?  They  are 
to  be  allowed  to  do  so  with  the  consent 
either  of  the  Body  itself  or  of  the  Crown ; 
and  I  wag  informed  on  the  Second 
Reading  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Crown  means  the  Crown  advised 
by  the  English  Ministers,  although  that 
does  not  appear  from  the  language  of  the 
Bill.  As  to  the  consent  of  the  Corporation, 
it  might  not  be  difiicult  to  imagine  a 
state  of  affairs  in  the  future  in  which 
such  a  Corporation  might  be  coaxed  or 
cajoled  into  consenting,  but  I  say  at  once 
that  if  such  consent  were  now  sought  it 
would  not  be  obtained.  I  come  to  the  other 
alternative,  which,  no  doubt,  is  that  on 
which  the  Government  rely  when  they 
say  they  have  afforded  ample  protection 
to  Trinity  College — namely,  that  the 
Irish  legislature  may  take  action  in  the 
direction  I  have  indicated  if 

"  The  leave  of  Her  Majesty  Is  first  obtained 
on- Address  from  the  two  Hoobsb  of  the  Irish 
L^islature." 

I  ask  the  Committee  to  try  and  realise 
what  kind  of  safeguard  this  would  be  in 
practice.  I  assume  that  the  Ecclesiasti- 
cal Authorities — the  Prelates  to  whom  I 
have  referred — desire  to  deal  with  Dublin 
University.  You  cannot,  I  think,  suppose 
that  they  would  find  much  difficulty 
in  obtaining  the  necessary  Addresses 
whenever  they  please  from  the  two 
Houses  of  the  Irish  Legislature.  Being 
able  to  obtain  them  whenever  they 
please,  they  would  choose  their  own  time. 
They  would  choose  a  tinw  when  there  was 
in  power  a  complaisant  Government 
depending  possibly  for  its  existence 
on  the  vote  of  the  majority  of  the 
Irish  delegation.  The  Addresses  having 
been  passed   by  the  two  Houses  of 
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the  Irish  Legislature,  and  the  English 
Minister  being  willing  or  being  capable  of 
being  compelled  to  consent,  I  ask  what 
chance  any  friend  of  Dublin  Univeraity 
•—for  its  own  Members  would  hare  dis- 
appeared—would have  of  staying  the 
assenting  hand  of  a  strong  Minister? 
There  might  be  a  perfunctory  debate 
—not  such  a  discussion  as  we  had 
in  1873,  when  the  snbject  was  thoroughly 
gone  into — but  no  doubt  there  would 
have  been  sketched  out  a  plausible 
scheme  suggesting  all  kinds  of  safe- 
guards. Under  such  circumstances,  what 
would  it  involve  to  obtain  from  the  Im- 
perial Parliament  a  Vote  of  Censure  on 
the  Ministry  which  gave  its  assent  ?  It 
wonid  involve  the  overthrow  of  the 
Groverument,  and  with  them  of  all  the 
shipwreck  argosy  of  interests,  public  and 
private,  in  which  its  supporters  were 
concerned.  I  say  that  to  offer  us  such  a 
safeguard  as  that  is  simply  absurd.  It  is 
no  safeguard  at  all.  I  wish  now  to  say 
a  few  words  as  to  the  actual  state  at  the 
present  time  of  the  demands  of  the  Irish 
Prelates  on  this  subject.  I  will  not 
weary  the  Committee  with  many  declara- 
tions, but  I  must  give  one.  It  was  made 
by  the  present  Archbishop  of  Dublin,  the 
Most  Rev.  Dr.  Walsh,  on  a  very  remark- 
able occasion  about  seven  years  ago, 
just  at  the  time  when  he  had  been 
appointed  Archbishop.  He  went 
to  visit  his  brother  jArchbishop,  Dr. 
Croke,  at  Thurles,  and  was  presented 
with  ail  address  by  the  students.  The 
utterance  I  am  about  to  quote  was  made 
in  response  to  that  address.  I  should 
say  it  was  just  two  days  after  Parlia- 
ment had  assembled,  in  January,  1886. 
The  Government  of  Lord  Salisbury 
was  then  in  Office,  and  the  air  was 
thick  with  rumours,  one  of  them  being 
that  the  Government  were  about  to  give 
to  the  Roman  Catholic  Bishops  a  De- 
nominfttional  University  for  themselves, 
largely  endowed,  and  in  every  way  cal- 
culated to  attract  them,  except  that  it 
was  not  to  interfere  with  Dubliu  Uni- 
versity or  Trinity  College.  What  did 
Archbishop  Walsh  say  on  that  occasion  ? 
He  said — 

"  Witboat  running  the  riek  of  being  set  down 
as  a  false  prophet,  I  may  safely  say  that  an 
attempt  to  deal  with  the  Irish  University 
Question  will  be  amongst  the  chief  proposals 
to  be  set  before  Parliament  when  it  begins  its 
work.  It  would,  moreover,  from  the  signs  and 
whisperii^  that  are  in  the  air  aroand  us,  be 
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no  difficult  task  to  sketch  oat  the  OQtlinei  of 
the  projected  measure  that  will  be  offered  to 
as.  Its  main  purpose  will  be  to  bnttressnp 
that  ancient  citadel  <tf  ascendency  and  exclo- 
siveness  which  bas  stood  for  centnriei  in 
College  Green ;  to  maintain  unBhaken  thit 
standing  monument  of  couquest  this  new  pro- 
posal will  offer  us  in  all  probability  the  heavien 
of  heavy  bribes.  If  it  be  so,  I  can  sateh 
prouhecy  of  this  new  attempt  which  may  be 
made  to  patch  up  the  wretched  system  with 
which  at  present  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  are 
forced  to  content  themselves  as  a  system  of 
University  Education  that  it  wilt  butserrebi 
add  one  other  item  to  a  long  catalogue  of  aid 
and  disastrous  failures.  For  so  long  as  thtt 
central  fortress  of  the  education  tkot  is  not 
Catholic  " — that  is,  Trinity  College,  Dublin— 
*'  is  allowed  to  stand,  as  it  has  now  kmg  stood, 
in  the  very  foremost  position,  and  to  occopy 
the  most  glorious  site  in  our  Catholic  Citj  ot 
Dublin,  so  long  will  it  be  impossible  for  uj 
statesman,  be  he  English  or  Irish,  to  deal  with 
this  great  question  on  the  only  ground  on  which 
UniTersity  reform  in  Ireland  can  be  n^aided 
as  satiafiBCtoty,  or  even  as  entitled  to  acqnies- 
cence — the  open  and  level  ground  of  foil  and 
absolute  equality  for  the  Catholics  of  Ireland." 

The  report  I  have  quoted  is  taken  from 
The  FreematCs  Journal  of  Januaiy 
Id,  1886.  The  Archbishop  says,  in 
effect,  "  You  may  ofier  us  the  most 
tempting  salaries,  the  most  splendid  en- 
dowments and  buildings,  and  every 
honour  which  may  make  the  new  Uniro- 
sity  acceptable  to  us ;  but,  as  long  as  this 
ancient  citadel  standii  as  the  representa- 
tive of  the  education  which  is  not 
Catholic,  no  settlement  offered  by 
English  or  Irish  statesmen  wilt  be  ac- 
ceptable." 

Mr.  sexton  :  WUl  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  allow  me  to  interpose  for  a 
moment  ?  He  has  quoted  some  words 
used  by  the  Catholic  Archbidiop 
of  Dublin  in  1886.  Is  he  not  aware  <^ 
the  more  recent  declaration,  both  of  the 
Archbishop  and  of  other  Irish  Prelates 
that  the  Irish  University  QuesUoa 
might  be  settled  in  a  sense  satUfadory 
to  Catholics  withput  disturbance  of 
Dublin  University. 

•Mr.  PLUNKET  :  I  have  not  hemi 
of  any  such  declarations,  but  I  am  qoite 
aware  that  in  the  presence  of  the  Home 
Rule  Bill  very  moderate  language  in- 
deed has  been  used  ;  aud  The  FreemmCt 
Jounxal,  which  I  believe  is  the  organ  of 
the  Catholics  Prelates  of  Ireland,  bss 
made  various  complimentary  allusicsis 
to  Trinity  College.  They  lunve  said  it 
baa  some  claims  on  Irishmen,  and  hu 
doue  some  service  to  Irishmen,  aud  th^ 
have  spoken  of  levelling  up  as  well  as 
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levelling  down.    That  is  all  very  well  in 
the  presence  of  a  Bill  which  proposes  to 
transfer  the  control  of  Trinity  College 
from  this  Assembly  to  an  Irish  X^isla- 
ture ;  bat  I  bare  quoted  the  words  which 
were  solemnly  spoken  in  a  most  resolute 
and  far-reaching  way.     Those  words 
mean   either    the   transfOTmation  of 
Trinity  College  into  a  place  of  Catholic 
teaching  or  its  abolition.    They  mean 
confiscation  or  destruction.    That  is  the 
doom  pronounced  by  this  haughty  Prelate. 
I  ask   this   Imperial   Parliament,  will 
they  hand  Trinity  College  over  to  such 
a  master  ?    is  this  the  fate  reserved 
for  Dublin  University  ?    I  thank  the 
Committee    for    the    attention  they 
have    given    to  me.     I   have  been 
pleading  for  an  Institntiou  which  is 
very  dear  to  me,  as  it  ui  I  know  to 
many  in  Ireland  who  do  not  share  my 
political  opinions.    I  will  only  ask,  in 
conclusion,  have  we  not  got  some  claims 
to  all  the  consideration  and  all  the  pro- 
tection that  this  Imperial  Parliament  can 
give  us  ?    Have  we  not  some  claims  as 
a  place  of  learning  ;  have  we  not  some 
claims  in  regard  to  the  services  that 
Trinity  College  has  rendered  to  Ireland, 
and,  I  will  say,  to  the  Empire  ?  Any- 
one vho  remembers  the  proceedings  of 
the  tercentenary  celebration  of  last  year 
will   not  qnestion  the  claims  of  the 
University   of   Dublin   as   a  place  of 
learning  and  research.    On  that  occasion 
men  camo  from  all  parts  of  the  world  to 
render  their  iiomage  to,  and  express  their 
Admiration  for,  the  work  of  this  furthest 
outpost  of  learning  in  the  Western  Seas. 
But  what  has  Trinity  College  done  for 
Ireland  ?    In  a  land  riven  by  faction,  in  a 
society  split  to  its  base  by  religious  contro- 
versy, Dublin  University  has  formore  than 
a  centary  done  all  she  could  to  fulfil  the 
prayer  of  Grattau  and  the  appeal  of 
0*Connell  by  educating  together  the 
young  men  of  Ireland.    She  has  fulfilled 
her  duty  to  the  country  in  which  she  was 
placed,  and   I  remember  the  eloquent 
words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr, 
"W.  E.  Gladstone)  in  1873,  when  he 
'expressed  his  sense  of  gratitude  to,  and 
veneration  for,  Trinity  College,  which 
he   said   had   done   for  Ireland  much 
of    the  good  which   had  ever  been 
done    for    her    at    all.     She  has 
sent  forth  Irishmen  to  win  fame  and 
Intone  for  themselves  and  renown  for 
the  Irish'  name  in  every  part  of  the  world 
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where  the  English  language  is  spoken, 
I  myself   have  seen   four  Irishmen, 
graduates  of  Dublin  University,  sitting 
at  the  same  time  on  the  Bench  in 
the   High   Courts    of    this  country. 
I  have  seen  Lord  Cairns  presiding  as 
Lord  High  Chancellor  of  England ;  I 
have  seen  Archbishop  Magee  enthroned 
as   Archbishop   of   York  ;     I  have 
seen    Lord     Mayo,    another  Dublin 
graduate,  administering  the  great  Depen- 
dency of  India  for  the  Crown.  Nor 
have    her    services   been   confined  to 
any  one  class  of  politicians,  or  to  any  one 
section  of  the  Irish  people  ?    It  is  the 
College  of   Swift   and   Molyneux,  of 
Grattan  and   Curran,  of   Tom  Moore 
and     Thomas     Davis,  and    of  Isaac 
Butt.     Yes  ;  and  in  this  House  to-day 
there  are  not  a  few  men  who  have 
had  their  education  in  Trinity  College, 
Dublin,  whom,  though  widely  differing 
from  me  in  politics,  I  am  proud  to  claim 
among  her  alumni  —  I  may  name  the 
present  Attorney  General  for  England  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford,  who  I 
think,  among  the  many  eloquent  men  in 
this  House,  best  revive  the  ancient  renown 
of  Irish  eloq  uence.  These  are  some  of  the 
services  Trintty  College  has  rendered  to 
Ireland  and  to  the  Empire,    We  claim 
no  immunity  from  any  Act  this  Imperial 
Parliament  may  pass.      Taking  these 
records  iu  my  hand,  I  should  not  fear 
to  plead  the  cause  of  my  University  before 
any  enlightened  tribunal  iu  the  world,  be- 
fore auy  assemblage  of  educated  Irish  lay- 
men ;  but  In  view  of  the  attitude  which, 
as  I  think  most  unfortunately,  has  in 
recent  times  been  taken  by  leaders  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  in  Ireland,  re- 
membering their  declarations  and  their 
threats,  and  foreseeing  the  power  which 
would  certainly  prevail  on  such  questions 
as  these  in  such  a  I^egislature  as  you  are 
proposing  to  establish,  I  claim  for  Trinity 
College  and  for  Dublin  University  that 
here  in  the  clear  light,  in  the  free  air,  of 
this  free  and  famous  Parliament,  and  here 
alone,  our  fate  shall  be  decided. 

Amendment  proposed, 

la  page  2,  line  33,  after  the  word  "or,"  to 
innert,  u  a  new  sab-aection,  the  words—"  (6) 
Affecting  the  coostitntjon,  endowments,  pro- 
perty, or  privil^Ees  of  Trinity  College,  Doblio, 
or  of  the  University  ot  Dublin ;  or." — (Mr, 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 
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The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian)  :  I  am  not  surprised 
that  the  eloquent  and  touching  appeal 
which  has  been  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ou  behalf  of  hie  College  and 
hia  University  should  have  elicited  the 
warm  cheers  of  the  Committee  at  the 
conclusion  of  his  speech.  They  were 
well  deserved  both  in  the  letter  and  in 
the  spirit  of  their  appeal.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  done  me  the  justice 
and  the  kindoess  to  refer  to  the  language 
used  by  me  in  1 873 ;  aud,  as  far  as  I 
can  derive  any  benefit  from  the  appeal 
he  has  now  nutde  on  behalf  of  his  Col- 
lege, I  say  at  once  that  that  Collie 
shall  receive  the  most  careful,  con- 
siderate, equitable,  and  generous  treat- 
ment at  our  hands.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  dispositiou  to  deal  with  it  other- 
wise. But  I  separate  that  appeal  from 
the  speech  of  the'right  hon  .  Gentleman, 
because  the  distinction  between  them  is 
broad.  The  appeal  was,  in  point  of  fact, 
the  only  portion  of  the  speech  which  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  Amendment. 
The  speech  consisted  of  two  parts  :  the 
first  was  an  historical  review,  and  the 
second  a  plea  against  the  supposition 
that  it  would  be  safer  to  permit  Trinity 
College  and  Dublin  University  to  be 
dealt  with  under  the  6th  sub-section 
of  this  clause.  With  regard  to  bis 
historical  review,  I  thank  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  his  candid,  and 
more  than  candid,  reference  to  the  Kill 
of  1873.  I  confess  that  I  was  deepiy 
interested  in  the  fate  of  that  Bill,  and  I 
have  never  nnderstood  the  inner  history 
of  the  public  motives  which  led  to  that 
B  ill  bei  ng  overthrown  through  the 
agency  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Prelates 
in  combination,  I  am  bound  to  say,  with 
the  entire  Tory  Party.  When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  came  down  to  the  point 
where  he  found  himself  in  possession  of 
some  very  strong  declarations  by  some 
Roman  Catholic  Prelates  against  the 
system  of  education  pursued  in  Trinity 
College,  aud  apparently  against  Triuity 
College  itself,  he  was  reminded  by  a  lead- 
ing Irish  MembOT  that  ou  a  more  recent 
date  moderate  language  had  beeaheld  and 
substantially  different  views  expressed  ; 
but  his  answer  was — "  Yes,  that  has  been 
done  in  face  of  the  Home  Rule  Bill." 
That  is  so.  But  what  is  the  principle  on 
which   the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 


ceeds ?  It  is  that  language  used  by 
Roman  Catholic  Prelates  or  others  at  a 
period  when  they  were  in  a  condition  of 
despair,  when  no  hope  was  hdd  ont  to 
them  for  the  falfilment  of  the  oue  eager, 
passionate,  undying  wish  of  their  countrr, 
that  such  language  is  to  be  interpreted 
with  the  utmost  rigour  and  to  the  ei- 
tremest  ietter  to  which  it  extends  as  the 
expression  under  all  circumstances  of 
their  deliberate  and  final  resolve;  but  the 
language  which  they  hold  when  the  door 
of  hope  has  been  opened,  when  tbey  see 
the  way  to  the  fulfilment  of  thdr 
reasonable  expectations,  and  when 
the  meUifinent  effect  of  such  prospects 
had  had  its  legitimate  result,  is  to  be 
regarded  as  idle  aud  null  declara- 
tions,  adopted  to  serve  the  purpose  of  the 
moment.  \_Opposition cheers J\  Yes;  those 
cheers,  in  which  I  am  glad  to  note  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  himself 
join,  are  the  expression  of  the  extreme 
ideas  which  prevail  in  a  certain  section  of 
the  Honse  with  regard  to  the  Irish 
people,  and  which,  so  far  as  tbey  prevail, 
render  hopeless  the  government  of  Ire- 
land by  this  Honse.  The  whole  argn- 
mentative  part  of  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  however,  had  no  refer- 
ence whatever  to  the  Amendment.  It 
was  an  argument  entirely  upon  the  6th 
sub-section.  Now,  the  question  of  the 
sufficiency  of  the  6th  sub-section  is  not 
before  the  Committee  at  all.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  rocognises  that 
that  sub-section  contains  the  recognition 
of  what  I  may  call  a  threefold  defence 
for  Trinity  College.  First  of  all,  the 
Irish  Legislature  cannot  be  moved  except 
with  the  coiutent  of  Trinity  Collie. 
Beyond  that  there  is  another  security — 
namely,  the  Joint  Address  from  the  two 
Houses  of  the  Irish  Legislature.  Aud 
there  is  a  security  which  goes  beyond 
that  stili,  because  the  language  of  the 
clause  is  that  there  must  be  tbe  leave  <^ 
Her  Majesty  upon  an  Address  of  the  two 
Houses  of  the  Irish  Legislature.  The 
effect  of  that  must  be  to  give  to  the 
British  Parliament  a  distinct  locut  ttandi 
with  respect  to  proposals  that  might  bb 
made  affecting  the  Charter  of  Trinity 
College.  It  seems  to  me  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  entirely  fuled  to  make- 
out  any  case  for  the  extension  of  that  , 
defence.  But  is  the  Amendment  tenable  ?  \ 
The  6th  sub-section  may  be  insuflScient, 
according  to  the  view  of  the  rigbt  hon. 
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GrentlemaD ;  but  that  does  not  show  bis 
AmeDdmeot  is  right.  The  Amendraent 
is  fouoded  upon  a  different  principle. 
That  principle  is  to  transplant  Trinity 
College  and  the  University  of  Dubliu, 
and  to  reserve  them  altogether  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Imperial  Legis- 
lature, in  which  Ireland  would  be  repre- 
sented by  a  fraction  comparatively 
insignificaDt  iu  numbers  of  the  entire 
Parliament,  and  consequently  could  not 
give  anything  of  a  marked  Irish  cha- 
racter to  the  Legislature  considered  as  a 
whole.  Is  it  fair  or  reasonable  to  take 
this  matter  out  of  the  Bill  altogether  P 
It  will  be  remembered  that  at  different 
times  daring  the  discussions  on  this  *BU1 
the  idea  has  corae  into  view  that  Ulster, 
as  it  is  called,  which  means  merely  the 
Korth-East  corner  of  Ulster,  might  be 
taken  out  of  the  Bill;  but  Irishmen — 
Ulstermeu,  Protestants,  aud  Orangemen 
— have  recoiled  in  horror  from  that  idea, 
and  have  said  that  whatever  is  to  happen 
let  us  take  our  chance  and  our  share  with 
the  rest  of  Ireland.  That  is,  I  think, 
noble  language,  that  does  credit  to 
those  gentlemen,  and  shows  that 
after  all  they  mast,  in  spite  of 
appearances,  be  more  or  less  Irishmen, 
and  that  they  are  willing  to  fall  into  line 
with  their  fellow-countrymen  in  r^ard 
to  legitimate  Irish  affairs.  This  is  not, 
however,  the  langui^e  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  for  he  proposes  to  take  Dublin 
University  out  of  Ireland  altogether, 
to  deny  that  it  has  a  legitimate  Irish 
cliaractor,  aud  to  declare  that  it  is  a 
University  whose  interests  can  only 
suitably  be  considered  in  an  Assembly 
where,  if  Irishmen  sit,  they  will  sit  as  a 
mere  handful  amongst  an  overwhelming 
number  of  those  who  are  not  Irishmen. 
The  right  hon.  Grentleman  is  perfectly 
within  his  right  in  contending  that  the 
provisions  of  Sab-section  6  are  insnffi- 
cient  for  their  purpose;  but  he  goes  be- 
yond all  limits  in  the  matter  in  proposing 
to  take  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  out  of 
the  purview  of  the  Irish  Legislature.  I 
want  to  know  how  far  this  process  of 
transplantation  is  to  extend  ?  Having 
once  put  the  spade  into  the  ground,  and 
Iiaving  carried  out  of  Ireland  a  certain 
portion — and  that  not .  the  worst  or  the 
least  in  that  island — so  far  as  they  can 
over  the  Channel  into  this  eoiintry,  does 
the  *ight  hoc.  Gentleman  think  it  is 
possible  to  stop  there  ?   Is  the  case  of 


Trinity  College  to  be  treated  us  posi- 
tively exceptional  ?  Are  there  no  other 
Corporate  Institutions  iu  Ireland  which 
iiave  every  clum,  except  that  they  are 
junior,  that  is  possessed  by  Trinity 
College  for  exceptional  consideration  ? 
If  the  Committee  could  be  induced  to 
accede  to  the  proposal — and  I  am  sure 
they  could  not — to  denationalise  Trinity 
College,  and  to  say  that  no  Irish  Legis- 
lature, however  constituted,  should  be 
able  to  propose  any  plan,  however 
wisely  and  generously  conceived,  which 
touches  Trinity  College,  they  must 
deal  in  the  same  way  with  Queen^s 
College,  Belfast,  and  the  other  Col- 
leges in  Ireland.  The  result  would  be 
that  every  such  incorporated  Institution, 
although  elaborately  protected,  and  al- 
though it  would  be  perfectly  at  liberty 
to  persuade  the  Committee  that  it  should 
be  more  elaborately  protected,  would  in- 
evitably adopt  the  principle  that  no  such 
protectiou  is  insufficient.  Under  these 
circumstances,  the  only  course  open  to 
the  Committed  would  be  to  carry  all  of 
these  Institutions  out  of  Ireland  and  deal 
with  them  iu  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
It  is,  therefore,  impossible  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  entertain  the  Amendment, 
which,  whatever  maybe  the  case  under  S  ub- 
section  6,  is  beyond  the  just  scope  of  any 
Amendment  to  this  Bill,  and  on  behalf  of 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  with 
all  his  ability  and  eloquence,  which  have 
never  been  more  largely  expendetl  than 
on  the  present  occasion,  has  beeu  unable 
to  offer  a  single  word. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  lie  merely  inter- 
posed to  explain  what  he  had  previously 
said  by  way  of  interruption.  He  thought 
it  rather  unfortunate  that  the  right  hon. 
Grentieman,  in  the  coarse  of  his  elaborate 
and  exceedingly  able  and  eloquent  speech, 
should  have  relied  simply  upon  the 
words  of  one  Prelate  uttered  some  years 
ago;  and  he  considered  it  would  have 
beeu  better  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
before  delivering  so  important  a  speech, 
and  upon  as  occasion  so  grave,  had 
informed  himself  of  the  utterances  of  a 
later  date.  He  held  in  his  hand  resolur 
tions  which  had  been  adopted  at  a  general 
meeting  of  the  Archbishops  and  Bishops, 
of  Irehmd  on  the  25th  of  June,  1889. 
Those  resolutions  were  signed  by  the 
Archbishop  of  Armagh,  now  Cardinal 
Loguc.  One  of  those  resolutions  was  to 
the  effect  that  the  Episcopal  Body 
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would  be  satisfied  with  the  establish- 
ment either  of  an  exclusively  Catholic 
Unirereity  or  of  one  in  couuectioD  with 
one  or  more  other  Colleges,  the  Catholic 
students  to  hare  equal  privileges  with 
non-Catholic  students.  Those  alterna- 
tives having  been  presented,  it  followed 
that  neither  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin 
nor  any  other  Catholic  Prelate  in  Irelaud 
considered  any  disturbance  whatever  of 
Trinity  College  to  be  essential  in  the 
Bettlemeot  of  the  question  of  University 
Education. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
said,  if  the  eloquent  words  of  his  Col- 
league in  the  representation  of  the 
University  of  Dublin  were  not  of  them- 
selves sufficient  to  induce  a  favourable 
consideration  for  the  Amendment  from 
the  Government,  he  did  not  at  alt  pre- 
sume to  think  that  his  words  would  bring 
about  such  a  result.  At  the  same  time, 
he  thought  the  Committee  would  acknow- 
ledge that  it  was  but  natural  that  one 
who  was  entrusted  with  the  representa- 
tion of  Trinity  College  'in  this  House 
should,  so  far  as  in  him  lay,  protect  her 
interests,  and  should  desire  to  say  some- 
thing upou  au  Amendment  which  was  of 
such  vital  importance  to  bis  constituency. 
He  had  thought  when  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Kerry  got  up  after  the  speech 
of  his  right  Iiou.  Colleague  in  the  repre- 
sentation of  Dublin  University  that  he 
was  going  to  quote  something  in  some 
way  or  other  modifying  or  withdrawing 
the  speech  of  Archbishop  Walsh  upou 
which  portion  of  the  argument  of  his 
right  hon.  Colleague  was  based.  Nothing 
of  the  kind  had,  however,  occurred.  He 
was  surprised,  after  it  had  been  reiterated 
over  and  over  again  by  the  Prime 
Minister  and  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Kerry,  that  that  state- 
ment by  Archbishop  Walsh  was  an 
isolated  statement,  that  not  one  single 
word  in  modification  of  the  statement ; 
that  not  one  single  expression  of  regret 
for  that  statement ;  that  not  one  single 
syllable  withdrawing  that  statement, 
either  by  Archbishop  Walsh  or  by  any 
of  the  other  Roman  Catholic  Prelates, 
had  been  brought  forward  in  the  Debate. 
There  was  nothing  in  the  resolutions  of 
the  Bishops  which  were  read  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kerry  inconsistent  with  the 
statement  made  by  Archbishop  Walsh. 
What  was  the  substance  of  these  re- 
solutions ?    That  the  Roman  Catholic 

Mr.  SexUm 


hierarchy  would  be  satisfied  if  they  got  a 
representation  proportionate  to  tbeir 
numbers  on  the  Board  of  the  Univerutj 
of  Dublin,  Why,  that  was  the  joj 
thing  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  feared 
— that  the  University  of  Dublin  wonld 
become  a  Roman  Catholic  Institutiou  ;  fot 
either  that  or  its  demolition  would  alone 
satisfy  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarcbj. 
It  was  said  that  Archbishop  Walsh's 
statement  was  an  isolated  statement  He 
did  not  at  all  agree  with  that.  He  foundin 
The  Scotsman  of  17th  April,  1893,  ta 
account  of  Cardinal  Logne^s  visit  to 
Belfast,  where,  in  reply  to  an  address 
from  the  students  of  St.  Maladu''s 
College— 

"  His  Eminence  conteniled  that  the  Qoeai'i 
Colleges  of  Ireland  and  the  Univetaity  of  DnbUn 
were  Godless  iDstitutions,  and  dangennis  to  tbe 
faith  of  Catholic  students." 

The  19th  of  April,  1893,  while  actuaUy 
this  Home  Rule  Bill  was  being  considered 
by  the  House,  Archbishop  Walsh  de- 
nounced Trinity  College  as  non-Catholic, 
and  Cardinal  Logue  deuounced  it  as  a 
Godless  Institution ;  and  if  tbe  Com- 
mittee were  to  baud  over  Trinity  College 
to  a  Parliament  which  would  be  to  a  large 
extent  composed  of  the  nominees  of  the 
Catholic  Bishops,  what  chance  would 
there  be  for  the  Institution  ?  and  the  Prime 
Minister  referred  to  what  he  described  as 
the  milder  declarations  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  hierarchy  on  the  subject  of 
Trinity  College,  and  argued  that  it  was 
unfair  to  pin  them  to  one  isolated  ex- 
pression. But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
like  the  Member  for  North  Kerry,  did 
not  quote  a  single  word  of  these  milder 
declarations.  The  fact  was,  that  these 
milder  declarations  existed  only  in  the 
goodwill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman; 
they  existed  only  so  far  as  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wished  them  to  exist; 
but  the  Committee  should  not  believe  in 
tlieir  existence  until  they  were  produced. 
So  far  as  he  knew,  the  arguments  that 
were  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  fw 
Kerry  (Mr.  Sexton)  were  not  incon- 
sistent,* but  would  enable  them  to  carry 
out  the  very  things  they  had  put  for* 
ward.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  asked  why  Trinity 
College  should  be  excepted  any  more 
than  any  other  Institution  in  Ireland ; 
and  he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man put  forward  this  extraordinary  aign- 
meut  that,  by  excepting  Trinity  College 
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from  the  Bill,  they  were  practically  trans- 
pUntiDg  it  from  Ireland.  If  he  could 
follow  the  right  hoD.  Gentleman,  he 
rather  talked  in  this  way:  that  it  would 
become  an  alien  or  foreign  Insti- 
tution. Was  that  so  ?  If  so,  some 
alanning  results  had  already  happened 
by  what  the  Committee  had  already 
done  on  this  Bill.  They  had  already 
excepted  every  Institution  established  or 
maintained  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
out  denominational  education  ;  and  he 
wished  to  know,  had  they  transplanted 
these  to  this  country  and  thereby  ren- 
dered them  foreign  Institutions  in  Ire- 
land ?  It  was  a  most  extraordinary 
argument ;  but  it  was  the  whole  basis  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  argument, 
because  hitherto  Triuity  College  had 
been  a  National  University  ;  bnt  if  they 
excepted  it  from  the  Home  Rule  Bill, 
ihey  transplanted  it  from  that  position. 
As  he  had  said,  they  had  done  tne  same 
with  every  Denominational  Institution  in 
Ireland.  Let  him  draw  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  to  this  fact:  If  Trinity 
College  were  a  Denominational  Institu- 
tion they  themselves  would  have  ex- 
cepted it  from  the  Bill  ;  but  because 
Trinity  College,  originally  founded  by 
Charter  300  years  ago  as  a  Denomina- 
tional Institution  had  of  its  own  free 
will  and  volition  kept  pace  with  the 
times  to  snch  an  extent  as  to  open  its 
doors  to  all  religions,  had  agreed  to  be- 
come an  Undenominational  Institution, 
for  that  generosity  they  were  going  to 
put  it  in  the  power  of  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture, whereas  if  it  had  retained  its 
character  as  a  Denomiuatioual  Institu- 
tion they  would  have  excepted  it.  He 
asked,  was  that  really  what  the  Com- 
mittee were  prepared  to  do  ?  Had  any- 
body io  the  Committee  ventured  to  deny 
that  by  the  opening  of  Trinity  College 
the  young  men  of  Ireland  of  all  re- 
ligions, had  been  able  to  meet  there,  to 
be  brought  up  there,  and  educated  to- 
gether ;  where  they  had  formed  generous 
friendships  and  relations  which  stood  out 
in  the  history  of  Ireland  beyond  all  the 
faction  and  all  the  struggles  they  had 
been  going  through  ?  And  the  return 
which  the  Committee  were  going  to 
make  to  the  Board  for  doing  all  that  was 
simply  to  tell  them  they  were  too  late 
now  ;  they  themselves,  according  to  the 
spirit  of  the  age,  had  rendered  themselves 
VOL.  XIII.   [foubth  ssribs.] 


an  Undenominational  Institution,  and 
the  Committee  would  not  give 
the  exception  they  would  have 
given  if  they  had  retained  the 
character  of  a  Denominational  Institution. 
He  should  like  to  ask  this  question,  be- 
cause he  thought  it  was  one  entlrelj 
germane  to  the  Amendment  of  his  right 
Hon.  Friend.  What  suggestion  could 
be  made  as  to  what  would  be  any  reason- 
able change  in  the  Charter  of  Trinity 
College  as  it  at  present  stood  ?  He 
could  well  understand  an  argument 
brought  forward  as  to  whether  they  were 
going  to  allow  a  change  in  this  or  in  that 
respect ;  but  he  wanted  to  know  what 
was  the  change  they  suggested  could  be 
made  with  any  advantage,  or  that  the 
Committee  would  say  ought  to  be  made 
in  the  Chartered  Institution  of  Trinity 
College,  Dublin  ?  Were  they  going  to 
make  it  more  undenominational?  That 
was  not  the  policy  of  the  Bishops  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  in  Ireland. 
Their  policy  was  to  rear  up  Denomina- 
tional Institutions.  Were  they  going  to 
allow  them  to  turn  it  into  a  purely 
Deuominatioual  lustitution  ?  If  so,  it 
would  be  for  Roman  Catholic  education, 
as  it  would  be  going  too  far  to  expect 
they  should  ask  Trinity  College  so  to 
alter  its  Charter  as  to  exclude  Roman 
Catholics,  and  put  it  back  to  the  position 
it  was  in  100  or  moreyears  ago.  There- 
fore, what  was  the  manifest  change  they 
were  to  make  ?  One  that  might  be  sug- 
gested was  that  the  Catholics  might  be 
admitted  on  the  Board.  If  there  was  one 
thiug  more  than  another  that  deserved 
commendation  it  was  that  the  Board  was 
not  selected  with  reference  to  politics,  to 
religion,  or  anything  else  save  and  except 
merit,  according  to  seniority.  There  was 
nothing  to  prevent  CathoUcs  of  Ireland, 
who  had  attained  tlie  position  of  Fellows,, 
from  obtaining  even  more  than  a  due 
place  on  the  Governing  Body  of  Trinity 
College  according  to  their  number  in  the 
College.  Were  they  going  to  suggest 
something  like  what  was  suggested  and 
repudiated  by  this  House  in  1873,  that 
instead  of  the  present  system  there  should 
be  a  selection  by  the  Government,  or  in 
some  other  way,  of  Roman  Catholics  and 
Protestants  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  up 
a  balance  on  the  Board  ?  He  submitted 
a  more  excellent  system  prevailed  at  pre- 
sent; and  in  the  course  of  time,  if  the 
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Koman  CatholioB  came  into  the  UniTer- 
Bitjf  they  wonld  obtain  hy  their  own 
merits  a  fall  position  on  the  Board  and  a 

full  position  in  the  managemeDt  of  this 
great  University.  Therefore,  he  asked, 
why  should  Trinity  College  be  in  any 
way  interfered  with,  or  why  should  they 
give  a  power  of  interference  ?  Was 
there  any  Catholic  candidate,  or  anyone 
who  had  been  a  student  at  Trinity 
College  in  this  House,  who  would  get  up 
and  say  that,  either  educationally  or 
socially,  he  was  at  any  disadvantage  id 
Trinity  College  ?  Any  Catholic  who 
had  gone  through  Trinity  College 
would  hear  testimony  to  the  truth  of 
what  he  was  saying — that,  so  far 
from  its  being  any  disadvantage  either  in 
obtaining  prizes  or  the  awards  that  were 
given,  far  more  than  a  due  proportion  of 
them,  according  to  numbers,  were 
obtained  by  those  Catholics  who  had 
matriculated  there.  For  himself  he  had 
never  known  any  advantage  of  any  kind 
derived  at  Trinity  College  by  theadherents 
of  any  religion  over  those  who  professed 
another  faith.  Therefore,  he  said  that, 
so  far  as  Trinity  College  was  concerned, 
it  was  the  great  Undenominational  In- 
stitution in  Ireland,  that  had  tended  to 
cement  the  breaches  that  had  existed, 
and  if  they  were  only  a  little  more  ^ 
comraoQ  in  Ireland  might  tend  to  a  great 
and  ready  solution  of  this  question ; 
therefore,  they  asked  the  Committee  not 
to  hand  over  this  great  Institution  to  the 
Irish  Legislature.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  said  the  6th 
sub-section  was  not  before  them,  though 
he  noticed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
having  made  that  remarkable  statement, 
proceeded  to  discuss  it. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  was 
replying  shortly  to  a  lengthy  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  it  was  a  strong 

point  to  lay  down  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
must  not  refer  to  the  6th  sub-section, 
because  the  very  justification  for  the 
Amendment  was  that  they  were  not  pro- 
tected by  any  other  olanse  or  suh-seotion 
iu  the  Bill ;  therefore,  before  they  could 
justify  their  putting  down  this  Amend- 
ment, they  must  be  prepared  to  show — as 
his  right  hon.  Friend  showed  conclusively 
— that  none  of  the  safeguards  of  the  6th  I 
Mr.  Carson 
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sub-section  covered  the  case  of  Trinit; 
College,  Dublin.  They  were  told  \^ 
the  6th  suh-section  that  any  Corporation 
incorporated  by  Boyal  Charter  was  not 
to  pass  a  law — 

"  UnlesB  it  consentB,  or  the  leave  of  Her 
Majesty  is  first  obtained  on  Address  turn  tbe 
two  flonees  of  the  Irish  Lcgislatore." 

What  protection  was  that  ?  There  was 
not  so  much  protection  as  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament going  through  the  two  Houses  ; 
to  prevent  them  passing  a  law  wu 
absurd  if  the  Address  of  the  two  Houses 
was  sufficient.  Then  it  was  said  they 
must  get  the  assent  of  Her  Majesty  in 
Council.  That  would  depend  on  what 
was  the  condition  of  the  Parties  in  this 
House  in  relation  to  the  Irish  contingent 
who  might  be  holding  the  Government, 
who,  if  the  Government  refused  that 
assent,  might  turn  the  Government  out 
of  Office.  So,  as  far  as  that  was  con- 
cerned, there  was  no  protection  at  all. 
He  would  like  to  draw  attention  to  this; 
that  if  they  got  that  assent  they  could 
take  away  from  Trinity  College,  and 
deprive  her  of  her  property,  even  without 
due  process  of  law,  and  it  was  only  where 
assent  was  not  given  or  the  Address  was 
not  given  by  the  two  Houses  that  they 
could  proceed  to  deprive  Trinity  College 
of  her  property  so  long  as  they  did  it  hj 
due  process  of  law.  It  would  be  easy  to 
pass  an  Act,  but  what  was  the  due 
process  of  law  to  carry  it  out  ?  If  it 
meant  anything,  it  meant  tbe  pvcess 
laid  down  by  Parliament  itself ;  because 
as  the  law  at  present  existed,  he  defied 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Bench 
opposite  to  point  to  any  due  process  by 
which  Trinity  College  or  any  of  these 
Corporations  could  be  fined  in  Ireland. 
Therefore,  they  came  to  this  :  Was  the 
'  Committee  prepared,  in  face  of  the 
fact  that  Trinity  College  had  over  and 
over  again  been  assailed,  and  onlj 
protecteil  by  the  multiplied  interests  in 
this  House ;  were  they  now,  after  the 
House  in  1873  r^ected  the  proposal,  to 
change  the  constitution  of  Trinity 
College,  going  to  hand  over  the  power 
of  doing  so  to  the  Irish  Legislature,  to  a 
subordinate  Parliament  to  their  own  ? 
As  his  righ  hon.  Friend  said,  they 
claimed  no  immunity  for  Trinity  College 
— no  sanotity;  but  what  they  did  say  was 
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tbat  if  thay  could  fiod  any  prirUeges 
there  that  did  not  attach  to  all  classes  of 
the  community,  let  tbat  be  dealt  witli, 
Aod  DOt  baud  over  the  College  to  those 
whose  only  effort  had  been  to  ever  assail 
and  threaten  her.  He  must  say,  in 
relation  to  this  Amendmeut,  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  in  refusing  this  safe- 
guard would  vastly  intensify  the  feeling 
of  hostility  to  this  measure.  He  would 
suggest  that,  instead  of  aggravating  that 
feeling  which  uofortnuately  existed  be- 
tween the  different  classes  in  Ireland,  the 
Ooverameut  would  be  doing  a  generous, 
a  proper,  and  justiaot  in  assenting  to  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  J.  E.  REDMOND  (Waterford) 

said,  that,  though  he  had  sedulously 
abstained  from  taking  part  in  various 
Amendments  upon  this  Bill,  he  thought 
this  was  an  occasion  when,  perhaps,  a 
few  brief  words  from  au  Irish  Catholic 
Nationalist  might  be  of  value.  No  one 
conld  complain  of  either  of  the  speeches 
of  the  right  bon.  Gentlemen  representing 
the  University  of  Dublin.  If  they  really 
believed,  first,  that  there  was  among  the 
Catholic  Prelates  of  Ireland,  and, 
secondly,  amongst  the  Catholic  popula- 
tion of  Ireland  a  desire  to  despoil  and 
destroy  Trinity  College  ;  and,  in  the 
third  place,  if  they  believed  that  the 
safeguards  provided  were  not  adequate, 
they  were  not  only  justified,  but  it  wus 
their  bounden  duty,  to  take  the  stand 
they  had  upon  this  Amendment.  But 
he,  for  his  part,  disputed  both  portions  of 
their  argument.  He  did  not  profess  to 
be  in  a  position  to  interpret  the  views  of 
the  Catholic  Prelates  on  this  question  ; 
bat  certainly  he,  without  any  hesitation, 
could  say  that  he  did  not  believe  it  was 
correct  to  state  that  amongst  the  general 
Catholic  population  of  the  country  there 
was  any  such  desire  to  destroy  and  do- 
spoil  Trinity  College  as  seemed  to  be 
imagined.  No  one  could  help  but  listen 
with  sympathetic  interest  to  the  defence 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Grentlemaa  who 
moved  this  Amendment ;  bnt  he  would 
point  out  that  the  argument,  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  showed  conclu- 
sively Trinity  College  had  given  advan- 
tages to  Ireland,  was  an  argument  that 


ought  to  convince  the  Committee  that 
every  important  party  in  Ireland  had  its 
share  in  the  honour  and  the  pride  which 
Irishmen  entertained  for  Trinity  College. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  pointed  to  the 
fact  that  Trinity  College  had  been  asso- 
ciated in  the  past  with  some  of  the 
greatest  names  connected  with  the 
National  movement  in  their  country  ;  and 
though  the  Catholic  population  of  Ire- 
land for  many  long  and  weary  ages  were 
excluded  from  the  benefits  of  Trinity  Col- 
lege, and  though  in  their  eyes  it  was  s 
citadel  of  the  ascendency  party  in  Ireland, 
an  Irishman  still  remembered  the  asso- 
ciation of  Trinity  College  with  these 
great  names  of  the  National  movement, 
and  even  the  humblest  peasant  in  Ire- 
land shared  in  the  feeling  of  pride  that 
found  such  admirable  expression  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  boo.  Gentleman  who 
moved  the  Amendment.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  quoted  from  a  speech  de- 
livered in  1885  or  1886  of  the  Most  Rev. 
Dr.  Walsh.  He  assumed  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  satisfied  himself  that 
tbat  speech  was  accurately  reported. 
He  knew  not  what  were  the  feelings 
or  opinions  entertained  by  Dr.  Walsh  at 
that  time  ;  he  assumed  from  the  quota- 
tion read  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry 
(Mr.  Sexton)  that  if  he  entertained  those 
opinions  in  1886  he  condemned  them 
since  ;  but  whether  or  not  it  appeared 
that  that  right  rev.  Prelate  was  not 
able  at  the  last  Election  in  Ireland  to 
return  a  single  Member  for  any  con- 
stituency, either  in  Dublin  City  or 
Dablin  County,  yet  that  quotation  from 
the  Right  Rev.  Dr.  Walsh  was  paraded 
OS  conclusive  proof  that  he  would  be  able, 
unchallenged,  to  have  his  way  in  an 
effort  to  despoil  and  destroy  Trinity 
College  in  an  Irish  Parliament.  If  he 
thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  made  out  his  case,  first,  that  the 
Irish  Parliament  wanted  to  destroy 
Trinity  College,  and,  secondly,  they 
would  be  able  to  do  it  under  the  Bill — if 
he  was  convinceil  of  those  two  points,  he 
would  walk  into  the  Lobby  in  support  of 
this  Amendment.  Having  dealt,  in  a 
few  words,  with  the  supposition  that  the 
Catholics  of  Ireland  wanted  to  destroy 
Trinity  College  ;  but  utterly  disbelieving 
that,  he  came  to  the  second  point,  Was 
there  not  adequate  provision  in  the  Bill  ? 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  who  had 
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juBt  Bat  down  (Mr.  Carson)  had  pointed 
out  this  Amendment  was  rendered 
necessary  bj  the  fact  that  Sub- 
section 6  of  the  Bill  did  not  provide 
adequate  security  ;  therefore,  he  was  not 
only  Id  Order,  but  was  bound  to  refer  to 
Sub-section  6,  and  what  he  said  about  it 
was  this :  If  it  was  not  an  adequate  protec- 
tion, then  its  inadequacy  must  be  based 
on  these  assumptions.  It  must  be 
assumed,  in  the  first  instance,  that  the 
Bishops  and  all  the  Prelates  of  the 
Catholic  Church  were  determined,  in 
spite  of  their  recent  dee!arationfi,  to  de- 
stroy Trinity  College  as  a  necessary 
step  towards  obtaining  justice  in  educa- 
tion for  Catholics.  Secondly,  it  must 
be  assumed  they  would  be  enabled  in  an 
Irish  Parliament  to  obtain  Addressesfrom 
both  Houses  in  favour  of  such  a  policy. 
He  did  not  believe  that  such  a  supposition 
was  possible  for  a  moment.  What  was 
the  demand  which  the  Irish  Catholic 
Lay  Body  made  on  the  question  of  Uni- 
versity education  ?  So  far  as  he  knew, 
they  had  never  made  anything  like  a 
demand,  as  a  body,  for  any  privilege 
that  would  tend  to  destroy  and 
despoil  Trinity  College.  What  Catho- 
lics had  been  striving  for  for 
geberations  had  been  to  obtain  for 
themselves  au  Institution  of  their  own, 
privileges,  and  perhaps  endowments,  as 
favourable  to  them  as  the  privileges 
and  endowments  enjoyed  by  the  Pro- 
testant denominations  of  Trioity  Col- 
lege. He,  for  one,  had  never  heard 
any  strong  demand  put  forwnnl  by  rcr 
sponsible  Catholic  laymen  in  Irelaud 
in  favour  of  despoiliug  or  destroying 
Trinity  College,  and  he  knew  very  well 
that  if  such  a  demand  were  put  forward 
that  other  Catholic  laymen  as  prominent, 
and  probably  as  powerful  with  their 
country,  would  be  found  in  bitter  and 
irrecoucileable  opposition  to  such  a  de- 
mand. Therefore,  he  was  convinced  the 
second  supposition  was  just  as  ridiculous 
as  the  first  supposition,  or  more  so.  But 
the  third  supposition,  on  which  the  in- 
adequacy of  this  safeguard  must  reet,  is 
that  this  Imperial  Parliament  is  not  to 
be  trusted  in  the  matter,  because  Sub- 
section 6  provides  that  no  such  legislation 
can  pass  unless  the  two  Houses  of  the 
Irish  Legislature  present  an  Address 
in  favour  of  it,  and  unless  Her  Majesty, 
acting  on  the  advice  of  Her  Imperial 
Mr.  J.  E.  Redmond 


Cabinet,  sanctions  it.  It  was  assumed, 
for  the  purpose  of  argument,  that  when 
the  Irish  Prelates  had  made  up  their 
mind  to  destroy  Trinity  Coll^^  that 
they  became  so  powerful  in  the  Irish 
Parliament  that  they  had  been  able, 
against  the  will  of  the  intelligent  Catholic 
Irish  laity,  to  get  an  Address  in  favour 
of  despoiling  the  College ;  and  it  was 
assumed,  in  the  third  place,  they  came 
here  and  found  such  an  acute  crisis 
existing  that  the  Government  of  the  day, 
to  buy  the  support  of  Catholic  MembMs 
from  Ireland,  Vould  consent  to  the  act 
of  despoiling.  A  more  ridiculous  sup- 
position was  never  heard.  If  that  sup- 
position might  be  regarded  seriously 
what  was  to  prevent  the  danger  arising 
now,  without.  Home  Rule  being  passed 
at  alt,  in  any  great  political  crisis  which 
might  arise  to-morrow  ?  ["Hear,  hear!**] 
Ho  appreciated  the  meaning  of  that 
cheer,  and  he  applied  it  at  the  present 
moment  for  ilhistrating  his  argument. 
Say  at  this  moment  there  was  a  Govern- 
ment in  power  who  depended  for  ex- 
istence on  the  vote  of  the  Irish  Catholics, 
and  suppose  the  Irish  Bishops  had, 
through  these  representations,  demanded 
the  Government  should  consent  to  an 
Act  despoiling  and  destroying  Trinity 
College,  did  they  believe  that  a  Govon- 
ment,  even  so  dependent  and  servile  as 
they  called  the  present  Government, 
would  dare,  in  the  face  of  English  Pro- 
testant opinion,  consent  to  such  a  pro- 
posal ?  They  knew  it  was  an  impossl- 
blltty.  But  even  tf  it  were  the  case, 
that  danger  existed  now ;  the  danger 
would  be  no  greater,  after  they  passed 
this  Bill  as  it  stood  at  present,  thau  at 
the  preseut  moment.  He  was  convinced 
the  safeguard  in  Sub-section  6  wss 
sufficient.  If  he  thought  it  was  ia- 
suffrcient — if  he  believed  that  the  Irish 
Parliament  wished  to  destroy  Trini^ 
College,  and  had  power  under  the  BiU 
to  do  it,  he  would  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment. It  was  because  he,  as  an  Irish 
Catholic,  repudiated  that  idea  that  they 
were  guilty  of  the  vandalism  of  trying  to 
destroy  that  noble  monument  of  their 
country,  that  he  should  vote  against  the 
Amendment. 

•Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) should  be  sorry  if  the  question  of 
Trinity  College  was  supposed  to  be  Irfl 
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to  the  Members  of  the  UniTersity  of 
Dublin  in  this  House.    His  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Head  of  the  Government 
objected  to  this  Ameodment  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  supposed  to  donation- 
■alise  the  Uuiversity  of  Dublin.  That 
was  the  strongest  argument  put  forward 
against  this  Amendment.    Let  them  un- 
derstand what  the  position   of  Dublin 
University  was  at  this  moment.    For  a 
century   all    Irishmeu,   irrespective  of 
creed,  had  been  freely  admitted  to  the 
University  of  Dublin ;  and  as  the  hon. 
Uember  for  Waterford  hiod  reminded 
them  he,  his  fother^  and  grandfather, 
had  shared  in  the  educational  advantages 
of  that  great  Society.     For  20  years 
every  pecuniary  advantage  obtainable  by 
any  studeut  iu  fair  and  free  competition 
had  been  open  to  every  Irishman  ;  and 
Roman  Catholics,  and  Moravians,  and 
men  of  diverse  creeds  had  succeeded  in 
obtaining  the  highest  position  in  the 
Society.    They  had  become  Fellows.  A 
Roman  Catholic  at  this  moment  was  a 
Fellow  of  Trinity  College;  and  there 
was,  in  &ct,  nothiog  whatever  to  detract 
from  its  truly  national  character.  It 
was  non-Catholic,  just  as  it  was  non- 
Episcopalian  or  non-Wesleyan,  and,  if 
Catholic    students    entered    and  dis- 
tinguished   themselves,    nothing  was 
required   but   the  slow  lapse  of  time 
to   transform    its    living  organisation 
into  a  predominantly  Cathotic  Institu- 
tion.    It  was  now  national,  and  what 
they  feared  was  that,  if  left  to  the  free 
action  of  the  Irish  Legislature,  it  might 
cease  to  be  national,  and  might,  by 
the  operation  of  that  Legislature,  be 
transformed   in    some  degree,  if  not 
wholly,  into  an  Institution  of  a  totally 
^lifferent  character.  That  was  the  ground 
of  the  attack  of  Archbishop  Wulsh  in 
Trinity   College  —  that   it    was  uon- 
Catholic  ;  and  he  said  in  1886 — which 
■was   not  so  far  back — that  he  would 
never  be  satisfied  with  any  concession 
that  left  that  citadel  uutouched  in  its 
non-Catholic  character.    The  hon.  Mem- 
■ber  for  North  Kerry  had  read  some  very 
Tocent  resolutions  of  the  Bomau  Catholic 
hierarchy  assembled  together,  which  hod, 
the    hon.  Member  understood,  put  a 
totally  different  complexion  upon  their 
demand.    Let  him  point  out  they  were 
not  afraid  of  any  suggestion  of  despoil- 
ing, destroying,  or  scattering  Trinity 


College.'  He  did  not  conceive  that  the 
most  ignorant  Irish  peasant,  or  the  most 
virulent  Irish  ecclesiastic  had  dreams  of 
that  kind.  It  was  a  great  Institution 
not  to  be  destroyed,  but  what  they  feared 
was  its  transformation. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  The  resolutions  I 
read  showed  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the 

hierarchy,  in  order  to  settle  the  Univer- 
sity question  in  Ireland  satisfactorily  to 
the  Catholics,  it  was  not  necessary  to  lay 
a  finger  upon  Trinity  College. 

•Mr.  COURTNEY  :  I  listened  care- 
fully to  the  reading  of  those  resolutions. 
The  dominant  resolution  was  that  there 
was  to  be  introduced  something  which 
would  give  a  Catholic  character  to  the 
control  and  administration  of  the  Univer- 
sities. ["No,  nol"]  What  was  the 
third  resolution  ? 

Mb.  sexton  said,  the  Hrst  resolu- 
tion stated  that  the  question  might  be 
settled  by  the  establishment  of  an  exclu- 
sively Catholic  University,  or  that  in 
connection  with  a  common  University 
there  should  be  a  Catholic  Cellege.  The 
third  resolution  related  to  a  common 
University,  and  said  the  Catholics  should 
have  the  security  of  a  number  of  repre- 
sentatives on  the  Governing  Body,  and 
there  was  also  the  alternative  of  making 
an  exclusively  Catholic  University. 
There  were  clearly  two  alternatives — 
either  by  establishing  an  exclusively 
Catholic  College,  or  of  a  Catholic  College 
in  connection  with  a  common  University. 
The  earlier  of  the  two  alternatives  ex- 
cluded the  idea  of  interference  with 
Trinity  College. 

•Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  the  proposal, 
as  he  listened  to  those  resolutions, 
seemed  to  be  that  those  who  were 
responsible  for  them  would  be  quite  con- 
tent to  have  a  Catholic  College  within 
the  University,  and  that  University 
would  be  transformed  into  an  Institution 
largely  controlled  by  the  Roman  Catholic 
hierarchy.  Those  resolutions  were 
directed  to  lUteration  and  denationalisa- 
tion of  Trinity  College,  so  as  to  convert 
that  which  was  now  open  to  all  classes 
into  an  Institution  to  be  largely — if  not 
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exclusively — controlled  by  the  Roman 
Catholic  hierarchy. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  am  sure  the  right 
hoD.  OeDtleman  desires  that  the  resolu- 
tions should  be  fairly  understood,  ^'o 
doubt  a  common  University  might  or 
might  not  exclude  Trinity  College;  but 
oertaiuly  the  proposal  for  an  exclusively 
Catholic  University  is  one  which  excludes 
the  idea  of  interfering  with  Trinity  Col- 
lege at  all. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  :  Does  the  hou. 
Member  for  I^iorth  Kerry  think  that  in 

the  condition  of  the  finances  of  Ireland 
in  the  future  it  will  be  possible  to  endow 
a  strictly  Roman  Catholic  University 
on  the  same  scale  as  Trinity  College  ? 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  reply  at  once  in 
the  same  strain  that  if  the  University 
Question  could  be  settled  without  touch- 
ing or  hurting  Trinity  College  the  Irish 
people  would  be  happy  to  find  the 
money. 

•Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  they  were 

really  fighting  against  the  deprivation, 
or  the  possible  deprivation,  of  the 
National  character  of  this  great  Society. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister 
went  a  Httlc  too  far.  He  bad  forgotten 
what  had  already  been  included  in  this 
clause.  There  had  been  put  in  words  to 
prevent  the  Irish  Legislature  from 
diverting  the  property  of  any  Religious 
Body,  and  it  was  intended  tlint  there 
should  be  no  power  on  the  part  of  the 
Irish  Legislature  to  interfere  with  the 
organisation  of  any  Religious  Bodv. 
They  were  seeking  the  same  protection 
here  for  a  non- Denominational  Institution 
as  was  granted  to  a  Denominational 
Institution.  The  power  to  deal  with 
Denominational  Institutions  in  Ireland 
had  been  taken  from  the  Irish  and  given 
to  the  Imperial  Legislature.  Because 
Trinity  College  was  not  denominational, 
but  was  national ;  because  it  had  risen 
to  the  height  of  their  greatest  am- 
bition they,  the  Government,  were 
detennined  to  take  it  away  from 
the  protection  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  and  give  it  to  the  protection 
of  an  Irish  Parliament.  And  then  there 
were  those  famous  words  in  a  subsequent 
Mr»  Courtney 


sub-section,  to  which  they  were  refored 
as  comforting  words.  If  the  pooitioD 
taken  up  by  the  Head  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  accurate,  be  bad  iu  ihm 
words  introduced  some  extra-nationil 
protection.  But  he  would  poiot  out 
that  if  the  action  of  the  Queea  in 
assenting  to  an  Address  of  Ute  two 
Houses  of  the  Iri^  Legislature  was  to 
be  controlled  by  the  advice  of  He- 
Majesty's  Ministers  here,  they  did  so  fir 
expatriate  the  control  of  the  Univereity, 
and  did  take  it  away  from  the  Irish 
Legislature  and  give  it,  in  some  shape  at 
all  events,  to  the  Imperial  Legislature. 
He  confessed  that  in  the  words  wbich 
were  inserted  in  the  Proviso  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  had 
referred,  he  could  find  nothing  about  the 
Queen  exercising  her  Prerogative  on  the 
advice  of  the  Privy  Council  in  England. 

Mr.  J.  REDMOND :  That  was  as- 
sumed in  the  argument  throughout  the 
whole  of  the  Debate. 

•Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  the  hoo. 
Member  quoted  it.  [Mr.  J.  Redmond: 
No.]  He  knew  that  the  words  vere 
not  m  the  Proviso  ;  on  a  strict  constnie* 
tion  of  the  language  the  words  oaght 
not  to  be  there,  and,  what  was  more,  in 
the  nature  of  things  the  words  could 
never  have  had  a  dual  operation.  If  it 
were  conceded  that  the  future  fortunes 
of  the  University  <^  Dublin  were  to  be 
open  to  the  action  of  an  Address  from 
the  two  Houses  of  the  Irish  Legislature 
to  the  Crown,  it  would  be  practioallv 
impossible  for  the  Crown,  whatevw 
might  be  the  feelings  of  the  Ministers  of 
the  Crown,  to  refuse  to  assent  to  tlits 
Address.  [An  hon.  Member  :  There  i» 
the  veto.]  The  veto  would  be  uttfrir 
powerless,  and  would  never  be  put  into 
operation.  Irrespective  of  the  possibilitT 
of  pressure  to  be  exercised  by  Irish  Hem* 
bers  in  this  House,  it  would  never  be  pnt 
into  operation  from  the  nature  of  things.  It 
would  be  vain  and  idle  to  think  that  tbey 
had  got  any  protection  in  that  reserved 
power  of  refusing  assent  to  an  Address  of 
the  two  Houses.  But,  asked  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Waterford,  was  it  conceiT- 
able  that  any  Ministry  would  assent  to 
it  ?  They  had  the  spectacle  in  1873. 
When  the  Head  of  the  Government  Vf 
troduced  his  ill-omened  Bill  of  that  yen 
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-he  was  yielding  to  &  demand,  just  id  the 
same  way  as  a  demaad  might  be  yielded 
to  if  this  Bill  became  law  and  the  opera- 
tion of  the  subsequent  clause  came  iuto 
play.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
introducing  his  Bill  of  1873,  was  yield- 
ing to  a  demand  which  was  happily 
defeated  by  the  pressnre  of  forces  which 
he  was  afraid  were  not  so  strong 
now  as  then.  He  was  defeated  by  a 
strong  Radical  contingent,  at  the  head  of 
which  was  his  lamented  frieod,  Mr. 
Fawcett.  In  this  Amendment  they  were, 
no  doubt,  touching  one  of  the  vital  issues 
of  the  whole  problem.  They  were  con- 
sidering whether  they  should  abandon 
that  moderating  control  which  this  Par- 
liament had  exercised  in  the  past  in 
order  to  give  over — not  to  the  control  of 
A  unanimous  nation,  but  to  the  control  of 
a  sectarian  majority — the  future  adminis- 
tration and  fortunes  of  the  highest  form 
of  education  in  Ireland.  In  this  connection 
he  could  not  help  recalling  the  words 
used,  in  the  later  years  of  his  life,  by  a 
great  Belgian  authority,  M,  de  Laveleye, 
who  was  himself  engaged  iu  a  similar 
University  struggle,  and  also  in  a  struggle 
respecting  primary  and  secondary  educa- 
tion in  Belgium.  That  gentleman,  strong 
Liberal  and  partisan  of  nationalists  as 
he  was,  said  that  the  separation  of 
Belgium  from  Holland  was,  in  his 
view,  a  mistake,  because  it  handed  over 
tiie  national  education  of  Belgium  to 
struggle  with  an  ecclesiastical  party. 
They  were  now  entering  upon  a  similar 
path,  and  tbey  might  take  warning  from 
that  language.  It  might  well  make  them 
pause  and  say  that,  from  a  consideration 
of  the  facts  of  the  case  aod  the  issues  in- 
volved, they  would  keep  this  great 
National  Institution  national  under  the 
auspices  of  the  Imperial  Parliament,  and 
not  submit  it  to  the  chances  of  any  Legis- 
lature in  Dublin. 

•Mr.  W.  KENNY  (Dublin,  St. 
Stephen's  Green)  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Waterford  (Mr.  Redmond)  had  asked 
to  be  heard  as  a  Catholic  Nationalist, 
and  he  (Mr.  Kenny)  asked  the  Commit- 
tee to  hear  him  as  a  Catholic  Unionist 
who  bad  graduated  in  the  University  of 
Dublin.  He  supported  the  Amendment 
which  had  been  moved  by  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
Tersity,  and  supported  by  the  junior, 


Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin^ 
because  he  had  been  through  Trinity 
College,  and  he  knew  how  free  that 
College  was  to  every  denomination  at 
the  present  time,  and  on  what  a  basis  of 
perfect  equality  all  the  alumni  of  that 
College  stood,  and  had  stood  for  years. 
The  hou.  Member  for  Waterford  repu- 
diated the  notion  that  the  Irish  people  or 
the  future  Irish  Parliament  would  either 
attempt  to  destroy  or  despoil  Trinity 
College.    He  was  inclined  to  agree  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to  a  cer- 
tain extent.    He  did  not  think  it  neces- 
sary   for    those    who    supported  the 
Amendment  to  go  the  length  of  saying 
that  the  Irish  people  or  the  future  Irish 
Parliament   were  likely   to  despoil  or 
destroy  Trinity  College ;   but  that  the 
Irish  Parliament  would   meddle  with 
Trinity  College  no  prawin  who  had 
listened  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man could    doubt    for  one  moment, 
because,  while  he  repudiated  the  notion 
that  the  Irish  people  would  either  destroy 
or  despoil  Trinity  College,  he  had  not  for 
one  moment  said  that  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment would  not  deal  with  it  in  some  way 
or  other.    How  did  the  matter  stand, 
and  how  was  Trinity  College  situated 
under  the   present  Bill  ?    The  Prime 
Minister  said  that  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed to  take  the  University  ouL  of  the 
control  of  the  Irish  Parliament  alto- 
gether.   But  what  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  do  in  his  Bill  of 
1886  ?    By  bis  BiU  of  1886  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  what  he  now  complains 
the  Amendment  proposes  to  do,  Evi- 
dently, upon  the  consideration  they  had 
given  to  the  Bill  in  the  interval  between 
1886  and  1893,  the   Government  had 
come  uow  to  a  different  conclusion  with 
regard  to  the  control  of  Corporations  to 
that  at  which  they  had  arrived  in  1886.  By 
Sub-section  5  of  Clause  4  of  the  Bill  of 
1886  the  Irish  Legislature  was  restrained 
from  making  any  laws  which  would  im- 
pair the  rights,  property,  or  privileges  of 
any  existing  Corporation  incorporated  by 
Royal  Charter  or  local  or  general  Act 
of  Parliament,  unless  with  the  consent  of 
the  particular  Corporation  or  the  Ic-aveof 
Her    Majesty   was    first   obtained  on 
an  Address  from  the  Irish  Legislature. 
The  University  of  Dublin  was  incorpo- 
rated by  Royal  Charter,  so  that  under 
that  BiU  the  Irish  Parliament  could  not 
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have  trenched  upon  the  privileges  of 
Trinity  College  in  the  slightest  degree 
without  the  consent  of  that  Corporation 
Itself  or  by  leave  of  Her  Majesty.  Under 
^e  present  Bill  what  had  they  ?  The 
Government  intentions  had  undergone  a 
change,  and  now  they  had  iuaerted  in  the 
6th  sub-section  of  this  clause  the  words 

'  without  due  process  of  law."  The 
University  of  DubUn  was  a  Corporation, 
and  under  this  6th  aub-section  of  the  4th 
clause  of  the  Bill  no  law  could  be 
made  by  which  an  existing  Corporation 
might,  unless  it  consented  or  the  leave  of 
Her  Majesty  was  first  obtained  on  an 
Address  of  tiie  two  Houses  of  the  Legis- 
lature, be  deprived  of  its  rights,  privi- 
leges, or  property,  "without  due  process  of 
law."  But  by  "due  process  of  law,"  what- 
ever that  indefinite  expression  might  mean, 
Trinity  College,  as  a  Corporation  under 
this  sub-section,  could  bo  deprived  of 
P'"'^'^^^S«S'  w  property.  That 
led  him,  to  some  extent,  to  anticipate 
the  discussion  which  would  arise  further 
on  as  to  what  was  the  meanmg  of  "  due 
process  of  law."  Was  it  not  the  law 
which  would  be  found  to  exist  when  the 

due  process  "  came  to  be  put  into  force  ? 
The  procedure,  by  which  a  Corporation 
like  Triuity  College  might  be  deprived 
of  Its  Charter.orhave  that  Charter  altered 
against  "ts  will,  might  not  be  changed, 
but  It  would  be  perfectly  possible  for  the 
Irish  Parliament  to  create  new  causes  of 
forfeiture,  which  might  be  made  the 
l»»sis  hereafter  for  depriving  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  of  its  ancient  Charter. 
[An  hon.  Member  :  The  veto  I] 
They  were  told  that  this  Bill  bristled 
with  safeguards,  and  was  saturated  with 
supremacy.  He  ventured  to  say  it  was 
pervaded  with  distrust  of  the  Irish 
Parliament  from  beginning  to  end.  If 
any  oiher  argument  were  required  to 
support  that  contention,  it  was  supplied 
by  the  fact  that  Corporations  like 
Trinity  College  had  been  placed  in 
the  4th  sub-section,  which  comprised 
certain  subjects  withdrawn  from  the 
cognisance  of  the  Irish  Parliament, 
because  it  was  anticipated  that  Irish 
legislatiou  with  reference  to  them 
might  lead  to  injustice  of  some  sort. 
As  a  graduate  of  Triuity  College,  who 
did  not  waut  that  ancient  University 
touched  or  meddled  with  in  any  degree, 
he  heartily  supported  the  Amendment. 
Mr.  fV.  Kenny 
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ROSS  (Londonderry),  speak- 
ing on  behalf  of  the  PresbytcriMi 
graduates  of  Trinity  College,  corroborated 
everything  that  had  been  said  by  hia 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  as  to  there 
being  uo  ascendency  whaterer,  but  abso- 
lute equality  among  all  classes  of  students 
in  that  University.  He  considered  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Waterford 
was  the  last  person  in  that  House  who 
bad  any  right  whatever  to  give  them 
any  assurances  as  to  the  safety  of  Trinity 
College.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
told  them,  in  the  first  place,  that  the 
Irish  hierarchy  had  not  the  will  to  attack 
Trinity  College,  and  that,  if  they  had 
the  will,  they  had  not  the  power.  The 
hou.  and  learned  Member  asked,  in 
triumphant  tones,  how  was  it  the  Irish 
hierarchy  had  boen  unable  to  return 
one  single  Member  for  Dublin  City  « 
County  ?  He  would  like  to  know  how 
many  were  returned  over  the  rest  of 
Ireland  ? 

Mr.  J.  REDMOND:  That  is  not 
what  I  said  at  all.  Archbishop  Walsh 
was  quoted,  and  it  was  sought  to  be 
inferred  that  he  and  those  who  agreed 
with  htm  would  be  omnipotent;  and  I 
pointed  out  that  Dr.  Walsh,  iu  his  own 
arch-diocese,  had  been  unable  to  return  a 
single  Member  for  the  City  or  County 
of  Dublin.  , 

Mr.  ROSS  said  that,  although  Dr. 
Walsh  had  not  been  able  to  return  any 
Members  in  bis  own  diocese,  his  col- 
leagues with  whom  he  acted,  and  who 
moved  together  as  one  man,  were  able  to 
sweep  the  whole  of  the  rest  of  Irehiud. 
[Mr.  J.  Redmond:  They  were  not 
quoted.]  The  fact  was  as  he  stated,  and 
his  argument,  therefore,  held.  The  hon. 
andlearned  Gentleman,  be  had  no  doubt,  if 
he  was  in  an  Irish  Legislature,  would  do 
his  best  to  defend  the  interests  of  Trinity 
College.  The  hon.  Member  was  one  of 
the  few  hon.  Members  sitting  below  the 
Gangway  educated  at  Trinity  College; 
some  other  Nationalist  Protestant  Home 
Rule  Members  showed  their  patriotism 
by  going  to  Oxford  and  Cambridge. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Water- 
ford  would,  no  doubt,  do  hia  beet  to  pro- 
tect Trinity  College  from  the  attacks  of 
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the  hierarchy  ;  but  what  power  would  he 
have  ?  He  was  at  preaeot  at  the  head  of 
a  powerful  Party  of  niue  ;  but  was  there 
any  prospect  of  the  hoo.  aud  learned 
Member  adding  to  that  Party  iu  Ireland  ? 
P*  Yes."]  He  was  glad  to  see  that  the 
Party  of  niue  were  a  Party  of  hope.  The 
hoD.  Member  and  his  Party  had  fought  a 
desperate  and  determined  battle  tor  a 
good  cause.  [Iromcal  Nationaliit 
eieert.2 

Mh.  J.  REDMOND  :  The  cause  wan 
the  cause  of  political  independence. 

Mr.  ROSS  said,  he  could  not  imagine 
a  better  c»nse,  after  the  exposure  of  the 
tyrannous  conduct  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
hierarchy  in  Ireland.    He  thought  it  was 
a  glorious  struggle.    But  what  chance 
would  that  Party  have  of  half  as  much 
snpport  when  they  were  fighting  on 
behalf  of  Trinity  College  ?    Any  person 
living  in  Ireland  must  know  that  the 
protection  held  out  to  them  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  and  his  Party  of 
nine  was  a  protection  upon  which  no  sane 
man  could  rely.    Again,  what  protection 
could    they  expect  from   the  popular 
Assembly ;  and  as   to   the  Legislative 
Coancil,  what  man  with  any  knowledge 
of  Irish  affiurs  could  imagine  that  t£e 
representatiTes  of  the  £20  valuation, 
Irish  farmers,  would  ever  be  inclined  to 
strike  ablow  on  behalf  of  Trinity  College  ? 
Why,  half  of  them  had  never  heard  of 
Trinity  College.     Then   the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  appeared  to  fall  back 
upon  the  veto.  He  had  noticed  for  the  last 
few  days  that  no  Member  of  the  present 
Cabinet  would  even  mention  the  veto 
without  a  kind  of  apologetic  cough.  As 
re^rded  the  House  of  Commons  being 
influenced  by  the  votes  of  the  Irish 
n&ajority  in  that  House,  they  had  at  pre- 
sent in  the  House  of  Lords  a  protection 
agftinst  any  sudden  change  being  made. 
This  was  a  matter  of  interest  to  the 
entire  Protestant  population  of  Ireland — 
Presbyterian  and  Church   of  Ireland — 
and    to  a  large  portion  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  o(  Ireland;    If  Trinity  College 
had  shut  its  doors  against  denominations, 
if  it  had  never  admitted  Presbyterian  or 
Roman  Catholic,  it  would  at  present  be 
safe  under  the  Bill  ;  but  because  Trinity 
College  had  had  the  courage  and  the 


progressive  spirit  to  throw  open  its  doors 
to  all  classes  of  Irishmen,  it  was  to  be 
left  absolutely  at  the  mercy  of  those  who 
had  proclaimed  themselves  hostile  to  it. 
He  would  like  to  know  what  position 
the  Grovernment  took  up  in  this  matter, 
and  whether  they  thought  that  Trinity 
College  was  in  no  danger  ?  The 
Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  in  Ireland 
had  always  demanded  the  supreme  control 
of  education,  and  any  person  who  could 
imagine  that  Trinity  College  would  be 
safe  under  the  circumstances  would  be- 
lieve that  a  lamb  would  be  safe  when 
thrown  to  a  wolf.  If  the  Catholic 
hierarchy  did  not  seize  Trinity  College 
they  would,  beyond  all  doubt,  attempt  to 
establish  a  Roman  Catholic  University 
in  Ireland,  and  the  funds  would  come 
from  the  resources  of  Trinity  College, 
["  No,  no  I  '*]  Of  all  the  cruel  and 
wicked  things  in  this  BUI,  the  handing 
over  of  Trinity  College,  which  had  been 
so  often  threatened  and  had  been  so 
so  much  the  object  of  attack  of  the 
Catholic  hierarchy,  was  the  worst.  He 
begged  to  support  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  (DubUn,  Har- 
bour) said,  so  much  misconception  had 
arisen  with  regard  to  the  views  of  the 
Irish  hierarchy  on  this  question,  and 
especially  with  regard  to  the  views  of 
Archbishop  Walsh,  that  he  thought  it 
necessary  to  go  back  to  the  subject  for  a 
short  time.  In  the  extract  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  liad  read  Arch- 
bishop Walsh  waa  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion of  the  claim  of  the  Irish  Catholics 
for  equality  in  higher  education,  and  he 
only  referred  to  the  objection  of  Trinity 
College  standing  as  a  badge  of  ascend- 
ency, inasmuch  as  the  Irish  Catholics 
were  not  to  be  placed  on  terms  of  equality 
with  it.  Archbishop  Walsh  was  com- 
menting upon  a  speech  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position, from  whom  danger  was  more  to 
be  apprehended  in  this  matter.  He 
said — 

"  Before  quoting  from  thia  important  speech, 
I  thit^  it  useful  to  make  some  general  observa- 
tiona  as  to  the  various  ways  in  which  the  work 
of  reform  in  the  department  of  Irish  Uaiversity 
Edacation  may  be  taken  in  hand  with  a  view  to 
a  satishctory  and  final  tetnlt.  Keepioe  in 
view,  then,  the  one  essential  element  of  the 
C^ttholic  claim— that  is  to  say,  equality— we 
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may  reganl  the  Irish  UniTOTBity  Qaestion  at 
capable  of  beinf;  finally  dealt  with  in  any  of  the 
three  following  ways.  It  may  be  dealt  with  on 
the  basis  either  of  one  State-recognised  Univer- 
sity in  Ireland,  or  of  two  such  UniTcrsit  ies,  or 
of  three. 

"  I.  First  plan :  One  State-recognifled  Uni- 
vureity  in  Ireland  embracing  as  its  CoUegcs 
all  Colleges  fulfilling  certain  conditions  to  be 
laid  down  as  entitling  a  College  to  UnfTersity 
Btatas  ;  the  examination  for  d^rrees  to  be  held, 
and  the  degrees  to  be  conferred,  by  the  Univer- 
sity. This  was  the  basis  of  Mr.  Gladatono'a 
scheme.  In  any  such  settlement  of  the  qucn- 
tion,  the  points  to  be  carefully  looked  after  and 
lecmed  would  be — (a.)  An  endowment  for  n 
fully  equipped  Catholic  College  in  Dnblin,  which 
would  place  that  Collie  in  a  position,  and 
famish  it  with  advantages,  equal  in 
every  respect  to  those  of  Trinity  CoU^. 

"II.  Second  plan  :  Two  State  rec<^ised  (Tni- 
versifies  in  Ireland — one  of  these  being  the 
University  of  Dublin modiSedinits constitution, 
as  Mr.  Butt  proposed,  so  as  to  comprise  within 
it  a  great  Catoolic  College  in  Dublin,  in  addition 
to  IMuity  CoUwfr— the  Royal  University  con- 
tinuing  substautially  in  its  present  form,'but 
with  all  necesRary  modifications  in  detail.  In 
any  settlement  proceeding  on  these  lineti,  the 
same  three  points  woald  require  attention  which 
have  been  mentioned  in  the  case  of  the  Srst 
plan.  But,  as  regards  the  third  of  these  [X)ints, 
two  Governing  Bodies  would  have  to  be  <lealt 
with  in  this  case — one  for  each  University." 

**  III.  Third  plan  :  Three  State-recognised 
Universities  in  Ireland— one  of  these  being  the 
University  of  Dublin,  its  present  constitution, 
as  well  as  that  of  Trinity  College,  being  in  no 
way  interfered  with  ;  the  second  being  a  Catho- 
lic University,  the  central  seat  of  which  would 
be  a  great  Catholic  College  in  Dublin  ;  thethird 
beli^  a  University  for  the  Presbyterians  and 
Protestant  Dissenters  generally,  which  would 
naturally  have  for  its  centre  the  present  Queen's 
College  of  BeUast." 

It  was  upon  these  proposals  that  all  this 
vehement  declamation  bad  been  uttered 
fts  to  the  intentions  of  the  Irish  hierarchy 
with  regard  to  Trinity  College.  He  was 
in  no  way  concerned  to  defend  Arch- 
bishop Walsh  ;  but  that  most  reverend 
Prelate  was  distinguished  for  the  broad- 
ness of  his  views.  He  wished  now  to 
quote  an  extract  from  a  speech  mode  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leailer  of 
the  Opposition  on  the  24th  August,  1889. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  I  repeat  in  the  House  what  I  have  said  out- 
side the  House,  that,  in  my  opinion,  something 
ought  to  be  done  to  give  higher  University 
edacation  to  the  Soman  Catholics  in  Ireland." 

But  where  were  the  funds  to  come  from  ? 
It  ought  to  be  the  duty  of  any  Govern- 
ment responsible  for  the  government  of 
the  country  to  devote  its  attention  to  that 
Mr*  Harrington 


matter.     The   right  Gentleman  po- 

ceeded — 

"  I  regret — I  do  not  deny  that  I  do  regret- 
that  the  Koman  Catholic  clergy  in  Ireland  hsre 
felt  it  their  duty  to  discourage  men  of  thar 
religion  from  taltiog  full  advantage  of  tiie 
Queen's  Colloges  In  Oalway  or  Cork,  or  tl 
Trinity  College,  Dublin,  whidi  are  now  opra  ta 
every  denomination.  But  regrets  are  vain 
things.  The  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  have 
thought  it  their  duty  to  adopt  this  policy,  md 
we  have  to  take  the  facts  as  we  find  them.  The 
experiment  of  un'lcnomiuational  higher  edaca- 
tion in  Ireland  has  now  been  tried  snffidentlj 
long  to  make  it,  I  am  afraid,  perfectly  clear 
that  nothing  Parliament  has  hitherto  (tone  to 
promote  that  object  will  really  meet  the  wants 
and  wishes  of  the  Koman  Catholic  popolatimof 
the  country." 

Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  remember  the  expression,  but  Arch- 
bishop Walsh  had  called  attention  to  the 
fact  that  that  extract  from  the  right  hoc 
Gentleman's  speech,  which  appeared  in 
Tke  Titnes  and  other  newspapers,  was 
suppressed  in  the  Hanaard  report. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  As  the  hon. 
Member  has  thrown  out  a  challenge  to 
mo,  I  can  hardly  do  otherwise  than  meet 
it.  I  bare  no  doubt  that  the  extract 
from  my  speech  which  the  hon.  Geulle* 
man  read  is  accurate.  I  admit  that  in 
1889  I  held  hopes  on  the  subject  of 
higher  education  in  Ireland  which  have 
been  a  good  deal  dashed  since  by  ei- 
perience  throughout  the  country;  bnt 
from  no  words  I  have  uttered  on  the 
subject  do  I  recede  one  hair's  breadth.  I 
always  thought,  and  still  think,  that  it 
is  a  most  unfortunate  development  of 
modern  Roman  Catholicism  that  tbej 
insist,  wherever  they  have  the  power, 
in  discouraging  Roman  Catholics  from 
going  to  any  place  of  higher  education  id 
Ireland  of  which  they  have  not  the 
control ;  but,  as  \  said  in  the  extract 
quoted,  I  have  to  *  recognise  the  facts.  I 
cannot  look  at  what  has  been  done  io 
Germany  and  Belgium,  or  at  the  aspirs- 
tious  uttered  in  Ireland,  without  seeiofc 
that  in  all  countries  where  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy  are  in  a  dominant  po^itioD 
they  do  insist  that  higher  education  for 
members  of  their  own  creed  shall  only 
take  place  in  institutions  under  their  own 
control.  In  these  circumstances  I  tliought 
in  1889,  and  I  think  still,  that  it  would  be 
politic,  wise,  I  will  not  say  just,  but  it 
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would  belong  to  the  higher  region  of 
stiitesmaDship,  closely  bearing  upon 
justice — I  mean  it  is  not  a  right  to  be 
claimed,  but  a  gift  to  be  grauted — that 
the  Imperial  Parliament  should  do  some- 
thing to  meet  this  demand  in  Ireland, 
without  which  I  believe  neither  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergj'  nor  the  Roman 
Catholic  population  wiU  ever  be  contented. 
I  think  if  it  were  done  it  would  have  the 
effect  of  absolutely  saving  Trinity 
College  from  any  probable  attack  upon 
it.  If  this  Bill  passes,  I  do  not  see  how 
it  is  to  be  done,  because  it  will  require  a 
large  expemlituro  of  money,  which  the 
Irish  Exchequer  will  not  be  able  to 
provide.  The  deduction  to  be  made  from 
that  is  that  wheu  the  Irish  Parliament 
find  themselves  face  to  face  with  the 
alternative  of  wringing  the  last  6d.  from 
their  own  taxpayers  on  the  one  side,  or 
of  attacking  an  institution  like  Trinity 
College  on  the  other,  the  life  of  Trinity 
College  would  not  be  worth  five  years' 
purchase  uulesa  some  provision  such  as 
that  proposed  is  inserted  in  the  Bill,  or 
some  machinery  which  will  conform  to  the 
wishes  of  the  Irish  episcopacy  is  provided. 
That  is  the  reason  why  I  earnestly  desire 
to  see  the  Amendment  put  in  the  Bill. 
Hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
answer  the  contention  that  Trinity 
College  would  be  attacked  as  a  godless 
Institution  by  saying  that  the  Catholic 
hierarchy  have  expressed  their  willingness 
to  be  content  with  the  establishmeut  of 
another  Catholic  University  side  by  side 
with  Trinity  College.  But  can  they 
establish  such  a  Uuiversity  under  the 
Bill  ?  I  put  that  questiou  to  the  Govern- 
ment. Will  it  be  possible,  in  face  of 
Sub-section  1  of  this  clause,  which  says 
that  the  Irish  Legislature  may  make  no 
law  respectlug  thtj  establishment  or  en- 
dowment of  religion ,?  Do  the  Govern- 
ment mean,  or  do  they  uot  mean,  to 
prohibit  the  application  of  Irish  taxes, 
drawn  from  every  class  of  the  Irish  com- 
munity, to  the  establishment  of  one,  two, 
three,  or  half-a-dozen  purely  Sectarian 
lustitutions  as  the  new  Legislature  may 
determine  ?  That  is  a  questiou  of  vital 
importance.  It  appears  to  me  that  the 
Governmeut  themselves  do  not  know 
what  will  be  the  powers  of  the  Irish 
Legislature  on  this  point,  and  have  not 
mode  up  their  minds  whether  they  will 
give  that  power  to  the  Irish  Legislature 


or  not.  There  does  uot  seem  to  me  to  be 
any  protection  whatever  afforded  to  an 
Institution  which  for  300  years,  in  times 
of  the  deepest  political  gloom,  in  times  of 
revolution,  in  all  circumstances  and  under 
all  kinds  of  government,  has  held  aloft 
in  Ireland  the  flame  of  pure  learning, 
research,  and  scholarship,  irrespective  of 
party  or  creed,  to  the  lasting  honour  of 
the  Irish  race. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  had  ventured 
on  a  former  occasion  to  say  that  the 

Members  from  Ireland  could  not  assent 
to  the  proposition  that  in  a  settlement  of 
this  kind  any  such  buffer  should  be  inter- 
posed as  would  prevent  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature from  endeavouring  to  complete 
an  admittedly  iucomplete  institution  in 
that  country — namely.  University  educa- 
tion. One  word  on  the  subject  of  the 
Amendment.  If  there  were  no  other 
security — and  securities  were  piled  on 
each  other — than  the  general  desire  on 
the  part  of  Ireland  for  a  system  of  Uni- 
versity education  which  would  be  satis- 
factory to  Catholics,  that  desire  in  itself 
would  be  ample  security  for  Trinity 
College.  Trinity  College  would  uot  be 
interfered  with,  because  any  attempt  to 
Interfere  with  it  would  so  complicate  the 
question  and  so  excite  religious  animosity 
as  to  make  it  impossible  for  the  Irish 
people  to  proceed  with  the  question  of 
University  education.  The  best  line  for 
them  to  take  would  be  to  leave  Trinity 
College  alone  and  make  the  necessary 
provision  outside  it.  That  was  his  honest 
view  on  the  subject.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  bad  asked 
a  question.  He  had  quoted  the  Ist  sub- 
section, and  had  asked  about  endow- 
ment of  religion.  Well,  he  (Mr.  Sexton) 
hod  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  complete 
provision  for  University  education  in 
Ireland  in  a  manner  acceptable  to 
Catholics  might  bo  made  without  endow- 
ing religion  directly  or  iudirectly.  With 
regard  to  the  2nd  sub-section  as  to  im- 
posing any  disability  or  conferring  any 
privilege  on  account  of  religious  belief, 
he  ventured  to  express  tlie  view  that  as 
Trinity  College  was  substantially  a  Pro- 
testant Institution  governed  by  a  body  of 
Protestant  ecclesiastics  who  conducted 
Protestant  religions  services — he  did 
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not  thiuk  Catholics  wanted  to  go  as  far 
as  tbat — while  Trinity  College  was  bo 
reserved,  aud  while  the  Queeu'a  Colleges 
were  not  available  for  tho  body  of  the 
Catholics  of  Ireland,  his  view  was  that  it 
would  be  competent  for  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature under  this  clause  to  complete  the 
provision  for  University  education,  that 
was  to  say,  to  establish  a  University 
Institution  which  CatUolies  would  be 
willing  to  atteud  without  directly  or 
indirectly  endowing  religion  or  im- 
posiug  any  disability  or  conferriug  any 
privilege  for  religious  belief,  because 
he  held  that  complete  provision  for  Uni- 
versity education  in  Ireland  would  not  be 
effected  by  imposing  disabilities  or  con- 
ferring privileges  ou  account  of  religious 
belief,  but  by  converting  the  inequality 
that  uow  prevailed  iu  Ireland  with  regard 
to  Uuiveraity  education  iuto  a  general 
equality. 

Mh.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  I  would  ask  Her  Majesty's 
Goverament  whether,  after  that  state- 
ment, they  are  better  able  to  answer  the 
question  put  to  them  than  they  were 
before  ?  The  Solicitor  General  was 
asked  most  courteously  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  whether,  iu  the  judgment  of  the 
Government,  the  Legislative  Authority 
in  Ireland  will  have  power  to  establish  a 
Denominational  University  side  by  side 
with  Trinity  College.  I  cannot  conceive, 
ou  the  one  hand,  that  the  Government 
should  not  have  made  up  their  mind 
absolutely  on  the  subject ;  and,  ou  the 
other  hand,  that  if  they  had  made  up 
their  mind,  they  should  cither  wish  or  be 
entitled  to  withhold  their  view  from  the 
Committee.  We  are  now  in  this  position : 
that  the  question  of  danger  to  Trinity 
College  depends,  to  a  great  extent,  ou  the 
answer  that  will  be  given  to  this  ques- 
tion. The  Committee  will  feel  that  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  we  are  fairly  en- 
~  titled  to  know  whether  the  Government 
accept  the  opinion  that  has  been  pro- 
pounded by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry, 
that,  under  this  sub-section,  the  Roman 
Catholics  would  have  the  power  to 
establish  a  University.  We  ought  to 
be  told  whether  that  power,  if  not  ex- 
pressed, is  contained  in  the  clause— 
Mr,  Sexton 
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Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) :  I 
would  ask,  Sir,  as  a  point  of  Order, 
whether  on  Sub-section  6  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  entitled  to  ask  a  question 
on  Snb-aection  2  ? 

The  chairman  :  Yes  ;  it  is. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  that  though  be  had  differed  from 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ou  the  ques- 
tion of  primary  education  ever  since  he 
had  entered  Parliament,  he  had  always 
thought  that  Roman  Catholics  bad  » 
grievance  so  far  as  higher  education  was 
concerned,  and  in  voting  for  this  Amend- 
ment to-day  he  did  not  at  all  recede 
from  the  position  he  had  hitherto  occu- 
pied on  that  question.  He  held  in  lus 
hand  a  statement  by  Cardinal  Xx)gue,  an 
authority  quite  equal  to  Archbishop 
Walsh  on  this  matter.  His  Eminence 
said — 

"  We  do  not  want  any  special  treatment  at 
the  bands  of  the  GoTerament.  We  want  no 
npecial  ailvantage.  We  want  simply  to  be  pot 
on  the  same  footing  as  the  rest  of  our  fellow- 
countrymen  of  every  denomination,  and, 
please  Providenoe,  we  will  continue  to  agitate 
and  never  cease  ontil  we  have  acqnixed  for  our- 
selves these  s^ct  rights." 

That  was  the  right  of  equality.  Now,  he 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  wanted  to  ask  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Sexton),  if 
the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  were  to 
be  put  on  the  same  footing  with  respect 
to  University  education  as  the  rest  of  the 
population,    where,    under    an  Irish 

Legislature,  was  the  money  to  come 
from  ?  It  came  to  be  a  matter  of  money, 
aud  be  held  that  this  was  one  of  the 
reasons,  and  almost  a  paramount  reason, 
against  Home  Rule.  If  the  Catholics  d 
Ireland  were  to  be  ou  the  same  footing 
in  this  matter  as  the  rest  of  the  population, 
there  was  no  way  to  effect  it  accept  by 
despoiling  Trinity  College  of  part  of  its 
revenues,  and  it  was  simply  because  the 
Irish  Legislature  would  have  the  power 
to  do  that  that  he  objected  to  the  Bill 
passing  in  its  present  form.  He  was  toW 
that  the  question  could  be  settled  by  the 
Irish  Legislature  by  establishing  a  Romw 
Catholic  College  within  the  University  of 
Dublin.  But  that  would  alter  the  wh(rfe 
Governing  Body  of  Trinity  College,  and 
would  do  serious  mischief  on  the  Boards, 
and    those  mixed    Boards   had  not 
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worked  bo  well  in  the  past  ae  to  make  ( 

an  extension  of  them  viewed  with  any- 
thing like  equanimity.  It  waa  a  strange 
turn  in  the  whirligig  that  this  University 
of  Duhlia  which  opened  its  doors  to  all 
creeds  and  classes  in  1873,  acceding  to  the 
desires  of  the  Radical  Party  of  that  day 
led  by  Professor  Fawcett,  should  now 
be  punished  by  the  modem  Radical  Party 
because  of  its  liberality. 

•Sib  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said, 
that  on  the  qnestion  of  public  education 
he  quite  approved  of  the  interpretation 
of  the  Bill,  which  was  that  this  matter 
of  public  education  would  be  left 
by  it  to  those  who  were  locally 
and  chiefly  interested.  If  he  bad 
had  any  doubt  on  the  question  as  to 
whether  the  Irish  Parliament  would  have 
power  to  deal  with  this  subject — if  there 
«rere  doubts  on  Sub-sections  1  and  2 — the 
whole  inference  from  Sub-section  3  was 
that  the  Irish  Legislature  would  have 
power  to  establish  a  Catholic  University 
or  College.  Legislation  was  prohibited 
which  wonld  abrogate  the  right  to  endow 
such  an  Institution.  The  inference  from 
that  was,  that  in  the  absence  of  such 
legislation,  the  right  wonld  exist ;  there- 
fore, he  took  it  that  the  right  would 
exist  in  the  Irish  Parliament.  Then  they 
had  heard  the  objection  that  there  would 
be  no  means  for  that  purpose.  He 
thought  those  who  suggested  that  were 
apt  to  forget  the  sacrifices  that  Roman 
Catholics  bad  made  for  purposes  of  educa- 
tion. They  had  been  ill-disposed  at 
timea  to  accept  State  aid,  aud  judging 
from  these  circumstances  he  should  think 
the  money  would  be  forthcoming.  But 
while  he  thought  that  power  would  exist, 
and,  under  Home  Rule,  rightly  exist,  to 
establish  such  a  University  or  College, 
aud  while  it  was  well  that  the  country 
should  realise  what  powers  Home  Rule 
would  carry  with  it,  he  had  come  to 
the  conclusion,  as  the  result  of  the  Debate, 
that  if  this  denominational  legislation 
which  might  be  promoted  was  to  exist, 
there  was  the  more  need  for  retaining 
security  for  undenominational  education. 
He  hoped  that,  for  the  solution  of  this 
problem  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  had 
approved — namely,  the  making  of  edu- 
cat  ion  io  Ireland  national,  the  means  would 


be  forthcoming.  He  thought  this  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  development  of  the 
intellectual  resources  of  the  conntry. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  they  saw  in  Trinity 
College  at  this  moment  the  centre  of 
undenominational  education  in  Ireland, 
and  he  thought  that  they  were  bound  to 
take  securities  for  the  maintenance  of  that 
centre.  He  spoke  with  all  sympathy  for 
those  who  desired  denominational  educa- 
tion, but  there  were  some  who  did  not 
desire  it;  and  though  they  might  be  in  a 
minority  in  Ireland,  they  were  entitled  to 
have  their  feelings  respected.  The  Go- 
vernment admitted  that  principle,  as  they 
maintained  that  Sub-section  6  provided 
for  the  case  in  question,  and  gave  the 
necessary  security.  It  either  did  or  did 
not.  If  it  did,  no  harm  would  be  done  by 
rendering  the  fact  perfectly  clear.  If  it 
did  not,  then  the  Amendment  was 
necessary.  The  other  remedy— the  veto 
— he  regarded  as,  throughout  the  Bill, 
illusory.  It  had  never  been  ex- 
ercised for  long  periods  in  our  his- 
tory. It  was  medifeval  almost  in  its  cha- 
racter, and  he  remembered  that  recently,, 
when  the  question  even  of  the  liberty 
of  the  subject  was  raised  in  the  House  in 
connection  with  the  subject  of  Kanaka 
labour  in  Queensland,  both  sides  of  the 
House  considered  that  it  would  be 
impolitic  to  exercise  the  veto. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  asked  in  a 
courteous  manner  a  question  of  the  Gro- 
vemment  a  short  time  ago,  and  I  trust 
the  Debate  will  not  be  allowed  to  close 
without  an  answer  being  given  to  me. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am 
quite  ready  to  answer  the  question  at  the 
proper  time.  We  are  not  on  the  point  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
at  the  present  moment.  It  is  not 
necessary  to  go  into  matters  which  can 
be  discussed  when  the  clause  is  put  and 
we  are  dealing  with  the  meauing  of  the 
section. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Of  course,  it 
is  in  the  power  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  answer  or  not  as  they  think  fit. 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  of 
opinion  that  it  is  on  the  clause  tliat  we 
should  raise  this  question  I  will  not 
press  the  matter  now.  I,  however,  will 
ask  for  an  answer  when  the  proper  time- 
comea. 
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Qaestion  pat. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  242  ; 
Noes  284. — (Division  List,  No.  160.) 

Mr.  RENTOUL  (Down,  E.)  said,  he 
wished  to  move — 

In  page  2,  line  33,  after  Sab-section  5,  to 
inaert  "  affecting  the  constitution,  endowments, 
property,  or  privil^ee  of  Queen's  College, 
Belfast." 

This  Amendmeut,  though   similar  in 
words  to  the  one  which  had  just  been 
decided,  except  that,  instead  of  "  Trinity 
College,  Dublin,"  there  were  substituted 
the  words  **Qneen'a  College,  Belfast," 
was  a  modest  one,  and  referred  to  a 
modest  Institution  compared  with  the 
great  lustitutiou  they  had  been  debating 
for  the  past  two  or  three  hours.  There 
were  in  Ireland  three  Queen's  Colleges 
endowed  in  exactly  the  same  manner 
and  standing  on  exactW  the  same  foot- 
ing, and  he  confined  his  Amendment  to 
one  of  these,  and  that  for  a  special 
reason.    He  had  been  a  student  of  the 
three  Colleges,  and  he  must  say  that 
Queen's  College,  Belfast,  stood   on  a 
totally  different  footing  from  the  others, 
because  it  was  the  most  fuUy-equipped 
College  iu  Ireland  for  training  the  minis- 
ters of  the  Presbyterian  Church  ;  and 
though  this  College  had  been  the  most 
serviceable  for  the  amount  of  money  laid 
out  of  any  University  College  iu  the 
United  Kingdom,  it  was  uot  on  that 
ground  that  he  based  the  Amendment. 
His  ground  was  the  peculiar  position 
this  College  occupied  as  the  only  fully- 
equipped  Training  College  for  the  clergy 
of  the  Presbyterian  Church  in  Ireland. 
Since  the  College  was  founded  in  1849, 
43  years  ago,  it  had  educated  no  less 
than  6,133  students,  at  a  cost  of  only 
about  £67  a  head.    Therefore,  upon  the 
ground  of  economy  and  cheapness  as  an 
Educational  Institution,  it  had  a  very 
great  clium  to  the  particular  consideration 
of  the  House.    It  had  turned  out  some 
of  the  most  distinguished  men  of  the 
Empire  at  the  present  time,  though  it 
was  true  that,  not  having  had  a  history 
of  300  years  to  go  back  on,  it  could  not 
point' to  the  great  names  which  could  be 
mentioned  in  connection  with  Trinity 
College.    It  had  educated  the  Master  of 
the  Rolls  in  Ireland ;  it  had  educated  one 
of  the  most  distingiushed  heads  of  the 


medical  profession  in  this  country.  Sir 
William  M'Cormack ;  it  had  educated  the 
Minister  of  Kiuance  in  China ;  and  Sir 
David  Barbour,  the  Miuister  of  Finance 
in  India,  not  to  speak  of  a  large  number 
of  the  most  distinguished  servants  of  the 
Crown.    It  was  also  the  only  means  or 
outlet  through  whiilih  the  youth  of  the 
farming  and  middle  class  of  Ulster  could 
enter  the  learned  professions  or  the  higher 
branches  of  the  Civil   Service  of  the 
country.    Therefore,  its  importance  from 
all  these  points  of  view  could  not  be 
over-rated.  But  he  desired  for  a  moment 
or  two  to  dwell  on  the  point  to  which 
he  attached  the  chief  importance,  and  he 
asked  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Kerry  to   his  remarks,  because 
he  fancied  it  was  possible  that  be  would 
be  able  to  see  an  amount  of  justice  in  the 
claim  that  he  made,  differing  as  it  did  in 
one  very  essential  particular  from  the 
claim  which  had  just  been  made  and 
negatived  on  the  part  of  Trinity  College ; 
and  if  the  hon.  Member  advised  the  Gro- 
Ternment  to  accept  the  Amendment,  it 
might  bo,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  that  they 
would  give  groat  consideration  to  that 
advice.    It  was,  therefore,  with  great 
confidence  in  his  sense  of  fair  play  that 
he  (Mr.  Rentoul)  made  this  appeal  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman.    Prior  to  1849,  as 
probably  the  hon.  Member  knew,  there 
was  a  College  in  Belfast,  a  building  now 
occupied  by   the   Belfast  Academical 
Institution,  and  that  College  was  then 
well-equipped     for    the    training  of 
ministers  iu  the  Fresbytenan  Church 
of  Ireland.     But  when  the  Queen's 
Colleges  were  established  in  1849  the 
Presbyterians  shut  up  their  own  College 
at  once,  seeing   that   a   much  better- 
equipped  one  was  provided.    They  en- 
tirely gave  up  their  own  College,  and 
turned  all  the  students  into  the  Queen^s 
College,  Belfast.    The  hon.  Member  to 
whom  he  had  appealed,  and  who  would 
probably  speak  for  the  Irish  Party  in 
thus  matter,  would  admit  that  in  an  Liah 
Parliament  the  majority  of  Members 
would  undoubtedly  be  Roman  Cath<dic8. 
Supposing  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
constituting  the  Irish  Parliament  were 
as  fair-minded,  broad-minded,  and  honour- 
able men  as  ever  sat  in  any  Parliament, 
and  as  he  would  readily  grant  to  the 
hon.  MembOT,  they  would  have  the  sole 
control  of  the  Training  Coll^  tm  the 
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clergy  of  the  Presbyterian,  Church.  He 
asked  with  confideuce  whether  that  was 
a  position  iu  which   the  Presbyteriau 
Church  of  Ireland  ought  to  be  placed — 
that  the  only  fully-equipped  Inetltution 
they  had  for  the  trainiog  of  candidates 
for  the  ministry  of  their  Church  should  be 
under  the  sole  control  of  a  Parliament 
whose  Members  differed  from  them  ex- 
tremely in  religious  matters  ?    Even  if  it 
were  granted,  for  the  sake  of  argument, 
that  an  Irish  Parliament  would  like  to 
do  nothing  but  justice  to  every  Irish- 
man, one  would  uot  like  in  a  matter  of 
that  sort  to  receive  even  that  which  was 
r^arded  as  justice  from  those  who  held 
entirely  different  religious  views.  The 
Presbyterians  made  no  claim,  and  had 
never  made  any  dum,  to  ascendency,  and 
most  decidedly  they  had  never  had  any 
ascendency.    If   Roman  Catholics  had 
ever   suffered   disabilities,   the  Presby- 
terians hod  been  subject  to  them  also. 
Considering  that  a  deputation  from  the 
Presbyteriau  Church  in  Ireland  had  been 
refused  a  hearing  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
it   could   not   surely    be  regarded  as 
strange  that  the  present  demand  should 
be  made  upon  the  Committee.  Feeling 
that    the   Amendment    was   a  jiut 
and   fair  one,  he  would  ask  for  the 
sympathy  and  concurrence  even  of  the 
Nationalist  Home  Rulers  in  reference  to 
the  proposal.    The  Prime  Minister  was 
aware  that  the  endowments  of  Queen's 
College,  Belfast,  might  be  classed  under 
two  heads.    There  was  an  eudownmeut 
of  some  £7,000  a  year,  which  came  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund.    There  was 
also  an  endowment  of  £1,600  a  year, 
which  was  voted  annually  by  Parliament, 
and  it  was  with  regard  to  this  grant 
that   fears  were  entertained   by  the 
Ooverning    Body    of    the  College. 
The     President    and    Professors  of 
Qneen^s  College,  who  had  put  their 
difficulties  and  their  doubts  before  him, 
said  that  whilst  they  thought  that  their 
own  salaries  and  those  of  the  various 
higher    servants    of    the  Institution, 
amounting  to  £7,000  a  year,  were  quite 
safe,  they  were  afraid  that  the  grant  of 
£  1 ,6O0  a  year,  which  was  used  for  the 
keeping  up  of  the  library  and  museums 
and    for   heating,    lighting,  painting, 
stationery,  advertising  and  other  small 
matters  in  connection  with  the  College, 
would  not  be  voted  at  all  by  the  Irish 


Legislature.  Without  this  £1,600  there 
would  be  no  possibility  of  keeping  the 
College  going  even  for  a  single  year.  In 
view  of  the  absolute  danger  in  which 
the  grant  would  be  placed,  Presbyterians 
desired  that  it  should  be  safeguarded, 
chiefly  on  the  grounds  that  the  establish- 
ment of  Queen*s  College  led  them  to 
give  up  their  own  College,  and  that  its 
dissolution  would  leave  ^em  practically 
without  a  College. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  33,  after  the  word  "or,"  to 
insert,  aa  a  new  sab-sectioD,  the  words  "  (G) 
Affecting  the  constitution,  endowments,  pro- 
perty, or  privileges  of  Queen's  College,  Belf^t." 
— (.Vr.  Rentovl.') 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  insprted.^* 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY :  As  this  Amend- 
ment has  been  allowed  to  be  moved,  I  of 
course  accept  the  fact  that  it  is  iu  Order. 
Otherwise  I  should  have  supposed  that 
the  principles  the  Committee  asserted  in 
the  last  Division  would  have  clearly 
covered  this  case,  for  surely  everyone  in 
the  Committee  will  see  that  it  would  be  an 
absurdity  for  us,  after  refusing  to  exclude 
from  the  purview  of  the  Irish  Legislature 
the  Constitutiooal  privileges  and  endow- 
ments of  Trinity  College  except  so  far  as 
they  are  already  protected  by  Sub-section 
6,  to  consent  to  the  exclusion  of  Queen's 
College,  Belfast.  No  doubt  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  can  make  a  good 
case  for  the  worth  and  the  merits  of 
Queen's  College,  Belfast,  and  I  hope  he 
will  not  think  that  I  in  any  way  fall 
short  in  my  appreciation  of  the  work 
that  is  done  there.  But  on  what  ground 
can  we,  after  dealing  in  a  certain  way 
with  a  great  Institution  like  Trinity 
College,  apply  a  different  priuciplo  al- 
together to  Queen's  College,  Belfast  ? 
If  we  were  to  accept  this  Amendment, 
why  should  we  not  also  deal  out  special 
treatment  to  Cork  and  Galway  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  whilst  he 
might  be  perfectly  right  according  to  his 
own  view,  must  bear  in  mind  that  there 
were  Mraahers  of  the  House  who  speouUy 
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represented  the  Presbyterians  of  Ireland. 
{NationaliH  cries  of  "  Divide  !  "]  Hon. 
Gentlemen  need  not  be  in  such  a  hurry. 
He,  for  bis  part,  would  not  have  the 
interests  of  bis  constituents  thrown  to  the 
wolves  even  though  hon.  Gentlemen  might 
clamour  for  the  Closure.  If  there  had 
been  one  Institntiou  in  Ireland  which 
had  been  universally  condemned  by  the 
Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  and  the 
Roman  Catholic  people  it  had  been 
the  Queen's  Colleges.  Was  there  a 
Roman  Catholic  Bishop  in  Ireland  who 
had  changed  his  mind  about  the  Queen's 
Colleges  ?  If  the  Bishops  still  held 
their  former  views,  he  asked  whether 
Ulster  Members  would  be  justified  in 
allowing  a  proposal  of  this  kind  to  pass 
without  a  word  of  comment  or  protest  ? 
These  Colleges  had  been  denounced  as 
godless  Institutions  ever  since  they  were 
established.  Could  anyone  say  that  the 
Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  would  not 
denounce  them  in  the  future  as  they  had 
done  in  the  past ;  and  would  anyone  deny 
that  the  Roman  CathoHc  hierarchy 
would  manage  tlie  Irish  Legislature  ? 
It  managed  the  Irish  Members  in  the 
present  Parliament,  and  it  would  manage 
them  in  the  Irish  Legislature.  That 
being  so,  he  held  that  his  hon.  Friend 
had  been  perfectly^  right  in  moving  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  CONNOR  (Antrim,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  say 
whether  the  £7,000  endowment  would 
oontinne  to  be  charged  on  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund,  and  remarked,  that  if  it  were 
not,  the  Queen's  Colleges  would  be  en- 
tirely deprived  of  their  means  of  living. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  referred  the  hon. 
Member  to  Section  14,  paragraph  D. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — ^Ayes  238  ; 
Noes  279.— (Division  List,  No.  161.) 

It  being  after  half-past  Five  of  the 
clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

ELECTRIC   LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDBBS  (No.  4)  BILL.— (Na  S19.) 
Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 
3fr.  r.  fF.  ButseU 


LOCAL  GOVBRyMENT  (IRELA2ID)  PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDER    (No.  8)  BILL. 

(No.  877.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ELECTRIC    LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  7)  BILL.— (No.  S7S.) 

As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

ELECTRIC   LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
OBDBB  (No.  6)  BILL  [iicr^]^— (No.  391.) 
Read  s  second  time,  uid  committed. 

APPEALS  (POEMA  PAUPERIS)  BILL 

[Lords].— (So.  813.) 
Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without  Amendment ;  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (BLIND  AND 
DEAP  children)  BILL. 

Select  Committee  on  Elementary  Education 
(Blind  and  I>eaf  Children)  Bill  nominated  of  >~ 
Mr.  Acland,  Mr.  Boscawen,  Hr.  Dixw,  Mr. 
Edwards,  Mr.  Jebb,  Mr.  Lea^  Mr.  Mwi^onnMj 
Mr.  QetxgB  Palmer,  Sir  Francis  Powell,  Mr. 
Spicer,  and  Mr.  Talbot. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorom. — (Jfr. 
Maijoribankt.') 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  7)  BILL.— (No  291.) 
Reported   [Provisional  Orders  con- 
firmed] ;  as  amended,  to  be  oonaidoed 
To-morrow. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  8)  BILL.— (Na  829.) 

Reported  [Frovisional  Orders  con- 
firmed] ;  as  amended}  to  be  considered 
To-morow. 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 
Fifteenth  Report  brought  up,  and  read; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  ai^  to  be  printed. 

Honse  adjoonied  at  ten  mlnntet 
before  Six  o'clodL 
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answer  to  any  obserratioiis  which  noble 
HOUSE     OF     LORDS.      Lords  may  make. 

Moved,  "ThattheBill  benowread  2*." 
Thursday,  22nd  June  1B98,  —{The  Viscount  Cross.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
SAT  FIRST  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  next. 

The  Earl  of  Winton  (E.  Eglintoun),  STATUTOET  RULES  PROCEDUEB  BILL, 
after  the  death  of  his  brother.  (No.  139.) 


TOOK  THE  OATH. 
£       The  Viscount  BoUngbroke  and  St. 
I  John. 

^  MESSAGE  FROM  THE  THRONE. 

\  •The  LORD  STEWARD  (The  Mar- 

g>  qaess  of  Bbeadai.banb)  :  My  Lords, 

s  I  have  the  honour  to  bear  the  Queen's 

S  gracions  reply  to  the  Address  presented 

S  to  Her  Majesty  by  your  Lordships  pray- 

t  ing  that  consent  may  be  withheld  from  the 

S  Minute  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 

s  Education  in  Scotland  relating  to  secon- 

I  dary  education,  dated  May   1st,  1889. 

\  In  her  reply,  Her  Majesty  informs  your 

;  Lordships  that 

L  "I  have  received  year  Addreaa  prayiag  that 

Y  otHwent  may  be  withheld  from  the  Hinate  of 

I  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education  in 
Scotland  relating  to  secondary  education,  dated 

*  May  Ist,  1893.  The  matter  on  which  you  have 
£  ezpr^sed  a  wish  has  been  duly  considered  by 
!  My  Committee  of  Council  on  Education  in  Bcot- 
1  land,  and  the  provisions  of  the  Minute  have  had 
:  their  further  careful  attention.  The  Committee 

•  are  of  opinion  that  it  is  expedient  that  action 
'•  should  be  taken  in  accordance  with  the  Minute 
'  in  its  present  form.  If  they  should  come  to  the 
'  conclusion  that,  in  the  due  discharge  of  the  duty 
'  intrusted  to  them  by  Parliament,  they  can 
I  hereafter  propose  any  alterations  in  its  pro- 
I  Ylaions  which  would  conduce  to  the  greater 
^  benefit  of  secondary  education  in  Scotland,  such 

alterations  wUl  be  dnly  laid  before  yon." 

1 

BIVBBS  POLLUTION  PREVENTION 

j  (No.  2)  BILL.-(No.  146.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Viscount  CROSS  :  My  Lords,  I 
am  afraid  1  troubled  your  Lordships  with 
a  short  statement  upon  this  Bill  when  I 
asked  for  a  First  Beading  for  it  some 
little  time  ago.  That  being  so,  I  do  not 
think  it  necessary  that  I  should  occupy 
jour  Lordships'  time  on  the  present  occa- 
sion unless  I  am  required  to  give  an 

VOL.  Xin.     [fOCBTH  BXBIES.] 


SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

LoBD  MACNAGHTEN,  in  moving 
the  Second  Readiug,  said  this  Bill  had 
passed  the  other  House.  Its  object  was 
that  when  Rules  were  made  under  the 
authority  of  Statute  r&iu.ing  to  any 
Court  or  procedure,  they  should  at  first 
be  published  iu  dnift  in  order  that  they 
might  be  fully  oonsidered  before  they 
were  settled. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  nowread2»." 
— (  The  Lord  Macnaghten,) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  My  Lords,  I  understand 
that  some  question  was  raised  in  the 
other  House  upon  certain  points  ;  and  as 
Amendments  will  no  doubt  be  proposed, 
I  would  suggest  to  the  noble  Lord  that 
an  opportunity  should  be  given  for 
Amendments  to  be  brought  forward 
before  the  Bill  is  really  considered. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  :  My  Lords,  I 
have  read  the  Bill,andIdonotdis8entfrom 
or  oppose  the  Second  Beading  at  all ; 
but  I  am  glad  to  hear  that  it  is  under 
consideration  to  make  some  amendments, 
for  I  am  sure  great  complications  will 
arise  unless  arrangements  are  made  for 
the  Rules  to  come  into  operation  without 
delay.  I  am  not  prepared  to  give  any 
notice  of  amendment  at  present,  but  I 
think  some  amendment  will  be  required. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House. 

PEISON  (OFFICKBS'  SUPBBANNUATION) 
(No.  2)  BILL. 
SECOND  HBADINO, 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  LOBD  OHANCELLOB  :  My 
Lords,  the  object  of  this  Bill  is  to  make 
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certain  amendmeDtB  in  the  Prisous  Act 
in  reference  to  the  pensions  of  retiring 
prison  officials.  The  main  purpose  I  can 
describe  to  your  Lordsliips  in  a  moment. 
Under  the  Prisons  Act  any  existing 
officer  of  a  prison  who  retained  his 
office  after  the  passing  of  that  Act  was 
entitled  to  his  pension  upon  the  basis  on 
which  be  was  then  entitled  to  it.  I  can 
gave  an  instance — the  case,  indeed,  which 
first  called  attention  to  the  defect  in  the 
Act.  Admiral  Fairfax  had  been  for  a 
number  of  years  Governor  of  Prisons. 
On  the  passing  of  the  Prisons  Act  he 
was  promoted  to  be  Inspector  of  Prisons, 
and  he  has  served  in  that  capacity  for 
many  years — eversincethe  passingof  that 
Act.  But,  because  he  has  not  been  an 
officer  of  a  prison,  having  been  promoted 
to  be  Inspector  of  Prisons,  he  is  not 
entitled  to  the  same  pension  as  ho  would 
have  been  had  be  retired  immediately  on 
the  passing  of  the  Act  when  he  ceased  to 
be  Prison  Governor,  He  is  in  a  worse 
position,  after  all  these  years  of  service, 
because  he  has  been  promoted.  It  is 
obvious  that  was  not  the  iuteation  of  the 
Statute,  and  this  Bill  is  to  remedy  the 
oversight.  There  are  one  or  two  minor 
Amendments  to  which  your  Lordships* 
attention  need  not  specially  be  called 
which  will  really  only  put  the  matter  in 
the  position  it  was  intended  to  be. 

Moved,  "ThattheBilIbenowread2*." 
— (TAe  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Viscount  CROSS  :  As  the  author 
of  the  existing  Act,  I  may  say 
that  I  most  hewrtily  approve  of 
the  Bill  now  introdaced.  It  was  never 
intended  that  such  a  thing  as  this  should 
happen,  and  it  is  quite  clear  an  anomaly 
of  that  kind  should  be  done  away  witli. 
But  there  is  one  matter  which  I  think 
reqnirea  the  consent  of  the  Government. 
One  of  the  main  objects  of  the  Act  was 
to  make  the  whole  prison  service  one 
under  it.  Formerly,  of  course,  a  Governor 
might  have  been  employed  in  one  county 
for  a  number  of  years,  and  then,  if  he 
was  appointed  in  another  county,  that 
was  connted  as  absolately  s  fi^  ser- 
vice, and  he  had  no  claim  for  the  first 
period  iu  the  other  county.  So  that 
one  of  the  main  purposes  of  the  Act  was 
to  make  it  one  continued  service — that  it 
should  make  no  difference  where  the 
official  served,  but  that  be  should  count 
for  bis  pension  the  number  of  years  he 

The  Lord  Ckancellor 


had  served  under  the  Government.  I 
believe  that  by  some  construction  of  the 
Act  the  Treasury  this  has  happened : 
that  a  man  has  been  employed  as  so 
assistant  prison  officer,  pot  aa  GovenK? 
but  as  Assistant  Governor,  in  a  lu-ge 
gaol  where  two  officers  were  necessary. 
But  when  he  was  promoted  to  the  rank 
of  actual  Governor  he  could  not  count 
his  time  as  Assistant  Governor,  because 
he  had  entered  into  a  new  service.  That 
is  a  matter  into  which  it  is,  I  think,  neces- 
sary some  inquiry  should  be  made,  becaoge 
I  am  sure  that  was  never  intended.  I 
am  quite  sure  the  noble  Lord  opposite  in 
drawing  the  Act  never  contemplated  such 
a  result.  It  seems  to  me  very  hard  that, 
because  a  man  gets  promotion  in  Ids 
service  from  Assistant  Governor  to  Go- 
vernor of  a  prison,  he  should  lose  the 
advantage  of  his  former  period  of  sarice 
in  counting  pension. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  Cer- 
tainly the  point  shall  receive  my  atten- 
tion. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

LOCAL  GOVBRNMBNT  (IRELAND)  PBO- 
VISIOKAL    ORDER   (No.    4)  BILL. 
(No.  126.) 

Report  from  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, That  the  Lord  de  Ros  be  proposed 
to  the  House  as  a  Member  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  said  Bill  in  the  place 
of  the  Lord  Fingall  {E.  Fingall)  ;  read, 
and  agreed  to. 

EDUCATION     PROVISIONAL  ORDER 
CONFIRMATION      (LONDON)  BILL 

[H.L.].— (No.  9t.) 

Report  from  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, That  the  Lord  de  Ros  be  propoaod 
to  the  House  as  a  Member  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  said  Bill  in  the  place 
of  the  Lord  Fingall  (£.  Fingall)  ;  read, 
and  agreed  to. 

APPEALS    (FORmA    PAUPERIS)  BU.L 

Betnmed  from  the  Commons  agreed 
to. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL.— (No.  »*•) 
Returned  from  the  CommoDS  with  tW 
AmendmentB  agreed  to. 
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LOCAL    GOVBBNMEITT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  4.)  BILL.— (No.  H3.) 

Returned  from  the  Commoas  with  the 
AmeadmentB  agreed  to. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  5)  BILL.— (No.  78.) 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Ameadments  agreed  to. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  9)  BILL.-(No.  116.) 

Returned  from  the  CommouB  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

PIER    AND    HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL— (No.  129.) 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

GAS  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION  (NEWENT, 
&c.)  BILL  [H.L.].— (No.  84.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Older),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To- 
morrow. 

OAS  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION  (BROM- 
YARD, &C.)  BILL  [H.L.].— (No.  85.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons, 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  10)  BILL.— (No.  140.) 

Read  3»  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  U)  BILL.— (No.  141.) 
Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  GRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL   ORDER    (No.   3)  BLLL. 
(No.  113.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

WATER  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS  (No.  1) 
BILL.— (No.  136.) 
Read  3*^  (according  to  Order),  with 
the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and  re- 
turned to  the  Commons. 


VOLUNTARY   OONVBYANOBS  BILL 
[H.L.].— (No.  148.) 

Commons  Amendment  considered  (ac- 
cording  to  Order),  and  agreed  to. 

RAILWAY   SERVANTS   (HOURS  OF 

LABOUR)  BILL.— (No.  73.) 
Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  with 
the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and  re- 
turned to  the  Commons. 

WEIGHTS   AND    MEASURES  BILL. 
(No.  112.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

DUCHY  OF  CORNWALL  BILL.— (No.  140.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER   (No.  7)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1"; 
to  be  printed  ;  and  r^erred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers.   (No.  168.) 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  8)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*; 
to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers.   (No.  169.) 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  9)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons;  read  1>; 
to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
uniners.    (No.  170.) 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  7)  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*; 
to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers.   (No.  I7l.) 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  8)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1" ; 
to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers.   (No.  172.) 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  12)  BILU 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  l^* ; 
to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers.   (No.  173.) 
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LOCAL    GOTBR^MENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  17)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commoiu ;  read  1 
to  be  prmted ;  aad  referred  to  the  Ex 
unmers.    (No.  174.) 

HooH  •djoomed  at  tweoty  minutes 
before  Five  o'dock,  till  To^nuwrow, 
a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clodL 


HOUSE    OF  COMMONS 
Thursday^  SSm:  June  189S, 


MESSAGE  FROU  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to — ^Local  Go- 
TemmeDt  FroTiaional  Orders  (Ko,  2' 
Bill. 

NEW  MBMBSR  SVTORN. 

William  'Williams,  esquire,  for  Hie 
Swansea  Division  of  Boroughs. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS, 


LONDON*  DEPTFORD,  AND  GREENWICH 
TRAMWAYS  BILL. 

CONSIDERATIOK. 

Dr.   FAEQUHARSON  (Abeideen- 

ahire,  W.)  moved — 

"That,  in  the  case  of  the  London,  Deptford, 
and  .Greenwich  Tramways  Bill,  Standing  Orders 
84,  214,  216,  and  2S8  be  Bospended,  and  that 
the  Bill  be  now  taken  into  erauideration,  pro- 
vided amended  prints  shall  have  been  prerionsly 
deposited." 

Mh.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) 
said,  he  did  not  know  whether  be  ought 
10  object  to  the  Standing  Orders;  but 
he  was  going  to  object  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Bill. 

Dr.  FABQUHARSON  intimated 
that  he  would  defer  the  consideration  of 
the  Bill  till  to-morrow. 

Further  Proceeding  on  ConsidOTation, 
as  amended,  stood  adjourned  until  To- 
morrow. 


PROVISIONAL    ORDER  BILL 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  17}  BILL.— (No  376.) 
THIRD  BEADING. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 

time." 

Mk.  BALLANTINE  (Coventrj)8aid. 
one  part  of  this  Bill  related  to  a  sewage 
scheme  for  the  City  of  Coventiy,  aod 
the  oUier  part  to  some  schone  for  the  water 
supply  of  a  Lancashire  town.    Since  the 
Second   Reading   the  Bill  had  beai 
entirely  transformed,  by  the  omission 
from  it  of  the  Coventry  Schone,  in 
accordance  with  a  pledge  given  by  the 
President  of    the   Local  Grovemment 
Board.    In  face  of  that  pledge  it  was 
ueelesB  for  him  to  do  what  he  had  de- 
sired  to  do — namely,    to    move  the 
re-conunittal  of  the  Bill ;  but,  at  all 
events,  he  was  in  a  position  to  do  this : 
protest  very  earnestly  against  the  coarse 
that  had  been  taken.    This  matter  was 
most  important  to  every  town  in  Eng- 
land, for  it  showed  conclusively  that  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  no  power 
whatever  to  give  effect  to  its  own  Pro- 
visional Order,  and  that  a  Provisional 
Order  could  only  acquire  validity  by  the 
fact  that  it  was  unopposed.  Coventry 
had  been  placed  in  a  most  impossible  posi- 
tion by  theactioD  of  the  Local  Government 
Board.   In  August,  1892,  an  injunction 
was  obtained  against  the  Corporation 
for  polluting  a  river  in  the  neigbouihood 
by  its  sewage,  prohibiting  them  from  using 
that  system  of  sewage  for  the  future^ 
and  an  order  of  sequestration  was  made 
against  the  Corporation  upon  that  in- 
junction.     This  order  of  sequestration 
was  suspended  for  a  year,  until  Angnst, 
1893,  in  order  to  give  the  town  sn 
opportunity  of  framing  a  new  system  of 
drainage.    The  Corporation  immediatelj 
instructed  the  best  engineer  they  could 
secure  to  frame  a  scheme,  and  this 
scheme  was  submitted  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment  Board,   and    a  Provisional 
Order  applied  for.     The  Local  Govem- 
ment  Board  sent  down  an  Inspector  to 
hold  an  inquiry  at  Coventry.     This  in- 
quiry extended  over  nine  days  ;  it  in* 
volved  the  Corporation  in  enormoas  ex- 
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penae,  and  at  it  were  represented  the 
opponents  to  the  Bill,  the  chief  of  whom 
was  Lord  Leigh,  whose  property  was 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  proposed 
irrigation  farms.  Every  conceivable 
argument  was  used  by  the  able  counsel 
whom  his  Lordship  retained  to  point  out 
every  possible  objection  to  the  scheme  ; 
but,  in  the  result,  the  Local  Government 
Board  gave  their  sanction  to  it,  and 
brought  in  a  Bill  for  the  pnrpoee  of 
giving  effect  to  it.  This  Bill  was  backed 
by  the  President  and  the  Secretary  to  Uie 
Local  Government  Board,  and  the  town 
supposed  that  the  fight  would  be  con- 
dncted  by  the  Local  Government  Board  ; 
and,  therefore,  took  no  part  in  it  what- 
ever. The  Second  Reading  came  on  ; 
and  the  unusual  course  was  taken  of 
moving  an  Amendment  to  the  Second 
Reading.  The  President  of  the  Local 
GrovernmentBoard,observingon  that  occa- 
sion that  there  was  opposition  to  the  Bill, 
did  not  make  any  very  serious  resistance, 
sod  began  his  speech  by  assuring  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill  that  if  there  was 
an  adverse  vote  to  the  Coventry  Scheme 
he  should  not  consider  it  any  reflection 
npOD  himself  or  his  Department ;  and  he 
concluded  by  offering  to  the  opponents  of 
the  measure  a  very  easy  way  out  of  their 
dilemma.  He  pointed  out  that  as  the 
Bill  comprised  two  Provisional  Orders 
a  vote  against  the  Coventry  Scheme 
would  wreck  them ;  and  he  conse- 
quently suggested  to  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment  that  he  should  move 
the  Adjournment  of  the  Debate,  stating 
that  if  that  Motion  were  agreed 
to  he  would  accept  it  as  the 
sense  of  the  House  adverse  to  the 
Coventry  Scheme.  The  Mover  of  the 
Amendment  eagerly  accepted  this  way 
out  of  the  difficulty,  made  his  Motiou  ; 
and  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board — although  it  was  his  own 
Bill  to  give  effect  to  a  Provisional  Order, 
granted  after  an  exhaustive  inquiry  of 
nine  days — did  not  challenge  a  Division. 
As  Member  for  the  Division,  he 
(Mr.  Ballantine)  might  have  challenged 
a  Division  ;  but,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  taken  the  fight  entirely  to 
himself,  he  and  his  Colleagues  had  no 
notice  that  they  were  expected  to  fighi  it, 
and  if  he  had  challenged  a  Division,  what 
purpose  would  it  have  served  in  face  of 
the  fact  that  the  light  hon.  Gentleman 
had  deserted  him,  and  the  Division  would 


have  been,  in  these  circumstances,  an 
utterly  unfair  one.  What  now  was  the 
position  of  the  town  of  Coventry  ?  It 
certaioly  bad  not  been  encouraged  to  ask 
for  another  Provisional  Order  or  Scheme 
in  face  of  this  experience ;  and  it  was 
quite  obvious  that  in  any  scheme  that  it 
did  propose  it  was  a  condition  that  lands 
should  be  obtainable  for  the  scheme  with- 
out opposition,  and  that  no  influential 
person  should  reside  in  the  neighbour^ 
hood.  He  considered  it  was  a  monslroiis 
position  that  this  city,  after  trusting 
its  interests  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  and  implicitly  following  the, 
directions  of  that  Board  for  a  year,  at  the 
end  of  that  period  should  find  itself  with- 
out a  scheme  at  all  after  the  expenditure 
of  several  thousand  pounds,  and  with  a 
sequestration  order  hanging  over  their 
heads  to  come  into  operation  in  August. 
He  would  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Gx>vernment  Board  to  point  out  some 
mode  by  which  the  town  might  be  in- 
demnified for  the  expenditure  it  had 
incurred,  not  through  any  f»ilnre  of  its 
own,  but  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
and  that  it  would  be  offered  some  safe- 
guard or  protection  against  the  action  of 
the  law. 

•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler,  Wolverhampton.  E.)  t  The  hon. 
Member  has  taken  the  ratlier  unusual 
course  of  makiug  an  attack  upon  the 
Local  Government  Board  with  reference 
to  the  procedure  of  this  Bill  upon  the 
Third  Reading  instead  of  making  it  upon 
the  Second  ^Reading.  He  has,  I  think, 
quite  unintentionally,  made  several  serious 
misrepresentations,  and  I  think  it  neces- 
sary in  the  interests  of  Coventry  that  I 
should  explain  exactly  what  is  the 
position  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
and  what  the  powers  and  duties  of  the 
Coventry  Urban  Sanitary  Authority  are. 
So  far  ns  I  can  make  out,  they  do  not 
themselves  understand  them.  The 
position  of  the  Bill  is  not  owing  to  a 
pledge  I  gave.  I  gave  no  pledge  what- 
ever in  any  way  involving  the  Local 
Government  Boai^ ;  but  X  indicated  to  the 
House  of  Commons  a  mode  of  expressing 
their  opinion  on  one  part  of  the  Bill  as 
to  which  they  felt  strongly  without 
expressing  their  opinion  on  another  part 
in  which  they  took  no  interest  whatever ; 
and  I  think  I  was  only  carrying  out  ray 
duty  to  the  House  and  to  thp  Department 
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in  poiatiog  out  that  mode  of  procedure. 
I  would  remind  my  hon.  Friend  that  the 
House  of  Commons  is  supreme  over  the 
Local  Government  Board  as  well  as 
supreme  over  the  Corporation  of 
Coventry.  He  says  that  a  Froviaionat 
Order  is  absolutely  worthless  if  it  is 
opposed.  I  venture  to  tell  him  precisely 
the  contrary.  There  have  been  several 
Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  opposed  this  Session  ;  they 
have  been  discussed  before  the  proper 
tribunal — namely,  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  upstairs  ;  and  the 
Committee  have  supported  the  decision 
of  the  Local  Goverument  Board  after 
hearing  the  evidence,  and  have  made  the 
FrovisioDsl  Orders.  This  is  a  case  iu 
which  the '  House  chose  to  take  the 
matter  into  its  own  hands.  I  remember 
— as  those  who  were  present  will 
recollect  —  that  I  strongly  protested 
against  the  House  so  doing  ;  and  I  went 
so  far,  when  I  suggested  the  course  I  did 
with  reference  to  the  adjournment,  as  to 
say  that  if  the  House  went  to  a  Division 
I  should  vote  against  it,  and  yet  the  hon. 
Member  now  sajs  I  deserted  the  Bill. 
It  was  his  duty  to  have  taken  a  Division 
on  the  Adjournment,  and  not  that  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.  The  little 
experience  I  have  had  of  this  House 
enables  me,  to  some  extent,  to  fairly 
gather  its  opinion ;  and  observing  from 
different  quarters  of  the  House,  and  from 
every  section  in  it,  that  if  the  promoters 
of  the  Provisional  Order  ehaUeuged  a 
Division  they  were  sure  to  be  igno- 
miuoualy  defeated,  I  thought  my  hon. 
Friend  had  exercised  a  wise  discre- 
tion in  not  putting  the  House  to  the 
trouble  of  a  Division.  No  doubt 
the  town  of  Ooventiy  is  in  a  difficult 
position,  oud  they  wish  for  the  aasistanoe 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  in  ex- 
tricating them  from  that  position.  They 
have  had  two  alternative  schemes  before 
them.  It  was,  as  I  told  the  House,  with 
the  greatest  reluctance  and  considerable 
doubt  that  I  made  the  Provisional  Order 
approving  of  this  scheme.  On  the  whole, 
I  thought  it  the  best ;  and  when  the 
House  of  Commons  see  fit  to  think  other- 
wise, it  is  not  my  business  to  comment 
on  the  decision  of  the  House,  in  saying 
that  on  public  grounds — and  not  upon  the 
private  grounds  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber alluded — they  will  not  approve  of  it. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  think  the 

Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 


City  of  Coventry  will  now  have  recourse 
to  the  alternative  scheme,  on  behalf  of 
which  some  very  valuable  evidence  has 
been  adduced,  and  which  hasagreatdeai 
to  recommend  it.  Strongly  as  I  am 
attached  to  these  Provisional  Orders,  aod 
anxious  as  I  am  to  see  them  extended, 
believing  they  afford  the  true  solution  d 
the  difficulty  tliat  is  coming  fast  npoo  as 
in  consequeuce  of  the  pressure  of  Private 
Business,  I  must  protest  against  the 
attempt  to  bring  the  Department  having 
charge  of  these  Provisional  Orders  into 
conflict  with  the  House  of  Commons.  If 
the  Provisional  Order  system  has  any 
value,  and  is  to  be  upheld  and  main- 
tained, it  must  be  subject  to  the  supre- 
macy of  the  House  ;  and  the  House  itself 
will  never  part  with  that  power,  and  hand 
it  over  to  any  Department.  I  think  last 
year  we  passed  90  Provisional  Orders  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  of  which 
only  three  were  disputed,  so  that  the 
House  will  see  this  is  a  very  valuable 
and  cheap  mode  of  procedure.  It  is  not 
thedutyof  the  Local  Goveniment  Board  to 
spend  public  money  in  defending  what 
are  called  their  own  Provisional  Orders. 
They  make  the  Provisional  Order  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Local  Authority  ;  the  Local 
Authority  has  been  saved  all  the  expense, 
delay,  and  trouble  of  the  preliminary 
procedure  of  a  Private  Bill ;  and  the 
moment  tbe  Provisional  Order  becomes  a 
disputed  Order  then  the  promoters,  be 
they  a  Corporation  or  any  other 
Local  Authority,  are  put  in  precisely 
the  same  position  as  if  they  had  intro- 
duced the  Bill  and  they  have  got  to 
defend  the  Provisional  Order  and  to 
pay  the  costs  of  defending  it.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  think  no  blame 
attaches  to  the  Local  Government  Board. 
We  have  done  our  best  in  the  curcom- 
stancra  of  the  case  ;  and  it  is  not  for  me, 
as  President  of  that  Department,  to 
challenge  the  decision  of  the  House  of 
Commons. 

•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean)  said,  he  could  not  but  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did,  quite  unwit- 
tingly, deal  somewhat  of  a  blow  to  tbe 
Provisional  Order  system  by  suggesting  to 
the  House  of  Commons  that  they  should 
accept  a  Motion  for  Adjournment  as  a 
defeat  of  one  of  the  clauses  contained  m 
the  BilL  The  House  of  Commons  was 
so  inclined  to  accept  Motions  for  the 
Adjournment  ot  Private  Business,  so  few 
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hon.  Members  had  a  real  interest  in 
Private  Business,  and  tbey  were  so 
anxions  to  get  to  questions  that  in  the 
buzz  of  conversation  which  always  took 
place  during  Frirate  Business^  Motions 
for  Adjournment  were  jumped  at  by  the 
House. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLEK  :  If  the  Motion 
had  not  been  carried,  and  the  House  of 
.Commons  had  rejected  the  Bill,  a  most 
valuable  Provisional  Order  respecting  the 
water  supply  of  a  large  district  in 
Xancoshire  would  have  been  rejected. 

Sib  C.  W.  DILKE  said,  he  quite 
undwstood  the  effect  of  taking  the 
course  which  was  taken.  He  would  point 
out  that  nothing  but  the  very  stoutest 
resistance  by  the  Department  concerned 
would  ever  save  a  Bill  when  the  great 
private  influences  were  brought  to  bear 
which  were  brought  to  bear  on  the  oc- 
casion when  this  Bill  was  previously 
before  the  House.  It  was  notorious  that 
on  that  occasion  the  Government  Whips 
were  practically  whipping  against  what 
was  a  Government  Bill. 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  know 
nothing  about  that. 

Sib  C.  W.  DILEE  said,  he  was  aware 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  know 
of  it ;  but  that  was  the  case.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Coventry  had  on  this 
occasion  a  real  grievance.  One  point  made 
ugainst  the  hon.  Member  was  that  he  did 
DOt  divide  tlie  House,  as  he  ought  to  have 
done.  That  certainly  was  a  fatal  mis- 
take on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member. 
He  (Sir  Charles  Dilke)  happened  to  be 
the  only  Member  of  the  House  who 
challenged  a  Division,  The  Govern- 
ment Whips  were  anxious  he  should  not 
do  so  a  second  time ;  and  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Coventtr  did  not  challenge 
a  Division,  he  (Sir  C.  W,  Dilke)  did  not 
do  so  the  second  time.  If  whenever 
a  Private  Bill  was  opposed  which  con- 
tained two  or  three  Provisional  Orders, 
a  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  was  to  be 
made  so  lightly  after  a  strong  and  excel- 
lent defence  of  the  scheme  such  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  in  his 
first  speech  on  this  Bill,  he  was  bound  to 
say  the  result  would  afterwards  be  that 
the  Provisional  Order  would  be  defeated, 
and  it  would  make  Corporations  chary  of 
resorting  to  the  Provisional  Order  system 
on  occasions  of  this  kind. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  pabtwa 


Q  U£  ST  JONS, 


THE  VENTIIATION  OF  THE  HOUSE 
OF  COMMONS. 
Mr.  H.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  E.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  if  he  has  noticed  some  remarks 
made  by  Sir  Douglas  Galton  at  a  recent 
meeting  of  the  Society  of  Arts  with 
regard  to  the  ventilation  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  in  which  he  says  that  they 
take  great  pains,  and  incur  great  expense, 
to  purify  their  air.  They  then  pass  that 
air  through  a  perforated  floor,  which 
Members  take  very  good  care  to  cover 
with  manure  and  dirt  from  the  streets 
brought  in  by  their  boots,  and  then  they 
breadie  this  re-polluted  air,  and  they 
complain  of  lassitude  after  they  have 
been  occupying  the  place  for  a  certain 
number  of  hours  ;  and  whether  the  facts 
as  stated  are  correct ;  and,  if  so,  if  the 
Authorities  of  the  House  can  devise  some 
means  of  saving  the  purified  air 
being  re-polluted  ? 

The  FIKST  COMMISSIONER  o» 
WORKS  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  Brad- 
ford, Central)  :  The  question  raised  by 
Sir  Douglas  Galton,  which  does  uot 
appear  to  have  occurred  to  him  when  he 
was  the  professional  adviser  of  the  Office 
of  Works,  is  notjithink,  of  much  practical 
importance.  When  the  distance  of  the 
House  of  Commons  from  the  public 
streets,  and  the  number  of  mats  for  the 
use  of  Members  are  taken  into  considera- 
tion, it  may  fairly  be  assumed  that  but 
little  manure  and  dirt "  reaches  the 
perforated  floor  covering  of  the  Chamber. 
In  any  case,  the  floor  covering  is  taken 
up  and  thoroughly  cleaned,  and  steamed 
oane  a  week,  and  the  ventilating 
chamber  immediately  uuder  the  House 
is  thorougidy  dusted  every  day.  It  will, 
therefore,  be  seen  that  the  chance  of  the 
air  which  passes  through  the  perforated 
floor  being  polluted  in  its  passage  is  but 
very  small  indeed.  If  hou.  Members 
after  long  hours  of  sitting  in  this  House 
suffer  from  lassitude,  it  is  not,  I  think, 
due  to  the  cause  referred  to  by  Sir 
Douglas  Galton. 

THE  BENGAL  QANJA  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  CAINE  (Bradford,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary^^^^ai^^for 
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India  if  be  is  now  able  to  state  the  com- 
position of  the  Bengal  Ganja  Commis- 
fliOD  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  IKDIA  (Mr.  G.  Russell, 
North  Beds.)  :  I  told  my  hou.  Friend 
on  the  1 2th  instant  that  we  hoped  this 
matter  would  be  settled  hj  the  end  of  the 
month.  If  we  have  not  received  the 
iuformatiou  by  that  time  it  will  he  tele- 
graphed for. 

THE  MAHARAJA  OF  GWALIOB. 
Mr.  CAINE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  when  it  is 
intended  to  confer  full  powers  of  Govern- 
ment on  His  Highness  the  Maharaja  of 
Gwalior  State  ? 

•Mb.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  :  The 
Secretary  of  State  has  no  knowledge  of 
the  inteutioDs  of  the  Governmeot  of 
India  in  this  matter  ;  and,  as  His  High- 
ness is  only  16  years  old,  considers  it  pre- 
mature to  communicate  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  on  the  subject  at  present. 

THB  MILITARY  CONTRIBUTION  OF  THE 

STRAITS  SETTLEMENTS. 

Sib  T.  SUTHERLAND  (Greenock)  : 
T  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  be  is  aware  that,  since 
the  imposition  of  a  military  contribution 
of  £100,000  per  annum  on  the  Straits 
Settlements,  the  annual  Revenue  of  the 
colony  lias  seriously  declined,  there  being 
a  deficit  in  1891  of  772,375  doUara, 
equivalent  to  £110,300  sterling,  and  in 
1R92  of  627,297  dolUrs,  while  the  esti- 
mates for  1993  show  a  deficit  of  over 
£700,000  dollars  ;  and  whether,  under 
these  circumstances,  the  Government  will 
consider  the  atlvisttbility  of  reducing  the 
said  military  contribution  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  :ok  the  EX- 
CHEQUER(SirW.  Harcoukt, Derby): 
The  matter  is  under  considertion. 

THE  VERDERERS  OF  THE  KEW  FOREST. 

Mr.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N,)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  he  has  any  objection  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  copies  of  the 
Correspondence  between  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Woods  and  the  Verderers  of 
the  New  Forest  with  reference  to  the 
Forest  Clauses  in  the  Crown  Lands  Bill  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham)  : 

Mr,  Caine 


1  shall  be  pleased  to  give  the  Betom 
asked  for  by  my  right  hon.  Friend. 

INCOME  TAX  COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex* 
chequer  whether  he  is  aware  that  in 
June,  1890,  in  consequence  of  repre> 
sentations  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Rugby  Division,  the  Board  of  In- 
land  Reveniie  gave  Insmictions  that  the 
additional  Commissioners  for  Income 
Tax  at  Rugby  (who  were  tradesmen  is 
that  town)  should  not  be  summoned  to 
any  meeting  relating  to  Income  Tax  as- 
sessments, and  thus  practically  put  tea 
end  to  their  appointment ;  whether  it  is 
a  fact  that  there  are  similar  additionai 
Commissioners,  all  of  whom  are  trades- 
men at  Wacwick,  who  now  have  acce» 
to  all  the  private  Income  Tax  Returns  of 
the  taxpayers  at  Kiueton ;  and  whether 
the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  will  b 
this  case  give  similar  instructions  to 
those  which  were  given  at  Rugby,  and 
so  put  an  end  to  this. practice  of  allowing 
tradesmen  to  look  into  the  private 
affairs  of  fellow  tradesmen  with  whom 
they  are  in  competition  ? 

SiE  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Boai^  of 
Inland  Revenue  have  no  power  to  givo 
such  instructions,  and  they  gave  no  in- 
structions in  the  Rugby  case.  The  hon. 
Member  should  communicate  with  the 
General  Commissioners  of  Income  Tax 
for  the  district.  I  would  refer  hun  to 
an  answer  given  to  him  by  my  predeces- 
sor on  the  24th  of  June,  1889.  The  real 
truth  is  that  these  Income  Tax  ques- 
tions are  not  in  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment, but  are  under  the  control  (rf 
the  Income  Tax  Commissioners. 

Mr.  COBB :  But  was  not  this  in- 
struction given  long  after  1889  ? 

S:b  W.  HARCOURT  :  laminfonnei 
that  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  never 
gave  any  such  instructions  at  all. 

THE  LANCASHIRE  MINERS'  FKDEBA- 
TION. 

Babon  HENRY  dk  WORMS 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  :  I  ibeg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  a  Circular  issued  to  the 
miners  in  St.  Helen's  district  by  Ui^ 
Thomas  Glover,  J.P.,  miners'  agent,  m 
which  he  says  that,  having  received 
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power  from  the  Lancashire  Miners* 
Federation  to  force  all  non-union  men 
into  the  Union,  the  power  being  granted 
two  months  lagO}  and  all  the  men  not 
having  yet  joined,  the  St.  Helenas 
district  has  decided  to  give  those  men 
who  are  still  out  of  the  Union  until  the 
24th  day  of  June  to  join  ;  and  if  idl  have 
not  joined  by  that  date  notice  will  be 
given  to  all  the  collieries  where  non- 
unioD  men  are  employed  for  the  piu^ose 
of  stopping  against  them  ;  that  all  those 
who  are  in  tbe  Union  and  belong  to  any 
other  district  must  bring  their  cards  of 
membership,  as  there  will  be  men  ap- 
pointed to  look  at  the  cards  once  a  month, 
and  if  any  member  is  found  going  bad 
he  will  be  warned  of  the  same,  and  have 
to  pay  up  at  once  ;  whether  he  is  advised 
that  Bu<^  threatenhig  notices  are  legal ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  He  propmes  to  take 
any,  and  what,  action  in  the  matter  ;  and 
whether  he  is  aware  that  tliese  threaten- 
ing notices  are  signed  by  Mr.  Glover 
with  the  initials  J.P.  after  his  name, 
he  having  been  recently  appointed  a 
Borough  Magistrate  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTii,  Fife,  E.)  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  Circular.  I  am  ad- 
vised that  there  is  nothing  illegal  in  its 
terms,  and  I  do  not  propose  to  take  any 
action  in  the  matter.  The  Circular  in 
question  is  signed  by  Mr.  Glover,  but 
not  with  the  initials  J.P.  after  his  name. 
It  appears,  however,  that  in  a  previous 
Circular  Mr.  Glover  did  append  these 
letters  to  his  name.  I  cannot  suppose 
that  any  reader  of  the  Circular  would 
imi^ine  that  Mr.  Glover  was  purporting 
to  act  in  a  magisterial  capacity  ;  but  Mr. 
Glover  informs  me  that  he  thinks — aud 
I  agree  with  him — that  in  affixing  de- 
signation to  such  a  document  he  made 
a  mistake,  which  he  assures  me  will  not 
oocnr  again. 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  Then  am  I 
to  understand  that  the  Circular  was  not 
ill^al,  and  that  the  Magistrate  was 
warranted  in  issuing  it  with  the  addition 
to  his  name  of  the  letters  "  J.P."  ? 

Me,  ASQUITH  :  I  am  advised  that 
there  was  nothing  illegal  in  the  Circulfu*. 
As  a  fact,  the  Magistrate  did  not  appeud 
to  his  name  t^e  letters  "  J.P." 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  But  it  is 
admitted  that  he  did  do  so  in  the  case 


of  a  previous  lotter  which  was  exactly 
in  the  same  terms  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  It  was  not  iu  the 
same  terms. 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  I  have  seen 
the  Circular. 

Mr.  LEGH  (Lancashire,  S.W.,  New- 
ton) :  May  I  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  if  Mr.  Glover  is  one 
of  the  Magistrates  recently  appointed  by 
him  ? 

[The  question  was  not  answered.] 

WELSH  COUNTY  COURT  JUDGES. 

Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eition)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  is  aware  that,  at  a 
County  Court  held  last  Saturday  at 
Aberystwith,  at  the  commencement  of 
business,  J ndge  Beresford  allowed  a 
solicitor,  who  constantly  practises  before 
him,  to  make  a  speech  of  some  length, 
in  which  he  protested  against  the  removal 
of  Judge  Beresford  from  that  Circuit  on 
account  of  his  ignorance  of  Welsh, 
testified  to  the  admirable  qualities  of  the 
Judge  who  was  listening  to  him,  and 
trusted  that  the  Judge  would  make 
strong  representations  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor to  prevent  his  removal ;  that,  at 
the  conclusion  of  the  speech,  another 
solicitor,  also  practising  at  the  same 
Court,  made  a  speech,  in  which  he 
endorsed  the  remarks  of  tbe  previous 
speaker,  and  testified  to  the  universal 
popularity  of  the  presiding  Judge ; 
whether  he  is  also  aware  that,  afterwards, 
an  English  gentleman,  named  Gibson, 
totally  ignorant  of  Welsh,  rose  and, 
alleging  that  he  represented  the  public, 
made  a  speech  in  further  protest  against 
the  removal  of  the  Judge ;  and  that, 
finally,  the  Judge  himself  made  a  speech 
in  which  he  briefly  thanked  the  speakers, 
and  said  that  he  would  make  the  repre- 
sentations asked,  and  that  he  should  be 
glad  if  the  proposed  change  were  not 
persisted  in  ;  and  whether  the  Welsh 
gentlemen,  representing  tbe  Welsh- 
speaking  public,  will  be  permitted  to 
attend  at  subsequent  Courts  on  Judge 
Beresford^s  Circuit  to  express  their 
views  as  to  the  desirability  of  his 
removal  ? 

Major  JONES  (Carmarthenshire, 
&c.)  :  Before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
answers  that  question,  may  I  ask  him  if 
it  is  not  a  fact  that  at  least  80  per  oent. 
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of  the  population  in  this  Judge^a  Circuit 
is  a  Welsh-speaking  ]K>pulatiou,  and 
would  it  not  be  in  the  mtefest  of  justice 
that  the  Judge  should  be  acquainted 
with  the  language  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  believe  the  fact 
is  as  stated  bj  my  bon.  Friend.  As  to 
the  question  on  the  Paper,  I  have  written 
to  Judge  Beresford  with  reference  to  the 
statementscontainedinthis  qnestioa;  but 
I  bare  not  at  present  received  an  answer. 
I  would  remind  mjr  hon.  Friend  that  I 
have  no  control  over,  or  authority  to  in- 
terfere with,  the  conduct  of  a  County 
Court  Judge,  or  to  say  what  gentlemen 
should  be  allowed  to  address  lilm  while 
sitting  as  a  Judge.  Auy  complaint  of 
the  conduct  of  a  Judge  should  be  made 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  when  I  re- 
ceive au  answer  from  Judge  Beresford  it 
will  be  my  duty  to  lay  it  before  the  Lord 
Chancellor. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  what 
would  have  been  the  result  had  this 
taken  place  in  Ireland  ? 

[The  question  was  not  answered.] 

PATENT  FEES. 
Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanark, 
Partick)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  the  Register 
of  Patent  Agents  is  a  register  kept 
under  "  The  Patents,  Designs,  and  Trade 
Marks  Act,  1883,"  as  amended  by  Sec- 
tion 27  of  "The  Patents  Act,  1888;" 
if  so,  why  the  recent  Report  of  the 
Controller  General  of  Patents  does  not 
contain  au  account  of  the  fees  received 
upon  that  register,  in  accordance  with 
Section  102  of  the  Act  of  1883  ;  and, 
if  not,  why  the  Report  contains  a  para- 
graph on  the  subject  of  the  register  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brigbtside)  :  The  Register  of  Patent 
Agents  is  kept  under  the  provisions  of 
Section  1  of  the  Patents  Act,  1888.  This 
Act  is  incorporated  with  the  Patent 
Acts,  1883.  The  Report  of  the  Comp- 
troller Greneral  of  Patents  does  notcontain 
an  account  of  the  fees  received  upon  the 
register,  because  he  has  no  control  over 
their  receipts  or  expenditure.  The  para- 
graph referred  to  was  inserted  in  his 
Report  because,  under 'Sub-section  3  of 
Section  1  of  the  Act  of  1888,  the  Board 
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of  Trade  are  charged  with  the  doty  of 
deciding  upon  the  claims  of  persons  to 
registration. 

MORTON  NATIONAL  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 
of  Council  on  Education  whether  the 
Education  Department  will  take  steps  to 
prosecute  any  of  the  surviving  parties  to 
the  frauds  discovered  in  connection  with 
the  accounts  of  the  Morton  NaUoul 
Schools  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Aclamd,  York,  W.B., 
Rotherham)  :  The  Department  is  makuig 
further  inquiries  into  this  case.  If  it 
should  appear  that  there  are  grounds  for 
placing  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the 
Public  Prosecutor  for  his  investigation, 
I  will  lay  the  matter  before  him. 

THE  AGBICULTURAL  LABOUB 
MABEET. 

Mr.  H.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset, 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  in  view  of  the 
lack  of  information  concerning  tbe 
agricultural  labour  market  in  the  last 
number  of  The  Labour  Gazette,  what 
steps,  if  any,  he  proposes  to  take  to 
obtain  information  on  that  point  similar 
to  that  given  about  other  tntdes,  widi  a 
view  to  publication  in  the  next  and  snc- 
ceeding  issues  of  the  paper  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  The  importance 
of  obtaining  information  as  to  agricultunl 
labour  has  not  been  overlooked  by  the 
Labour  Department.  They  are  collect- 
ing material  for  trustworthy  reports  on 
the  subject  which  will  appear  in  fntnn 
issues  of  The  Labour  Gazette, 

Sir  J.  GORST  (Cambridge  Univei^ 
sity)  :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gende- 
man  if  he  is  taking  any  steps  to  secnn 
information  on  this  subject  from  persons 
other  than  political  agitators  ? 

[The  question  was  not  answered.] 

THE  CASE  OF  ALEXANDER  FBASEK. 

Dr.  FAEQUHARSON  (Abeideea- 
shire,  W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  whether  his  attention  hit 
been  directed  to  the  case  of  Alexandff 
Fraser,  who  has  been  for  upwards  of  53 
years  road  foreman  in  the  service  of  the 
County  of  Aberdeen  at  Peter  Culter,aDd 
performed  his  duties  n^ith  conscientious 
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fidelity  oq  a  weekly  w&ge  of  a  little 
Qoder  £1  a  week ;  whether  be  is  aware 
that  Eraser  has  now  been  compelled,  at 
the  age  of  83,  to  retire  on  account  of 
serious  illness,  which  renders  him  unable 
to  support  himself  and  bis  wife,  and  that, 
after  repeated  applications,  he  has  been 
refused  any  assistance  in  the  shape  of 
grant  or  peusion  by  the  County  Au- 
thorities ;  and  whether  auythiug  can  be 
done  to  save  this  old  couple  from  ending 
their  days  in  the  workhouse  ? 

•The  SECRETABY  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Tbevblyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  Mj  attention  was  directed 
to  the  case  referred  to  by  a  private 
gentleman^  and  I  informed  my  corre- 
spondent that  upon  his  statement  of  the 
facts  it  would  seem  a  suitable  case  for 
any  assistance  that  could  properly  be 
granted.  The  matter  is  one  for  the 
County  Council  to  decide,  and  I  have 
no  power  of  intrafering ;  but  I  have 
written  to  communicate  with  them  on 
the  matter  and  ask  whether  they  have 
any  remarks  to  make. 

TELEGRAPHIC  COMMUNICATION  BE- 
TWEEN HAUBITIC9  AND  ZANZIBAR. 

Mr.  CAINE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  if  it  is  true 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  has 
placed  upon  the  Indiut  Revenues  a 
charge  of  £10,000  a  year  for  20  years, 
as  a  contribution  towards  a  telegraph 
cable  between  the  Mauritius  and  Zanzi- 
bar ;  and  if  he  is  aware  that  the  entire 
export  and  import  trade  between  India 
and  the  Mauritius  is  steadily  decreasing, 
and  only  amounted  last  year  to  a  total 
of  about  £110,000;  if  so,  upon  what 
ground  is  India  to  be  called  on  to  con- 
tribute this  heavy  subsidy  for  the  work- 
ing of  a  telegraph  cable  which  will  be  of 
no  direct  commercial  value  to  India,  and 
from  an  island  which  has  no  dependence, 
for  any  purpose  of  military  or  naval 
administration,  upon  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment  ? 

•Mr.  G.  RUSSELL  :  The  answer  to 
the  first  question  is,  Yes.  (2)  The 
statistics  of  trade  do  not  show  a  steady 
decrease.  The  exports  and  imports  in 
1891-2  amounted  to  a  total  of  2,870,000 
tens  of  rupees,  not  to  about  £110,000. 
The  constmotion  of  the  cable  was  re- 
commended in  the  interests  of  India,  and 
mainly  on  strategic  grounds,  by  a  De- 


partmental Committee  of  Inquiry  which 
reported  in  March,  1891,  after  full  con- 
sideration. 

THE  CASE  OF^MRS..  a.  SADNDBRS. 

Mr.  A.C.  MORTON  (Peterborough)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  any  Correspond- 
ence has  passed  between  the  Govern- 
ment of  Madras  and  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment relating  to  the  Memorial  of 
Mrs.  G.  Saunders,  who  claims  a  sum  of 
money  for  professional  services  rendered 
by  her  late  husband,  H.  B.  Saunders,  to 
the  first  Prince  of  Arcot ;  and  whether 
such  Memorial  and  Correspondence  can 
be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Me.  G.  RUSSELL  :  The  answer  to 
the  first  question  is,  Yes.  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  no  objection  to  the  Papers 
being  Uid  on  the  Table  if  moved  for. 

0FFI0EB8*  TRATELLING  ALLOWANCES 
FOR  INDIA. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  it  is  intended  to  make  any 
revision  of  the  scale  of  allowances  hitherto 
made  to  officers  of  the  Army  for  pas- 
sage money  to  England  on  public  duty, 
in  consequence  of  the  continued  depre- 
ciation of  silver ;  whether  the  allowance 
is  now  100  rupees  below  the  lowest  sum 
for  which  the  journey  can  be  made  by 
steamship  ;  and  whether  meanwhile 
officers  travelling  on  public  business  are 
out  of  pocket  to  this  amount  ? 

Mr.  G.  RUSSELL :  An  officer  pro- 
ceeding to  England  on  duty  is  entitl^  to 
a  free  contract  passage,  and  if  he  draws 
the  passage  allowance  instead  he  does  so 
of  his  own  free  will.  The  SeOTetary  of 
State  will  consult  the  Government  of 
India  as  to  the  financial  results  of  the 
present  rates  i  but  he  cannot  undertake 
to  make  any  revision  which  will  increase 
the  annual  charge  for  the  conveyance  of 
these  officets. 

THE  COST  OF  THE  "  BONA  VENTURE." 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether  it 
costs  more  to  build  similar  vessels  at  one 
Government  Dockyard  than  another ; 
wbethOT  it  is  the  fact  that  the  Bona* 
veniuret  built  at  Devonport,  has  cost 
more  than  the  sister  ship  the  Fox,  con- 
structed at  Portsmouth  ;  whether  this  is 
due  to  the  absence  of  proper  plant  at 
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Devonport,  or  to  what  other  cause  ;  and 
whether  steps  are  being  taken  to  remove 
the  causes  of  this  difference  P 

M&  GOUBLEY  (SunderUnd)  :  At 
the  same  time,  may  I  ask  whether  the 
Bomtventttref  recently  built  at  Dotoq- 
port,  cost  £6,000  more  than  a  sister  ship, 
the  Fox,  constructed  at  Portsmouth  ;  if 
so,  can  he  state  who  is  responsible  for  so 
large  a  differeoce — the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty, Naval  Constructor,  or  the  super- 
intending Director  of  Dockyards  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle- 
WOBTU,  Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  The 
Sonavertture  and  Fox  are  both  in  an  in- 
complete state.  The  former  was 
launched  on  2ud  December,  1892,  and 
the  latter  on  the  15th  instant.  Con- 
sequently, more  money  has  been  ex- 
pended on  the  former  up  to  the  present 
time.  When  complete  the  Bonaventure 
should  cost  more  than  the  Fox,  owing 
to  the  former  being  fitted  as  a  flag 
ship,  whereas  the  latter  is  not  to  be  so 
fitted.  There  is  no  absence  of  proper 
plant  at  Devonport,  and  no  cause  exists 
why  vessels  should  not  be  produced  as 
cheaply  there  as  at  any  other  Dock- 
yard, although,  from  varioos  causes,  there 
is  sometimes  a  difference  in  the  cost  of 
similar  vessels  built  at  dijSferent  yards. 

RURAL  POSTMEN'S  JOURNEYS. 

Mr.  BUCKNILL  (Surrey,  Epsom)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whetlier  he  is  aware  that  rural  post- 
men have  frequently  to  carry  bags 
weighing  with  their  contents  as  much 
as  35lb6.  for  distances  equal  to  four 
miles  out  aud  four  miles  home,  and  to 
make  other  daily  journeys  with  letters  ; 
and  whether,  considering  the  heavy 
weights  and  distances  mentioned,  he  is 
prepared  to  give  some  measure  of  relief 
to  these  hard-worked  public  servants, 
particularly  during  the  summer  months  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEY,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  I  am 
aware  that  there  are  cases  such  as  those 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member.  SSlbs. 
was  fixed  as  the  maximum  to  be  cwried 
by  rural  postmen.  It  is  well  under- 
stood that  whenever  tiie  weight  carried 
exceeds  that  amount  assistance  is  to  be 
provided  ;  and  any  application  for  relief 
receives  immediate  attention.  I  shall 
be  glad  to  know  of  any  particular  cases 
which  the  hon.  Member  may  have  in  mind. 

Mr,  Hai^ury 


ADMIRALTY  CONTRACTS  WITH  POBKIGS 
MANUFACTURBR8. 

CoLOWBL  HOWARD  VINCEST 
(Sheffield,  Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  what  steps 
were  taken   in   placing    with  foreign 
manufacturers  and  workmen  the  Go- 
vernment orders  referred  to  in  Retom 
206  (Contracte  with  Foreigners,  1892-3) 
— namely,  for  £19,520  worai  of  armoa^ 
piercing  projectiles ;    £886  worth  d 
chairs;  and  £8,928  worth  of  preserved 
provisions  ;  as  also  the  recent  order  for 
£19,000  worth  of  Sheffield   shells,  to 
insure  that  such  wages  were  paid  by  tbe 
contractors  as  are  generally  accepted  as 
current    for    competent   workmen,  in 
accordance  with  the  Resolution  of  th« 
late  Administration ;   and   if,  tn  calco- 
lating  the  nominal  saving  by  sending  sncb 
orders  to  foreigners  while  EngUshnm 
are  without  employment  and  are  reported 
by  the  official  correspondents  in  many 
places  to  be  suffering  greatly,  tbe  cost  to 
the  relief  funds  of  Public  Bodies  and 
Trades  Unions,  as  also  to  individnsl 
means  of  artisan  existence,  imposed  by 
tbe  Government  displacement  of  heme 
labour,  was  taken  into  account  ? 

SiH  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH: 
Only  one  order  (not  two  orders)  for 
armour-piercing  projeotiles  has  bees 
given  to  a  foreign  manufactorer  tluB 
year — namely,  that  dated  February  28, 
1893,  amounting  to  £19,520,  which  is 
included  in  the  Return  No.  206.  The 
question  as  to  regulating  wages  paid 
abroad  was  dealt  with  in  the  Debate  of 
the  Hth  March  last  (see  Parliamentary 
Debates,  Vol.  X.,  No.  1,  p.  70)  by  tbe 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  As  re* 
gards  the  last  part  of  the  question  (as  to 
steps  being  taken  in  the  interest  of  cer- 
tain individuals  and  Trade  Unions  to  pre 
vent  tbe  purchase  of  goods  abroad),  1 
cannot  do  better  than  refer  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  the  reply  which  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  gave  on  the  Srd 
February,  1893 — namely, 

"The  Legislatare  has  by  a  series  of  ictt 
made  carefal  provision  that  the  whole  of  tbe 
commonity  shall  have  free  occew  upon  eqml 
terms  to  all  products  whatever,  in  wfaslerer 
conntry  produced  ;  and  it  appears  to  me  dMt 
those  Acts  of  the  Legislature  are  presumably  % 
guide  for  the  Bxecatire  OoTermueDt.  It  wtnld 
be  a  sin^lar  step  for  an  Executive  Gotssb- 
ment,  on  its  own  discretion,  to  allow  tbe  cooise 
of  l^slative  precedents  to  be  infiinged." 
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Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
M»7  I  Mk  if  the  princlplee  which  are  set 
tvri^  in  that  statement  are  those 
which  gnide  the  GoTemment  in  these 
matters  ? 

Sib  U.  KAT-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
I  read  that  statement  in  answer  to  the 
last  paragraph  of  the  question.  Admi- 
ralty   action    is    based   on  general 

considerations. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
Bat  those  are  the  principles  which 
guide  the  Admiralty  in  placing 
contracts  ? 

SiE  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH : 
Certainly,  Sir. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Thanet)  : 
I  take  it,  then,  that  the  Admiralty  place 
the  oontraets  at  the  cheapest  place,  be  it 
English  or  foreign  ? 

Sib  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
Preference  is  given,  if  possible,  to  the 
Sngllsh  manufacturer.  But  it  was  not 
possible  sometimes,  on  account  of  the 
large  difference  in  price,  and  it  then 
became  necessary  to  employ  foreign 
manufacturers. 

Mb.  MUNTZ  (Warwickshu^  Tarn- 
worth)  :  Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
say  what  was  the  difference  in  price  in 
tl  is  case — between  the  tender  accepted, 
and  the  lowest  English  tender  ? 

Sib  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH : 
Considerably  over  30  per  cent. 

Mr.  JACKS  (Stirlingshire)  :  When 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  says  pre- 
ference is  given  to  the  Euglish 
manufacturer,  does  he  mean  also  the 
Scotch  manufacturer  ? 

Sib  U,  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH: 
Perhaps  I  ought  to  have  substituted  the 
word  «  British." 

JUDOB     KELLY    AND    THE  STATE 
OF  GLAKE. 

Mb.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretwy 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  statement  made  by  His  Honour  Judge 
Kelly,  and  by  Mr.  J.  F.  Cullinan,  Crown 
Solicitor,  at  the  Ennis  Quarterly  Sessions, 
on  the  12th  instant,  reported  in  The 
Xkiily  Express  of  the  14th  instant,  from 
which  it  appears  that  Judge  Kelly, 
referring  to  the  state  of  Clare,  said  that 
he  did  not  believe  that  in  any  other 
conntry  in  the  world  such  a  state  of  things 
existed ;  there  were  only  two  cases  of 
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assault  to  go  before  the  jury,  and  His 
Hononr  decided  to  send  the  defmdants 
for  trial  to  the  Assises ;  trialliy  jury  there 
was  a  farce  ;  the  jurors  were  canvassed 
in  Coort,  and  when  they  went  out  or 
went  home  they  drank  with  the  pisonen ; 
they  would  have  a  jury,  but  would  get 
no  vmliet ;  that  he  would  try  no  case  by 
jury ;  it  was  perfect  nonsense  to  do  so 
there ;  it  was  a  disgrace  to  the  County 
Clare ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  these 
statements,  it  is  proposed  to  send  Clare 
prisoners  for  trial  by  Clare  juries  at  the 
Clare  Assizes  ? 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Clare,  E.) : 
Before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers 
this  question,  may  I  ask  whether  it  is  not 
a  fact  that  at  the  last  Quarter  Sessions 
at  Ennis  there  were  only  three  inses 
which  were  sent  to  the  Assizes  in  the  ordi- 
nary way  ;  that  no  jury  was  empannelled 
to  try  any  case,  before  Judge  Kelly,  and 
that,  consequently,  there  is  no  foundation 
for  these  statements  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlet,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne) :  I  have  seen  the 
newspaper  report  referred  to.  The  lan- 
guage of  His  Honour  Judge  Kelly  was 
not  founded  upon  anything  conveyed  to 
him  officially,  and  the  police  are  unaware 
of  the  foots  upon  which  the  Judge's  re^ 
marks  were  bued.  It  appears  diat  diere 
were  three  cases  for  triu  at  the  Sessions 
in  question.  Two  of  these  were  sent  on 
to  the  Assizes  at  the  instance  of  the 
prosecuting  Crown  Solicitor  exclusively 
on  the  ground  of  the  absence  of  material 
witnesses.  The  third  case  was  one  of 
assault  committed  in  the  course  of  a 
dispute  respecting  the  right  of  turbary. 
The  Crown  Solicitor  informs  me  that 
when  he  was  about  to  proceed  with  the 
trial  in  this  third  case,  and  when  the 
jury  was  about  being  (»Ued,  the  Judge 
remarked  that  there  was  no  use  in  pro- 
ceeding with  the  trial,  and  that  it  would 
only  be  a  waste* of  time,  as  the  jnry 
would  not  agree.  This  case  was  there- 
upon also  sent  for  trial  to  the  Assizes. 
It  will  be  seen,  therefore,  that  the  learned 
Judge's  observations  were  not  based  upon 
anything  that  actually  took  place  on  the 
occasion,  nor,  as  I  have  already  stated, 
upon  any  facts  communicated  to  him  by 
the  police.  I  will  only  add  that  if  in 
England  a  judicial  person  permitted  him- 
self to  deliver  opinions  of  this  kind  under 
the  oiroamstanoes,  I  do  not  think  that 
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his  conduct  would  be  regarded  as  very 
becoming. 

Mtt.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  :  May  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Geotlemau  to  answer 
the  last  paragraph  of  the  question  ;  and 
is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  Crown  Solicitor 
stated  that  he  entirely  concurred  in  the 
opinion  of  the  learned  Judge  ? 

Mr.  J.  M0RLE7  :  After  what  I 
have  stated,  I  should  hare  thought  that 
the  last  paragraph  did  not  require  an 
answer.  It  is  quite  true  that  the  Crown 
Solicitor  did  make  some  such  remark  ; 
but  I  beg  the  hoo.  Member  to  observe 
that  no  jury  had  been  empannelled,  and 
no  case  had  been  heard.  What  I  under- 
stand the  Crown  Solicitor  to  have  done 
is  to  have  concurred — after  hearing  the 
Judge's  observations — in  the  view  that 
the  ease  should  go  to  the  Assizes. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
Is  there  any  foundation  for  the  allegation 
that  the  juries  were  canvassed  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  What  juries  ?  Is 
the  hon.  Member  referring  to  a  jury  that 
was  never  empannelled  ? 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  May  I 
inquire  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
great  age  of  the  learned  Judge,  it  would 
not  be  well  to  consider  if  the  case  is  not 
one  for  an  Address  from  both  Houses  to 
the  Crown  ? 

Mr.  barton  (Armagh,  Mid):  I 
wish  to  know  whether  the  obserrations 
of  the  learned  Judge  were  not  made 
upon  an  application  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  case  ;  whether  the  remarks 
of  the  Judge  were  not  spoken  in  such  a 
low  tone  that  it  was  difficult  for  the 
reporters  to  catch  them ;  and  whether 
the  Judge  does  not  deny  that  he  said  he 
would  try  no  case  by  jury  ;  whether  the 
learned  Judge  is  not  a  Roman  Catholic, 
appointed  by  a  Liberal  Government ; 
and  whether  there  is  any  foundation  for 
saying  that  he  has  ever  been  accused  of 
pwtiality  ?  Is  he  not  the  most  respected 
County  Court  Judge  in  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  deny  the 
propositions  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  ;  but  I  am  not  flufficiently 
well  acquainted  with  the  learned  Judge 
to  express  an  opinion.  I  confess  I  never 
heard  of  the  learned  Judge  until  this 
case  was  mentioned.  I  believe  that  what 
the  hon.  Member  says  as  to  the  remarks 
being  extr»-judicial,  and  uttered,  therefore, 
ia  a  low  tone,  may  probably  be  true. 
But,  however  that  may  be,  the  remarks 

Mr.  jr.  Morley 


did  not  properly  apply,  and  that,  after 
all,  is  the  gravamen  of  the  cfaa^e. 

Mr.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.) :  Hu 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  commanicated 
with  the  learned  Judge  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  not,  but  I 
have  had  a  full  account  of  what  took 
place  from  the  Crown  Solicitor,  who 
was  present,  and  who  has  no  animos 
whatever  against  the  Judge.  He  has  no 
desire  to  disparage  anything  the  leanted 
Judge  said  or  did.  I  am  not  aware  that 
I  have  said  anything  to  which  the  learned 
Judge  can  object. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Clare,  E.)  :  Is 
it  in  accordance  with  the  Rules  of  the 
House  that  an  hon.  Member  should  pnt 
a  question  imputing  words  to  a  learned 
Judge  without  first  finding  out  whether 
the  Judge  used  them  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  think  that  as  the 
statement  has  beeu  denied,  on  the 
authority  of  the  Minister,  the  matter 
might  rest  here. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  it  fair  to  nuke 

a  statement  concerning  the  learned  Judge 
without  first  communicating  with  him  ? 

[No  reply.] 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS. 
Mr.  EGERTON  ALLEN  (Pembroke^ 
&c.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chairman  of  the 
Public  Petitions  Committee  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  uumber  of  signattuee 
marked  on  the  Petition  against  the 
Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill  from 
inhabitants  of  Tenby  (No.  20,156)  was 
1,672,  whereas  the  number  counted  iras 
1,546 ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
rector  of  Tenby,  and  three  curates,  and 
Dr.  D.  A.  Reid,  churchwarden,  signed 
the  Petition  (No.  20,148)  from  the  clerg; 
and  laity  of  the  rural  deanery  of  Na^ 
'berth  as'  well  as  the  Petition  from  the 
inhabitants  of  Tenby;  that  the  rectors 
of  Begelly,  Yerbeston,  Crunwere,  Jeffre- 
ston,  and  Lawrenny,  and  the  vicars  of 
Martletwy  and  St.  Issell's,  signed  the 
Petition  from  the  rural  deanery  of 
Narberth  as  well  as  the  Petitions  from 
their  own  parishes  respectively ;  and 
whether  he  will  advise  the  Committee  en 
Public  Petitions  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  all  cases  where  the  same 
people  sign  more  than  one  Petition  with 
respect  to  the  same  Bill  ? 
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•Sib  C.  DALRYMPLE  (Ipswich)  : 
The  Committee  take  no  cognisance  of 
the  number  of  signatures  endorsed  upon 
a  Petition  by  the  petitioners  themselves, 
bat  report  to  the  House  the  number 
officially  counted  in  accordance  with 
their  Order  of  Reference.  It  is  a  fact 
that  the  persons  mentioned  in  the  second 
part  of  the  question  signed  more  than 
one  Petition ;  but  the  Committee  hold 
that  it  is  permissible  for  a  person  to  sign 
in  an  official  capacity,  eveu  though  he 
may  have  signed  as  a  resident  in  the 
district  from  which  a  Petition  emanates. 
In  reply  to  the  third  part  of  the  question, 
the  difficulty  of  giving  effect  to  the 
suggestion  would  be  very  great ;  but  the 
Committee  will  report  to  the  House  any 
case  that  may  be  brought  to  their  notice 
that  does  not  come  within  the  exception 
to  which  I  have  referred. 

•Mb.  EGERTON  ALLEN :  In  what 
official  capacity  can  a  rector  sign  a 
Petition  ? 

•Sir  C.  DALRYMPLE  :  As  belongmg 
to  the  Rural  Deanery. 

•Mr.  EGERTON  ALLEN  :  Is  every 
member  of  a  Rural  Deanery,  clergyman 
or  layman,  entitled  to  sign  in  an  official 
capacity  ? 

Sir  C.  DALRYMPLE  :  The  case  is 
one  that  rarely  occurs.  We  hold  that 
the  petitioners  who  signed  the  second 
Petition  were  within  their  rights. 

Mb.  GRIFFITH  -  BOSCAWEN 
(Kent,  Tunbridge)  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
one  Petition  was  for  inhabitants  of 
various  districts,  and  the  other  for  the 
clergy  of  the  Rural  Deanery  ? 

•Mr.  EGERTON  ALLEN  :  I  may 
say  it  is  not  a  fact.  \_Cries  of  "  Order ! "] 
I  did  not  iutend  to  cast  any  reflection  on 
the  hon.  Member.  I  am  sorry  I  chose 
my  words  so  badly,  and  I  withdraw 
them.  Of  course,  I  only  meant  to  say 
that  the  Petition  on  the  face  of  it  was 
from  the  clergy  and  laity, 

A  LAIJCASHIRB  BURIAL  DISPUTE. 

•Mr.  CARVELL  WILLIAMS  (Notts, 
Mansfield)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  has  seen  in  The  Congrega- 
tionalitt  Vtgiior  for  June  a  statement 
that  a  parishioner  of  the  parish  of 
Dovnall  Green,  Ashton-in-Makerfield, 
Lancashire,  having  lost  his  wife,  applied 
to  the  rector  for  a  grave  in  the  parish 
churchyard. 


"Before  entertaining  the  appUcati<Hi,  the 
rector  wanted  to  know  whether  it  was  intended 
to  use  the  Charch  of  England  Burial  Service. 
On  being  told  that  the  BarinI  Service  would 
take  place  with  Nonconformist  ritea,  he  declared 
that  he  would  only  let  the  applicant  hare  a 
common  grave ;  protest  and  remoostrance  being 
useless,  the  interment  accordingly  took  place  in 
a  common  grave." 

And  whether  he  will  inquire  into  the 
facts  of  the  case ;  and,  if  the  statement 
is.  found  to  be  correct,  take  steps  to 
prevent  the  parishioners  of  Downall 
Green  being  deterred  from  availing  them- 
selves of  the  right  secured  to  them  by 
the  Bnrial  Act  of  1880  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  I  have  applied  to 
the  rector  of  the  parish  in  question  for 
an  explanation  of  the  circumstances 
referred  to.  He  informs  me  that  in  all 
cases  the  rights  and  privileges  secured' 
to  Nonconformists  by  the  Burial  Act  of 
1880  arc  willingly  gnmted.  That,  with 
regard  to  the  particular  interment  re- 
ferred to,  he  was  properly  served  with 
notice  under  the  Act  of  the  intended 
funeral,  to  which  he  assented.  That 
there  are  no  conunon  graves  in  the 
churchyard,  as  meaning  inferior,  either 
in  position,  quality,  or  costs,  but  that 
all  are  alike.  He  further  states  that  the 
Act  of  1880  reserved  all  the  existing 
rights  of  incumbents,  and,  amongst 
others,  his  right  to  select  the  part  of  the 
churchyard  in  which  any  corpse  is  to  bo 
interred.  This  is  the  statement  made  to 
me  by  the  incumbent,  aud  assented  to  by 
the  churchwardens.  I  have  no  means  of 
ascertaining  authoritatively  which  view 
of  the  facts  is  correct ;  and  the  question 
of  law  between  the  complainant  and  the 
incumbent  is  one  whidi  I  have  no  juris- 
diction  to  determine. 

•Mr.  CARVELL  WILLIAMS:  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the 
rector  has  publicly  announced  that  he 
has  aright  to  refuse  private  graves  to  all 
but  members  of  bis  own  congregation  ; 
and,  if  so,  is  he  acting  in  accordance 
with  the  law  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  not  aware  of 
the  fact ;  and  it  is  a  question  over 
which  I  have  no  jurisdiction  ;  but  any- 
one aggrieved  by  the  conduct  of  the 
rector  may  take  legal  proceedings  and 
have  the  question  decided. 

Me.  LEGH  (Lancashire,  S.W.,  New- 
ton) :  la  it  not  a  fact  that  the  pu-ishioner 
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in  qnestion  rinsed  to  pay  any  fees  what- 
soever ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  That  has  oothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  matter. 

BKIBBEKBBN  POSTAL  ABBANOBUENTS. 

Dh.  KENNY  (Dublin,  CoUege 
Green)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  he  has  received  a  copy 
of  a  resolution,  passed  on  the  14tb 
instant,  at  a  large  and  influential  meeting 
of  the  inhabitants  of  Skibbereen  and 
surrounding  districts,  South  Cork,  ex- 
pressing strong  dissatinfactton  with  the 
inadequate  postal  arrangements  of  the 
district,  and  pointing  out  the  necessity 
for  the  establishment  of  a  mid-day  mail 
service  between  Skibbereen  and  Cork; 
and  whether  he  will  enter  into  communi- 
cation with  the  Railway  Companies  con- 
cerned with  a  view  to  establish  the  extra 
mail  service  demanded  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  would  refer  the 
hoD.  Member  to  my  answer  to  a  questiou 
practically  identical  to  that  on  the  Paper 
on  Tuesday  last. 

NEW  ZEALAND  GOVERNMENT  TAXES. 

Mr.  MOWBBAY  (Lancashire,  Prest- 
wich)  :  I  beg  to  ask  lAie  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he  Is 
aware  that  the  Wellington  and  Mana- 
watn  Railway  Company  in  New  Zealand 
deducts  from  the  half-yearly  interest 
coupons  of  its  debentures  a  tax  of  more 
than  15  per  cent.,  imposed  upon  tbem 
by  tho  New  Zealand  Government ; 
whether  the  laws  of  the  New  Zealand 
Government  imposing  such  a  tax  have 
received  the  sanction  of  the  Home  Go- 
vernment ;  and  whether  the  Bailway 
Company  is  justified  in  making  such  a 
deduction  before  paying  the  rate  of 
interest  contracted  to  be  paid  to  its  de- 
benture holders  in  England  ? 

•The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOE  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 
Bdxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  By 
the  Land  and  Income  Assessment  Act 
of  1891  taxation  is  leviable  upon  all 
income  derived  or  received  in  New  Zea- 
land from  business  employment  or  emo- 
lument in  the  manner  mvvided  in  the 
Schedules  to  the  Act.  By  Schedule  C, 
any  Company  which  has  borrowed  money 
on  debentures  is  deemed  to  be  the  agent 
of  every  debenture  holder,  whether  resi- 
dent or  not ;  it  is  required  to  pay  the  tax 
for  him,  and  is  specifically  authorised  to 

Mr,  Legh 


deduct  the  amount  of  tax  so  paid  from 
any  instalment  of  intwest  upon  tbs 
debentures.  The  Company  have  been 
advised  that  this  power  miut  be  exe^ 
cised  by  them,  amd  that  tliey  cannot 
oluuge  it  to  corporate  funds.  Ttui 
Act  was  sanctioned,  as  was  a  later  Act 
called  the  Land  Tax  and  Income  Tax 
Act,  1892.  Debentures  secured  onlsuds 
are  regarded  as  mortgages,  and  by  the 
last-mentioned  Act  the  annual  tax  oo 
mortgages  is  fixed  at  Id.  for  each  £1  of 
capital — that  is  Ss.  4d.  per  £100  deben* 
ture.  The  tax  unounts,  therefore,  not 
to  15  per  cent,  as  stated  by  my  hon. 
Friend,  but  8^  per  cent.  But  I  under* 
stand  that  the  whole  of  the  year's  dedoo- 
tion  on  the  JC5  interest  on  each  debentors 
has  been  taken  off  the  one  coupon  for  the 
whole  year.  It  is  true  that  the  Company 
has  deducted  this  tax  from  the  debenture 
interest ;  but  I  am  informed  that  the 
attention  of  the  Government  of  the 
Colony  has  been  called  to  the  action  of 
the  Company,  and  the  New  Zealand 
Government  has  now  under  consideration 
the  propriety  of  amending  the  law,  shoold 
it  be  found  that  its  interpretation  is  snch 
aa  to  make  it  obligatory  on  the  Company 
to  deduct  the  tax  in  question. 

ALDBOBOUGH  BARBACES,  DUBLIN. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Water- 
ford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  the  Dublin  Corporation  have 
put  the  Technical  Instruction  Act  into 
operation,  and  are  desirous  of  acquiring 
the  Aldborough  Barracks  as  premises  for 
technical  schools  as  soon  as  they  shall 
have  been  surrendered  by  the  War  Office, 
he  will  state  when  the  Department  pro- 
poses to  vacate  these  barracks  ? 

The  financial  SECRETABT 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Woodall, 
Hanley) :  It  is  not  proposed  to  vacate 
the  Aldborough  Barracks,  which  are 
reqnu«d  for  the  Remount  Establish- 
ment. 

SHOOTING  OUTBAGB  AT  BUAN. 

Captain  NAYLOE-LE YLAKD 
(Colchester)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  is  he  aware  that,  on  the  17tb 

instant,  a  herdsman,  named  Quin,  who 
was  about  to  take  an  evicted  farm,  was 
fired  at  by  several  parties  concealed 
behind  the  hedge  on  the  roadside  as  he 
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was  going  to  the  fair  at  BuaUt  abont  six 
miles  from  Ennis,  in  County  Clare  ;  and 
has  the  Chief  Secretary  has  any  hopes 
that  the  criminals  will  be  made  amenable 

to  justice  ? 

•Mr.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Romford): 
I  have  a  question  which  I  intended  to 
put  on  a  previous  occasion,  but  which, 
no  doubt,  will  do  just  as  well  here.  It  is, 
when  and  where  the  five  men  now  in  cus- 
tody at  Ennis,  County  Clare,  and  charged 
iriu  compHoity  in  the  murderous  attack 
upon  Mr.  Weldon  Moloney,  will  be  tried  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLET  :  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  will  put  his  question  on  the 
Paper.  The  shots  referred  to  in  the 
question  were  fired  at,  or  to  intimidate, 
Patrick  Lynch  (not  Quin),  who  holds  a 
farm  which  the  former  tenant  was  in 
the  habit  of  letting  in  meadowing  and 
grazing.  I  am  informed  that  in  August, 
1890,  and  again  in  July,  1891,  shots 
were  fired  at  Lynch's  son  in  this  locality, 
the  motive  for  the  outrage  in  each  case 
being  the  same  as  that  assigned  for  the 
recent  outrage  of  which  his  &ther  was 
the  object.  No  person  was  made 
amenable  for  either  of  these  outrages, 
and  it  may  prove  that  there  will  be  no 
more  successful  issue  on  the  present 
occasion  ;  but  nothing  will  be  left  undone 
by  the  police  to  lead  to  the  detection  and 
(urest  of  the  guilty  parties. 

SKIBBEREEN  RAILWAY  SERVICE. 

Dr.  KENNY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he 
has  seen  a  copy  of  a  resolution,  adopted 
at  an  influential  meeting  held  on  the  1 4th 
instant,  of  the  inhabitants  of  Skibbereeu 
and  surrounding  district.  South  Cork, 
expressive  of  the  strong  dissatisfaction 
caused  by  the  insufficiency  of  the  railway 
service  between  Cork  and  the  Skibbereeu 
district,  and  complaining  of  the  inconve- 
nience to  the  public  arising  from  the 
restricttona  as  to  the  hours  during  which 
the  trains  are  run;  and  whether,  inas- 
much as  at  least  one  of  the  Railway 
Companies  concerned  is  a  guaranteed 
railway,  he  will  cause  communications  to 
be  addressed  to  the  Railway  Companies 
concerned,  with  a  view  to  inducing  them 
to  remove  or  lessen  the  grioTances 
complained  of  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  ;  I  have  seen  the 
resolution  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers.  If  the  inhabitants  of  Skibbereeu 
and  district  will  give  the  Board  of  Trade 
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some  specific  statement  of  the  increased 
facilities  they  require,  I  shall  be  happy 
to  use  my  good  offices  with  the  company 
on  their  behalf. 

RUM  RATIONS  IN  THE  NAVY. 

Mr.  CAINE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  if  it  is  the 
fact  that  on  board  U.M.S.  Victoryy  No. 
1,  lying  at  Portsmouth,  the  sailors  are 
compelled  to  take  up  their  daily  allowance 
of  rum  ;  if  there  is  an  OrdOT  extant  to  the 
effect  that  temperance  men  hare  certain 
aUowanocB  instead  of  their  rum  ration  ; 
and,  if  so,  why  is  this  Order  set  aside  on 
board  the  Victory;  if  he  is  aware  that 
this  Order  was  made  not  only  to  en- 
courage total  abstinence  among  the  men, 
but  to  prevent  those  who  did  not  con- 
sume the  rum  ration  giring  it  away  to 
others  who  did,  with  much  consequent 
drunkenness  ;  and  is  it  true  that  men  on 
board  the  Victory  have  been  punished  for 
drunkenness  thus  prodnced  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
(1.)  The  Admiralty  Regulations  are 
carried  out,  and  no  one  is  compelled  to 
take  up  his  daily  allowance  of  rum,  either 
on  board  the  Ktc/oryoronanyotherof  Her 
Majesty's  ships.  (2.)  Certain  substituted 
rations  are  allowed  instead  of  rum,  and 
798  of  these  were  issued  on  the  Victory, 
No.  1,  in  the  first  quarter  of  1893,  while 
savings  for  rum  not  taken  up  were  also 
paid  to  the  extent  of  10,384  rations,  ex- 
elusive  of  savings  paid  to  officers.  (3.) 
This  Order  was  made  with  a  view  to 
encouraging  temperance ;  hut,  under 
another  and  older  Regnlation,  the  sale, 
loan,  transfer,  gift,  or  barter  of  spirit  or 
other  intoxicating  drink  to  or  with  any 
of  the  ship's  company,  ^by  any  person 
whatsoever,  is  prohibited,  and  savings 
for  rum  rations  not  taken  up  are  allowed. 
(4.)  Men  are  punished  for  drunkenness 
on  board,  however  caused  ;  but  the  cases 
are  very  few,  only  four  having  been  so- 
punished  since  the  Ist  January.  In  each 
pase  inquiry  was  made  as  to  where  the 
liquor  traflfic  came  from,  and  there  is  no 
evidence  that  it  came  from  the  mess. 

RAILWAY  RATES  FROM  LONDON  TO 
BALLYMOTB. 
Mr.  COLLERY  (Sligo,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  he  is  aware  that  £4  Ss.  6d.  per 
ton  is  charged  for  certain  goods  from 
Broad  Street  Station,  London,  to  Btdly- 
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mote,  County  Sligo,  Ireland  ;  if  be  can 
say  how  that  amonnt  is  proportionately 
charged  on  the  English  and  Irish  lines 
over  which  it  passed,  and  if  it  is  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  revised  rates  lately 
adopted  by  the  Railway  Companies  j  and 
whether  he  could  devise  any  remedy  by 
which  small  traders  would  be  protected 
from  such  charges  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  com- 
municated with  the  Railway  Company, 
and  learn  that  the  rate  for  boots  and  shoes 
is  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member,  and 
that  this  rate  was  not  altered  at  the  re- 
vision, but  has  been  in  operation  for 
years.  The  Company  have  not  informed 
me  how  the  amonnt  is  proportionately 
charged  on  the  English  and  Irish  lines  ; 
but  they  say  that  the  rate  is  under  the 
maximum  powers,  and  that  the  maximum 
charge  for  this  traffic  between  North  Wall 
and  Ballymote  is  3Is.  3d.  per  ton.  Incases 
in  which  a  legal  charge  is  made  I  am,  of 
course,  powerless  to  interfere. 

THE  Rr\'AL  NEW  YORK  MAIL  ROUTES. 

Mb.  F.  H.  EVANS  (Southampton)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  is 
he  aware  that  on  the  11th  March  Her 
Majesty^u  mails  were  taken  by  the  steam- 
ship Aurania  from  Liverpool ;  that  on 
the  same  day  the  steamship  New  York 
left  Southampton  without  Her  Majesty's 
mails,  and  arrived  at  New  York  29  hours 
before  the  steamer  carrying  Her  Majesty's 
mails;  on  the  15th  March  the  Trave, 
from  Southampton,  without  mails,  arrived 
at  New  York  17^  hours  before  the 
Britannic^  from  Liverpool  same  day  with 
mails ;  on  the  25th  March  the  Ihiris  from 
Southampton,  without  mails,  arrived  at 
New  York  53  hours  ahead  of  the  Servia, 
from  Liverpool  same  day  with  mails ;  on 
the  29th  March  the  Havel^  from  South- 
ampton, without  mails,  arrived  at  New 
York  52  hours  ahead  of  the  Germanic^ 
from  Liverpool  same  day  with  mails  ;  on 
8th  April  the  New  York^  from  South- 
ampton, without  mails,  arrived  at  New 
York  34  hours  ahead  of  the  Aurania, 
from  Liverpool  same  day  with  mails ;  on 
26th  April  the  Havel^  from  Southampton, 
without  mails,  arriveid  at  New  York  54 
hoars  ahead  of  the  Geraonto,  from  Liver- 
pool same  day  with  mails  ;  on  6th  May, 
the  New  I'brA,  from  Southampton,  with- 
out mails,  arrived  at  New  York  46  hours 
ahead  of  the  Aurania,  from  Liverpool 
same  day  with  mails;  on  10th  May  the 
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Britannic  left  Liverpool  with  mails,  and 
arrived  at  New  York  14  hours  behind 
the  Spree,  without  mails,  although  the 

latter  vessel  left  Southampton  on  UUi 
May,  a  day  later ;  and  would  he  be 
willing  to  receive  and  favourably  con- 
sider suggestions  from  the  Postmastn 
General  of  the  United  States  that  would 
insure  important  correspondence  between 
Great  Britain  and  America  being  sent  by 
steamers  that  would  insure  its  earliest 
delivery  ? 

Mr.  a.  .  MORLEY  :  In  the  cases 
mentioned  in  the  question,  which  are 
selected  as  specially  favourable  to  South- 
ampton, the  departures  and  arrivals  offi- 
cially recorded  do  not  differ  very  widely 
from  those  stated  iu  the  question ;  but, 
while  the  steamers  from  Southampton 
proceed  directly  to  New  York,  it  was 
necessary  for  those  from  Liverpool  to  call 
at  Queenstovrn  for  mails,  so  as  to  give  the 
advantage  of  a  later  posting.    Mails  con- 
taiuing  specially  addressed  correspond- 
ence  were,  in  fact,  carried  by  all  the 
steamers    from    Southampton.  These 
mails,   leaving    London   early  in  the 
morning,   consisted    chiefly   of  letters 
posted  the  previous  evening — that  is  to 
say,  24  hours  earlier  than  the  lettera  seut 
in  the  corresponding  mails  from  Queeos- 
town.     Persons  preferring  the  South- 
ampton route  for  their  corrwpondence 
have  only  to  snpersorihe  theii  lettera 
accordingly  to  secure  their  transmission 
by  that  route.   The  Department  has  no 
means  of  distinguishing  important  corre- 
spondence, and  regards  all  mails  as  equally 
important. 

Mu.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.E.)  :  Is  it  not 
a  fact  that  the  vessels  named  as  sailing 
from  Southampton  are  much  faster  than 
those  by  the  Queenstown  route,  and  that, 
given  steamers  of  equal  speed,  the  advan- 
tage would  be  greatly  in  favour  of 
Queenstown  ? 

Mb.  A.  MORLEY :  I  mentioned  that 
they  were  specially  selected  as  faTourable 
for  the  Southampton  route. 

Mr.  F.  H.  EVANS  :  But,  even  after 
deducting  the  24  hours,  which  I  do  not 
admit  to  be  fair,  is  there  uot  an  advanti^ 
in  favour  of  the  Southampton  route  of 
something  like  20  hours  ? 

Mr.  FLYNN :  No,  no  I 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) :  Is  it  a  fact  that  by  the  slower 
route  parcels  are  charged  3s.  a  pound, 
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whereas  the  rate  by  the  fast  vessels  is 
only  Is.  8d.  per  pound? 

Mb.  a.  MOKLEY  :  I  canuot  epeak 
to  the  fact  as  to  the  exact  number  of 
hours'  advantage  possessed  by  one  route 
CTer  another;  but  the  bou.  Member  has 
certainly  selected  vessels  Trhich,  after 
allowing  the  24  hours,  give  a  con8ider> 
able  ad  vantage  to  the  Southampton 
route. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  :  Are  the  times  taken  from  London  ? 
Mb.  a.  MOBLEY  :  Yes. 

MISSIONS  IN  UGANDA. 

Sir  JOHN  KENNAWAY  (Devon, 
Honiton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  tele- 
gram from  Bome,  that  appeared  in  The 
Globe  of  the  16th  instant,  with  regard 
to  negotiations  said  to  be  proceeding 
between  the  Vatican  and  the  British 
Government  in  regard  to  missions  in 
Uganda  ;  and  if  care  will  be  taken  that 
no  undue  precedence  will  be  given  to 
Roman  Catholic  missions  on  the  grouud 
of  the  alleged  numerical  superiority  of 
their  adherents  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  POR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
{Su-  E.  Gbey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  There  is  no  foundation  wliat- 
ever  for  the  statement  made  in  the 
telegram  Veferred  to.  No  such  negotia- 
tions hare  taken  place.  It  would 
be  premature  to  give  any  undertaking 
regarding  the  Settlement  of  Uganda 
before  the  receipt  of  Sir  Gerald  Portal's 
Report,  and  I  can  assure  the  bon.  Baronet 
that  the  question  of  giving  any  pre- 
cedence to  any  Missions  iu  Uganda  has 
not  been  under  consideration  by  the 
Government  at  all. 

CHARITY  SCHBUB8. 
Mb.  STOREY  (Sunderland) :  I  beg  to 
aak  the  hon.  Member  for  Merionethshire 
whether  puy,  and,  if  so,  what,  schemes  for 
charities  have  been,  during  the  fortnight 
ending  17th  June,  sent  to  the  districts 
concerned. by  the  Charity  Commissioners  ; 
and  to  what  newspapers  each  has  been 
sent  ? 

•TiiK  PARLIAMENTARY 
CHARITY  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
T.  E.  Ellis,  Merionethshire) :  Eight 
schemes  under  the  Charitable  Trusts  Acts 
and  two  under  the  Endowed  Schools 
Acts.   The  cost  of  advertising  schemes 


under  the  Charitable  Trusts  Acts  being 
borne,  not  as  in  the  ease  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Act  by  the  Parliamentary  Vote, 
but  by  the  charities  concerned,  the  in- 
structions for  advertising  these  schemes 
are  given,  not  by  the  Commissioners, 
but  by  the  Trustees. 

Mr.  storey  :  I  am  sorry  to  trouble 
the  hon.  Member ;  but  I  do  not  want  the 
information  for  myself  alone.  A  number 
of  hon.  Members  desire  it,  and  I  must 
ask  him  to  be  good  enough  to  read  it. 

•Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  :  The  hon.  Member 
wishes  that  these  schemes,  which  are  very 
numerout^,  should  be  laid  in  the  Library 
of  the  House  ;  but  that,  I  take  it,  should 
only  be  done  by  the  direction  of  the 
House  itself.  In  order  that  the  House 
may  know  something  of  the  work  which 
is  undertaken,  I  desire  to  say  that  the 
number  of  Orders  made  by  the  Commis- 
sioners last  year  was  2,914.  Of  these, 
553  related  to  the  appointment  and  re- 
moval of  Trustees,  and  209  to  the  estab- 
lishment of  schemes.  As  the  schemes 
under  consideration  are  altered  from  time 
to  time,  it  would  require  the  services  of 
au  extra  clerk  or  two  in  order  to  keep 
them  altered  up  to  date  if  they  were 
exhibited  in  the  Library.  This  shall  he 
done  if  the  House  desires  it,  but  other- 
wise I  think  the  Charity  Commissioners 
are  not  justified  in  incurring  this  trouble 
and  expense. 

Mb.  storey  :  I  am  really  sorry  to 
trouble  my  boo.  Friend.  My  question  is 
not  as  to  the  number  of  Orders  for  the 
appointment  of  Trustees,  but  as  to  the 
promulgation  of  new  Schemes,  of  whi<^h 
he  said  there  were  209  in  a  year.  He 
tells  us  eight  have  been  issued  in  the  last 
fortuight.  Will  he  be  good  enough  to 
tell  us  what  those  eight  are  ? 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS :  I  will  supply  the  list. 

Mb.  STOREY :  I  apologise  to  my 
hon.  Friend  for  giving  him  so  much 
trouble,  but  I  venture  to  ask  him  this 
Hupplemeutary  question  — whether,  in 
order  to  prevent  my  having  to  ask  asimllar 
question  week  by  week  and  his  having  to 
reply  to  it,  he  will  consider  some  method 
by  which  this  information  can  be  placed, 
if  not  in  the  Library,  at  any  rate  some- 
where where  Membras  who  are  interested 
can  see  it  ? 

•Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  :  I  have  already 
told  my  hon.  Friend  that,  in  accordance 
with  a  desuv  expressed  in  this  House  in 
1 886,  these  sohemea  were  carefully 
indexed  and  placed  in  the  Office  of  the 
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Chuity  Comminioners  for  iospectioD. 
Since  then  one  hoo.  Member,  in  1886, 
asked  to  see  a  scheme,  and  the  brother 
of  another  hoc.  Member  a  few  weeks 
ago  made  a  similar  appticatioo.  I  have 
considered  this  question  carefully.  I  am 
anxious  that  hon.  Members  should  have 
every  opportunity  of  scrutinising  these 
schemes  ;  but  I  do  oot  think  I  should 
be  justified  in  doing  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sunderland  suggests  except  by  direc- 
tion of  the  House  itself. 

DEEBYSHIRE  MAGISTRATES  AND 
THEIR  WINE  FUND. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  is  aware  that  the  gentle- 
men recently  appointed  to  the  Derby 
County  Bench  received  theofficial  intima- 
tion of  their  appointment,  accompanied  by 
a  postscript  informing  them  that  it  is  the 
practice  in  this  county  for  the  Magis- 
trates on  qualifying  to  pay  seven  guineas 
oat  of  which  the  County  Magistrates^ 
Wine  Fund  benefits  to  the  extent  of  five 
guineas^  and  the  remaining  two  guineas 
are  retained  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  ; 
and  whether  there  is  any  legal  wamtut 
for  such  a  demand '? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  that  the  five 
guineas  to  the  Magistrates'  Wine  Fund  is 
a  donation,  not  recurrent,  of  which  a 
separate  account  is  kept  ;  and  this  pro- 
vides a  fund  for  the  luncheons  of  the 
Magistrates  from  time  to  time  during 
their  period  of  office,  at  Assizes  and 
Quarter  Sessions.  The  donation  is 
clearly  not  obligatory,  and  there  is  no 
legal  warrant  for  requiring  it.  A  portion 
of  the  two  guineas  is  paid  over  to  tiie 
County  Fund  in  respect  of  the  fees  pay- 
able on  taking  oaths  of  office,  and  tlie 
balance  is  retained  by  the  Clerk  of  the 
Peace  for  his  services  outside  his  official 
duties.  In  answer  to  a  question  from  the 
Chairman  of  the  Standing  Joint  Com- 
mittee, I  expressed  the  opinion  on 
February  21  last  that  any  payment  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  in  excess  of  the 
10s.  which  is  authorised  by  the  table  of 
fees  is  in  the  nature  of  an  honorarium.  I 
am  not  aware  of  any  legal  ground  upon 
which  it  can  be  dema^ed  from  Magis- 
trates. 

HEAVY  BATES  IN  LAMBETH. 

Mb.  TRITTOK  (Lambeth,  ^Wood) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
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Goreniment  Board  whether  fais  attentim 

has  been  called  to  the  great  increase  that 
has  lately  taken  place  in  the  rates  iu  the 
Metropolis,  the  increase  in  the  parish  of 
Lambeth  being  from  5s.  6d.  iu  the  £t 
in  1892-3,  to  a  levy  at  the  rate  of  6a.  8d. 
per  annum  for  the  current  half-year ;  and 
whether  he  will  put  himself  in  communi- 
cation with  the  Local  Authorities  in  thst 
parish,  in  order  to  obtain  from  them  par- 
ticulars of  the  circunutanceB  which  luve 
led  to  audi  an  increase  ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler,  Wolverhampton,  £.)  :  The  ex- 
penditure and  rating  of  the  Metropolis  is 
not  controlled  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  ;  but  for  the  convenience  of  the 
hon.  Member  I  have  made  inquiries  on 
this  subject.  The  churchwardens  and 
ovfflveers  of  the  parish  of  I^ambeth  in- 
form me  that  the  rates  levied  in  the 
parish  in  the  year  1892  were  at  the  rate 
of  5s.  6d.  iu  the  £1.  The  rate  in  that 
year  would,  however,  have  been  nearly 
4d.  iu  the  £1  higher  had  it  not  been 
that  at  Lady  Day,  1892,  the  overseers 
had  a  balance  in  hand  on  account  of  the 
poor  rate  of  nearly  £19,000,  which  was 
applied  in  reduction  of  the  rates  levied. 
The  rate  for  the  current  half-year  is  Ss.  4d. 
iu  the  £1,  and  there  is  some  reason  to 
ex.pect  that  the  rate  for  the  second  part 
of  the  year  will  be  less,  so  that  it  is  not 
to  be  assumed  that  6b.  8d.  will  necessarily 
be  the  rate  for  the  year.  The  items 
which  appear  to  show  an  increase  in  the 
first  half  of  the  present  year,  as  compared 
with  a  moiety  of  the  total  amount  under 
the  several  heads  in  the  previous  year,  are 
mainly  lighting  and  general  purposes  and 
poor  rate. 

THE  INDIAN  GOVERNHBNT  AND  THE 
LOAD  LINE. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  have 
the  Indian  Government  suspended  the 
operation  of  their  recent  Orders  as  to  the 
load  line  of  vessels  sailing  from  India  ; 
and  will  ample  notice  be  given  to  ship- 
owners in  this  country  of  any  intention  to 
put  the  Order  in  force,  and  an  opportunity 
afforded  to  them  to  state  their  objections 
to  the  proposals  ? 
•Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  :  (1)  Tbe 
operation  of  the  Indian  Load  Une  Rules 
is  temporarily  suspended  whUetfae Rules 
are  being  i«via^   (2)  AdritftSfueM* 
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Rules  will  be  published  at  the  principal 
Indian  ports,  and  in  The  Board  of  Trade 
■Journal,  Shipowners  in  this  country  will 
thus  hare  an  opportnnitj  of  making  any 
Tepresentations  which  they  may  think 
uecesnary  to  the  Grovernmeut  of  India. 

FSYBB  AND  SHALL-POX  HOSPITALS 
m  LONDON. 
Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  statement  made  bj 
the  Chairman  of  the  jUetropolitan 
Asylums  Board  ou  the  10th  instant,  to 
the  effect  that  at  the  present  time,  on  the 
average,  about  50  per  cent,  only  of  the 
persons  requiring  admission  could  be 
dealt  with  ;  aud  whether  he  can  state  the 
reason  for  this  inability,  seeing  that  the 
number  of  persons  under  treatment  for 
fever  and  small-pox  was  only  2,929  and 
■479  respectively,  as  compared  with  the 
4,389  cases  of  fever  and  diphtheria  only 
which  were  received  at  one  time  in  1892, 
whilst  the  accommodation  for  fever  and 
dipbtheria  patients  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Managers  was  increased  in  1892  to  4,663 
Jjeds  ? 

Me.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  have  been 
in  communication  with  the  Managers  of 
ithe  Metropolitan  Asylum  District,  and 
.am  informed  that  the  statement  made  by 
the  Chairman  had  reference  only  to 
scarlet  fever  and  diphtheria  patients. 
The  number  of  beds  available  for  these 
patients  is  less  thau  in  1892.  Last  year 
the  small-pox  hospital  at  Gore  Farm, 
which  was  inteuded  for  convalescent 
small-pox  patients,  was  free  for  use  for 
fever  patients,  and  furnished  836  beds. 
There  are  now,  however,  260  small-pox 
patients  in  this  hospital,  aud  consequently 
>it  is  not  now  available  for  fever  cases. 
There  has  also  been  a  reduction  in  the 
-accommodation  in  consequence  of  certain 
«ld  temporary  wards  having  been  demo- 
lished to  make  way  for  permanent  build- 
ings, which  are  now  in  course  of  erec- 
tion ;  and  there  are  others  where  works 
<of  repair,  &c.,  which  were  postponed  last 
year,  have  been  carried  out,  but  are  not 
yet  quite  finished.  I  understand  also 
that  it  has  not  been  thought  by  the 
several  medical  superintendents  expe- 
dient or  safe  to  place  so  many  patients  in 
some  of  the  wards  as  was  done  for  a  short 


time  in  1892.  It  may,  perhaps,  be  found 
possible  before  long  to  again  admit  con- 
valescent cases  to  Gore  Form. 

in8pe0t0bs  of  mbssbnqeks  at 
livb'rpool. 

Mr,  STOCK  (Liverpool,  Walton)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  tlie  Postmaster  General 
whether  there  are  vacancies  for  Assistant 

Inspectors  of  Messengers  at  Liverpool, 
but  that,  owing  to  the  inadequate  scale 
of  pay,  it  is  impossible  to  obtain  suitable 
candidates  ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  take  im- 
mediate steps  to  have  the  position  of 
Assistant  Inspectors  of  Messengers  at 
Liverpool  improved  ;  and  whether  these 
ofRcers  have  been  petitioning  during  the 
past  three  years  to  have  their  grievances 
redressed,  and  why  nothing  has  been 
done  by  the  General  Post  Ofiice,  although 
they  have  been  urgently  recommended 
to  improve  the  pay  of  these  officers  ? 

Mr.  A,  MORLEY:  There  has 
recently  been  some  difficulty  in  getting 
suitable  candidates  from  umoug  the 
senior  postmen  to  fill .  vacancies  iu  the 
class  Gtf  Assistant  Inspectors  of  Telegraph 
Messengers  at  Liverpool.  A  proposal  is 
now  under  examination  for  somewhat 
improving  the  scale  of  wages  for  the 
Assistant  Inspectors,  and  it  is  hoped  that 
in  this  way  the  difficulty  will  be  re- 
moved. 

DISMISSALS  FROM  WOOLWICH 
ARSENAL. 
Mb.  lough  (Islington,  W.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretory  of  State  for  War 
whether  dismissals  of  workmen  are  still 
taking  place  at  the  Royal  Arsenal,  Wool- 
wich ;  and,  if  so,  whether  there  is  a 
corresponding  number  of  dlsmi^^als 
among  the  higher  grade  of  officials,  such 
as  foremen  viewers,  examiners,  and 
clerical  staff ;  whether  it  is  possible,  in 
cases  of  slackness,  to  transfer  the  men  to 
other  departments,  or  to  put  all  grades 
of  workmen  on  short  time;  whether  it  is 
true  that  contracts  have  been  given  to 
English  and  French  firms  for  the  manu- 
facture of  goods  that  could  have  been 
made  at  the  Royal  Arsenal ;  and  whether 
he  will  undertake  that  in  future  no  such 
contracts  be  made  while  there  is  not 
sufficient  work  for  the  men  at  the 
Arsenal  ?  ■ 

Mr.  WOODALL  :  Reductions,  though 
not  to  any  large  extent,  are  still  taking 
place  at  Woolwich  Arsenal  as  a  result  of 
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reduced  demands.  The  higher  grades 
will  be  reduced  as  the  lessened  numbers 
in  the  lower  grades  appear  to  justify 
redQcttoD.  Apart  from  the  difficulty  of 
transferring  workmefi  to  a  factory  with 
the  work  of  which  they  are  not  familiar, 
t^e  reductions  at  present  taking  place 
are  in  all  the  factories,  so  that  there  is 
.  little  room  for  transfers.  Government 
factories  are  maintained  for  the  purpose 
of  providing  a  check  on  the  quality  and 
cost  of  the  work  of  the  private  bade, 
but  by  no  means  with  the  intention  of 
abolishiug  the  latter,  which  may  be  of 
the  first  importance  in  times  of  emer- 
gency. Under  this  system  it  would  be 
impolitic  when  a  reduction  has  to  take 
place  to  throw  the  whole  of  it  on  the 
private  trade.  I  may  add  that  no  order 
for  any  article  producible  at  the  Arsenal 
has  at  all  recently  been  placed  with  a 
foreign  firm. 

Me.  lough  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  not  answered  the  question  as  to 
avoiding  dismissals  by  patting  all  men 
on  short  time. 

Mb.  WOODALL  :  We  are  considering 
the  possibility  of  adopting  a  plan  of 
working  short  time.  But  up  to  the 
present  the  number  of  dismissals  has 
been  much  less  than  is  commonly  sup- 
posed. 

NATIONALIST    MEETINGS    IN  CLARE. 

Captain  NAYLOR-LEYLAND  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
has  received  information  if  any,  and,  if 
any,  how  many,  Nationalist  political 
meetings  were  held  in  the  towns 
of  Ruan  and  Ennis,  in  the  County 
of  Clare,  during  the  week  ending  16th 
June;  and  whether  the  police  were  in- 
structed to  or  did  attend  those  meetings  ? 

Mr.  THEOBALD:  I  wish  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemau  if  at  any  of 
these  meetings,  political  or  otherwise, 
resolutions  have  been  passed  denouncing 
gentlemen  who  in  Ireland  are  politely 
"called  "  land-grabbers  ?" 

.  Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  No  meetings, 
political  or  otherwise,  were  held  within 
the  period  mentioned  in  either  Ennis  or 
Buan. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND:  May  I  ask 
.whether,  during  the  same  period,  there 
havejseen  any  political  meetings  in  Col- 
chester ? 

Mr.  Woodall 


•Captain  NAYLOE  -  LEYLANL  •• 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  whe- 
ther any  meeting  of  any  kind  was  held 
at  any  time  in  the  town  of  Ruan  at 
which  a  man  named  Lynch  was  de- 
nounced 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  information 
is  that  no  meetings  were  held  at  either  of 
the  two  places  named,  and  within  the 
period  muned,  either  political  or  othtf- 
wise. 

POST  OPFICB  EXPENDITURE. 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  he  will  grant 
a  Return  showing  the  percenta^  of 
Expenditure  to  Gross  Revenue  of  the 
Post  Office  and  Packet  Service  and  of 
the  Telegraphs ;  and  a  comparison  of 
Working  Expenses  and  Revenue,  in 
continuation  of  the  Papers  presrated  to 
the  Select  Committee  of  1888  on  Re- 
venue Departments  Estimates  ? 

Thx  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoarjT,  Nottingham,  E.): 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  pat 
notice  down  I  shall  be  pleased  to  gnmt 
the  Return. 

SCOTCH  PRISON  OFFICIALS'  PENSIONS. 

Mr.  W.  WHITELAW  (Perth)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  if 
he  is  aware  that  a  former  Governor  of 
Lanark  Prison  received  on  retiring  a 
pension  calculated  on  the  whole  olt  hto 
servioe,  fdthongh  he  had  served  under 
more  than  one  Local  Authority ;  if  so, 
will  he  admit  the  claims  of  the  five 
Scotch  prison  officers  who  ask  that  their 
pensions  may  be  calculated  in  the  same 
way  ? 

•Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  officer  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  had  15  years'  service  under 
the  Perthshire  Prison  Authority  and  l7 
years  under  the  Lanarkshire  Authority, 
or  32  years  in  all.  He  received  from  the 
Lanarkshire  Authority,  when  he  retired 
in  1874,  a  pension  representing  a  service 
of  40  years.  .  The  Prison  Coromissionexs 
cauDot  say  by  what  sanction  pension 
was  granted  at  this  rate,  and  do  not  know 
of  any  other  Local  Authority  having 
granted  similar  terms.  The  Prisons 
(Scotland)  Act  of  1877  took  a  different 
view  of  the  powers  of  Local  Prison 
Authorities,  which  has  been  consistently 
.followed  for  16  years  ;  and  I  am  notpre* 
pared  to  admit  claims  based  upon  u 
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isolated  precedent  three  years  before  the 
pasaiag  of  the  Act  which  lays  down  the 
law  clearly. 

•Mb.  W,  WHITELAW  :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  police  officers 
count  their  whole  service  ?  Is  there  any 
reason  why  they  should  bo  treat^ 
differently  from  prison  officials  ? 

SiE  G.  TEEVKLYAN  :  The  hou. 
Member  had  better  apply  to  the  Financial 
Secretary  of  the  late  Government,  who 
strongly  decided  in  the  sense  in  which 
the  present  Government  are  acting. 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  To  which  of  my 
decisions  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
refer  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  It  may  not 
have  been  the  right  faoa.  Gentleman  ;  it 
was  probably  bis  successor  to  whom  I 
was  referring. 

THE  AKQOKA  TRULS. 

Mk.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he 
is  able  to  communicate  to  the  House  a 
telegraphic  summary  of  Mr.  Newton's 
Report  relating  to  the  Angora  trials  ? 

Mr.  LABO  UCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  will  also  ask  whether  it  is  not  a  fact 
that  before  the  sentences  imposed  in  these 
trials  can  be  executed  the  matter  must 
come  before  the  Court  of  Cassation, 
and  that  that  will  occupy  a  period  of  at 
least  several  weeks  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  The  Vice  Consul's 
full  Heport  has  not  yet  been  received  ; 
but  we  have  heard  the  following  parti- 
culars from  him  : — The  trial  began  on 
the  20th  of  May.  The  Court  consisted 
of  the  President,  two  other  Turks,  one 
Armenian  Catholic,  and  one  Greek. 
The  prisoners  were  defended  by  seven 
lawyers.  The  trial  was  public,  and  each 
of  the  prisoners  was  examined  separately 
in  the  presence  of  the  others,  excepting 
in  the  case  of  Mr.  Thoumalan,  when 
Mr.  Kayayan  was  ordered  out  of  Court. 
We  are  anxiously  waiting  to  know  on 
what  evidence  the  sentences  were 
fouuded,  and  till  we  have  heard  this  I 
would  earnestly  deprecate  any  public  dis- 
cussion. It  is  a  general  provision  of 
Turkish  law  that  such  sentences  must 
come  before  the  Court  of  Cassation,  and 
I  can  give  the  hon.  Member  an  assurance 
that  we  have  definite  and  authoritative 
information  as  regards  this  particular 
case  that  this  course  must  be  followed, 


that  the  sentences  will  be  subjected  to 
close  examination  and  carefully  reviewed 
by  the  Court  of  Cassation ;  and  that 
there  is  no  question  of  carrying  them  out 
at  present. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston)  : 
I  beg  to  state  that  in  the  circumstaDces 
it  will  not  te  necessary  for  me  to  move 
the  Adjournment  of  the  House,  as  I  had 
intended  doing.  I  may,  however,  have 
to  do  so  on  a  future  occasion. 

BNFIELD  SMALL  ARMS  FACTORY. 

Captain  BOWLES  (Middlesex,  En- 
field) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  a  holiday,  with 
pay,  will  be  given  to  the  employes  at  the 
Royal  Small  Arms  Factory,  at  Enfield,, 
on  6tfa  July  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Wood- 
all,  Hanley)  :  As  it  is  not  intended  to 
proclaim  a  public  holiday  on  July  6th, 
the  Ordnance  Factories  will  not  be 
closed. 

Captain  BOWLES  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
the  minimum  rate  of  wage  paid  to  the 
workmen  at  the  Royal  Small  Arms  Fac- 
tory will  be  less  thau  6d.  an  hour  ? 

Mr.  WOOD  all  :  It  is  not  intended 
to  raise  the  minimu^l  wages  of  labourers 
to  the  rate  referred  to. 

TEE  CASE  OF  HB.  MURZBAX. 
Sir  W.  WEDDERBURN  (Bauff- 
shire)  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  whether  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  has  received 
a  Memorial,  dated  18th  August,  1890, 
from  Mr.  M.  M.  Murzbau,  late  Af^sistaut 
Traffic  Superintendent,  State  Railways, 
complaining  that,  after  eight  years'  ser- 
vice, he  was  discharged  from  the  Service 
with  three  months'  notice  on  the  sole 
ground  of  reduction  of  establishment, 
although  there  were  eight  officers  (Euro- 
peans) junior  to  him  in  the  grade,  and 
four  probationers,  of  whom  three  were 
appointetl  within  one  month  prior  to  the 
notice  ;  whether  the  Secretary  of  State 
is  aware  that  Mr.  Murzbau  was  ouc  of 
the  only  two  native  officers  appoiiit('d  to 
the  Traffic  Department  since  1879,  as 
against  22  European  officers ;  whether 
the  Secretary  of  State  is  aware  that 
about  the  lime  of  Mr.  Murzbau's  dis- 
charge, he  had  been  strongly  and  re- 
peatedly recommended  for  promotion  by 
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his  immediate  supertore,  and  that  the 
only  two  European  traffic  managers 
under  whopi  he  served  can  now  bear 
witness  to  his  efficiency  ;  whether  it  is 
the  fact  that,  before  his  discharge,  Mr. 
Murzban  had  no  opportunity  of  being 
heard  in  his  own  d^ence ;  whether,  if 
there  are  any  chains  against  him  of 
misconduct  or  inefficiency,  the  Secretary 
of  State  wiJl  direct  that  he  be  given  an 
opportunity  of  making  his  defence  ;  and 
miether,  if  there  are  no  such  charges, 
the  Secretary  of  State  mil  be  pleased,  in 
view  of  the  hardship  of  the  case,  to 
direct  that  he  be  employed  in  some 
suitable  appointment  under  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  ? 

•Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  :  (1)  A 
Memorial  from  Mr.  Murzban,  appealing 
against  his  discharge  from  the  Service  on 
the  ground  stated  in  the  question,  was 
forwarded  by  the  Government  of  India  in 
1890,  and  considered  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  in  Council ;  (2)  the  Secretary  of 
State  has  not  the  means  of  verifyiug 
the  figures  ;  (3)  the  Secretary  of  State 
has  not  received  the  Reports  referred  to 
from  Mr.  Murzban's  immediate  superiors 
and  the  two  Traffic  Superintendents ; 
(4)  on  receiving  the  notice  of  discharge, 
Mr.  Murzban  bad  the  opportunity  of 
representing  the  facta  of  his  case,  wiuoh 
have  been  fully  considered  by  the  Govem- 
ment  of  India  and  the  Se(»*etary  of  State 
in  Council  ;  (5)  Mr.  Murzban  was  not 
dismissed  for  misconduct  or  inefficiency. 
The  terms  under  which  he  was  employed 
did  not  entitle  him  to  serve  for  pension, 
but  gave  the  Government  the  right  to 
discharge  him  in  the  event  of  his  ser- 
vices being  no  longer  required.  In  1888 
it  was  decided  in  the  public  interest  to 
reduce  the  establishment  of  the  Traffic 
Department,  and  it  became  necessary  to 
select  officers  for  discharge.  As  the 
Reports  on  Mr.  Mmvban  had  not  been 
favourable,  he  was  selected  for  discharge 
in  accordance  with  the  terms  under  which 
he  had  accepted  employment.  The 
Secretary  of  State  sees  no  reason  for 
re-opening  the  question  in  the  manner 
suggested,  or  for  directing  the  re-employ- 
ment of  Mr.  Murzban  by  the  Government 
of  India. 

"MUEPHY   r.  HUGHES." 
Mb.  RENTOUL  (Down,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  his  attention 

Sir  W.  Weddethwm 


has  been  called  to  the  case  of  "  Murphy 
V.  Hughes,"  tried  at  the  recent  Monaghan 
Quarter  Sessions,  and  reported  in  Tie 
Monaghan  Standard  of  the  17th  inst^ 
in  which  evidence  was  given  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  a  League  Court,  presided 
over  by  the  Rev.  J.  M'Phillips,  C.C.,aDd 
constituted  of  men  whom  His  Honour, 
Judge  Orr,  described  as  a  "gang  of 
scoundrels ; "  whether  he  has  read  the 
statement  of  Judge  Orr,  that  to  say 
that  men  will  be  prevented  from  dis- 
charging their  honest  debts,  and  that  it  is 
tolerated  in  a  civilised  country,  is  a  per- 
fect disgrace  to  the  Government.  It  is 
now  fully  disclosed  in  the  presence  of 
the  police  and  the  properly  constituted 
authorities,  and  if  they  did  not  take 
notice  of  it  he  thought  it  most  mon* 
strous  ;  and  whether  the  authorities  have 
been  instructed  to  put  an  end  to  these 
illegal  proceedings  P 

Mr.  diamond  (Monaghan,  N.) : 
May  I  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  if  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  c&se  was  not  tried  in  a 
League  Court,  but  in  a  properly  consti- 
tuted Arbitration  before  two  duly  ap- 
pointed arbitrators.  Does  he  think  the 
language  of  the  learned  Judge,  in  referring 
to  the  arbitrators  as  a  gang  of  scoundrels, 
was  justified  by  the  facts  ? 

Mr.  RENTOUL :  By  whom  were  the 
arbitrators  appointed  ?  Was  it  by  the 
League  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLET  :  It  is  impossible 
for  me  to  answer  these  questions,  as  the 
proceedings  were  private  and  of  a  practi- 
cally secret  character,  so  that  the  police 
could  have  no  information  as  to  them.  I 
have  seen  a  report  of  this  caae  and  the 
observations  of  the  County  Court  Judge 
thereon  as  referred  to  in  the  question  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  East 
Down.  The  matter  is  now  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Lav  Officers.  With 
regard  to  the  conditio^  of  the  County 
Monaghan,  from  the  point  of  view  of 
crime,  I  find  that  so  recently  as  Msrch 
last  Mr.  Justice  Madden,  Attomej 
Genera]  to  the  late  Government,  in  hb 
address  to  the  Grand  Jury  at  the  opening 
of  the  Monaghan  Spring  Assizes,  ex- 
pressed his  pleasure  at  the  very  satisfac- 
tory state  of  the  county,  and  remaiked 
that  the  cases  for  trial  were  very  few 
in  number  and  of  the  most  ordinary  cha- 
racter. The  county  continues,  I  an 
glad  to  say,  in  a  thoroughly  satis&etory 
state  in  this  respect. 
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Me.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.)  : 
Ib  the  right  hoc.  GeDtleman  aware  that 
Hughes  has  sworn  in  hie  evidence  he  was 
taken  before  a  League  meeting  which 
was  presided  over  by  the  Rev.  Mr. 
M^Phillips  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  matter  is 
being  inquired  into. 

Mr.  sexton  :  In  view  of  the  extra- 
ordinary hinguage  of  the  Judge  in  calling 
the  arbitrators  a  gang  of  scoundrels,  will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  direct  the 
police  to  inquire  whether  the  Arbitration 
Court  was  not  legally  constituted  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY.  :  Yes,  that  also 
is  being  inquired  into. 

Me.  T.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour)  :  I  hope  the  police  will  also  be 
instructeid  to  inquire  if  there  is  a  branch 
of  the  National  League  at  this  place. 

ONE  DAY'S  WAGE  EARNINGS. 
Sir  J.  LENG  (Dundee)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  <^  the  B«ird  of  Trade 
if  he  can  state  the  estimated  amount  of  a 
day's  wages  of  the  industrial  classes  of 
the  United  Kingdom  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  The  annual  earn- 
ings of  the  classes  usually  called  working 
classes  or  manual  labourtcJasses  (including 
the  estimated  value  of  the  board  and 
lodgings  of  domestic  servants,  soldiers, 
sailors,  and  others)  have  been  recently 
estimated  by  Mr.  Giffen  at  about 
£600,000,000,  and  dividing  this  sum  by 
the  number  of  working  days  in  the  year 
would  give  an  average  daily  earning  of 
about  £2,000,000  J  but  the  sum  actually 
paid  in  money  as  daily  wages,  owing  to 
the  board  and  lodgings  included  in  many 
cases  and  the  numbers  paid  by  salary  and 
not  by  daily  wages  or  by  piece  work, 
would  probably  be  much  less  than  the 
average  amount  *  of  daily  earnings 
reckoned  in  the  way  described. 

THE  TRALEE  AND  DINGLE  RAILWAY. 
Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  he  can  state  when  the  Papers 
relative  to  the  inquiries  into  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Tralee  and  Dingle  Railway 
will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  theHouse ; 
and  whether  he  would  have  any  objec- 
tion to  the  oflBcial  Report  of  the  evidence 
given  at  Major  Marindin*s  inquiry  being 
also  laid  upon  the  Table  ? 
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Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Major  General 
Hutchinson's  Report  on  the  inquiry  into 
the  management  of  the  lin^  can  be  laid 
npon  the  Table  at  once.  With  regard  to 
Major  Murindin's  inquiry  into  the 
accident,  the  evidence  is  in  the  hands  of 
the  printers,  and  I  expect  that  the  Report 
will  be  ready  in  the  course  of  about  a 
week.  I  think  both  Reports  should  be 
laid  at  the  same  time. 

INDIAN  CIVIL  8BEVICE  EXAMINATIONS. 

Mr.  PAUL  (Edinburgh,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  Lord  Kimberley's 
Despatch,  forwarding  the  Resolution  of 
this  House  in  favour  of  simultaneous 
examinations  for  the  Indian  Civil  Service, 
has  been  sent  to  the  Government  of 
India  ;  and  when  it  will  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  in  accordance  with  the  promise  of 
the  Prime  Minister  ? 

•Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL :  A  De- 
spatch is  about  to  be  sent,  and,  in  accord- 
ance with  usage,  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table  as  soon  as  it  has  been  received  by 
the  Government  of  India. 

INDIAN  CURBENCT. 

SiE  W.  HO  ULDS WORTH  (Man- 
chester, N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if  he  can 
now  state  when  the  Report  of  Lord 
Herscheirs  Committee  on  the  Currency  of 
India  will  be  published  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  cannot  state 
the  exact  day ;  but  I  expect  very 
soon. 

THE  IRISH  FISHERIES. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lrf>rd 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  a  Com- 
mission of  Inquiry  has  recently  taken 
evidence  on  the  subject  of  the  herring 
and  other  fisheries  off  the  coast  of  Ire- 
land ;  and,  if  so,  when  it  last  took 
evidence,  and  when  the  Report  will  be 
published  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  An  Inquiry— to 
which  apparently  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member  refers — was  recently  held 
respecting  tbe  mackerel  and  herring 
fisheries  at  Einsale,  in  the  South  of 
Ireland,  and  the  Report  of  such  Inquiry 
has  been  presented  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
traant.  The  recommendations  contained 
in  tbe  Report  are  now  under  considera- 
tion ;  but  inasmuch  as  the  carrying  out 
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of  these  recommendatioDS  would  iiiTolve 
legislatiou,  and  as  the  poiDts  at  issue 
have  reference  to  the  early  season  which 
has  passed  over,  no  object  would  be 
gained  hj  the  publication  of  the  Report 
and  evidence  at  present. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  I  asked  the  ques- 
tioQ  in  view  of  the  sub-section  we  are 
going  to  discuss.  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  be  able  to  publish  it  in  any 
form  before  the  discussion  takes  place  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  Ae  I  hope  the 
discussion  will  take  place  to-uigbt,  that 
will  be  impossibie.  But  I  do  not  think 
the  findings  of  the  Commissioners  will 
raise  any  point  on  the  sub-section. 

THE  BAKKBAND  THE  ROYAL  WEDDINO. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
if  his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
express  terms  of  the  4th  section  of  the 
Bank  Holiday  Act  (34  &  35  Vict.,  c.  17), 
authorising  the  proclamation  of  a  close 
holiday  in  all  Imnks  in  any  particular 
county,  city,  borough,  or  district  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  without  reference  to 
any  other  part  of  the  country  in  which 
such  holiday  is  not  desired  ;  and  if  the 
Grovernment  can  be  induced  to  re-consider 
its  refusal  to  take  the  steps  necessary  to 
secure  freedom  from  ordinary  work  for 
the  bank  clerks  and  other  ofHcials  iu 
places  like  Sheffield,  wherein,  by  popular 
desire  and  civic  authority,  the  Royal 
Wedding  Day  is  to  be  observed  by  all 
other  classes  of  the  community,  and  not 
least  of  all  by  working  men,  as  a  day  of 
general  rejoicing  ? 

The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian)  :  I  believe,  Sir,  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  correct  in  his 
reference  to  the  Bank  Holiday  Act.  In 
cases  of  local  holidays  we  have  had  do 
representation  whatever  from  the  Local 
Authorities  that  it  would  be,  in  tbeir 
judgment,  desirable  to  arrest  the  action 
of  the  banks  on  those  days,  and  we 
certainly  could  not  deem  it  to  be  our 
duty  to  consider  that  question  except  ou 
the  motion  of  the  Local  Authorities. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  If 
the  Local  Authorities  make  a  representa- 
tion wilt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  take 
the  necessary  action  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  We  must 
wait  and  see  what  their  action  is. 

Mr.  J.  Morley 


THE  TREES  TS  PALACE  YABD. 

Mr.  THEOBALD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  if  bis 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
the  trees  in  Palace  Yard  are  steering 
very  much  from  want  of  watw,  and  whAt 
steps  he  proposes  to  take  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  I  must  ask 
for  notice  of  that  question. 

THE   ARMY  ESTIMATES. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  Will  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  War  Office  say  what 
Army  Votes  are  to  be  taken  next  week* 
and  in  what  order  ? 

Mr.  WOODALL  :  The  GovenimeDt 
propose  to  ask  the  House  for  Votes  2, 9, 
and  10 — that  is  to  say,  for  the  Medical 
Establishments,  Works,  and  Warlike 
Stores. 

THE  LORD  LIEUTENANT  IN  SLIGO. 
Mr.  MACARTNEY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  whether  his  attenttoa 
has  been  directed  to  a  placard  which  has 
been  largely  circulated  in  the  Couo^  of 
Sligo  headed  "  Visit  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant to  Sligo  ? "  It  goes  on  to  say 
that 

"  His  Excellency  Lord  Honghton,  the  Hone 

Rule  Lord  Lieutenant," 

will  pay  a  visit  to  Sligo,  and  will  amve 
by  train  from  Dublin,  and  that 

"  addresses  are  intended  to  mark  the  Tisit  of 
the  triend  and  r^resentative  of  Mr.  W.  £. 
aUulfltooe  and  his  Home  Rule  ChivarnmenL" 

I  wish  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  whe- 
ther this  visit  has  taken  place;  and 
whether,  on  this  and  similar  occasioasi 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  is  divested  of  his 
character  as  the  Representatire  of  Her 
Majesty  the  Queen  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  believe  His 
Excellency  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  to 
arrive- at  Sligo  this  aft^oon,  there  to 
join  the  JSnchantre$s,  in  which  he 
intends  to  take  a  cruise.  I  am  quite 
sure  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  will  not  do 
anything  inconsistent  with  the  high 
character  of  his  office. 

Mr.  COLLERY  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  be  good  enough  to  say  whe- 
ther.the  Lord  Lieutenant  will  carry  oat 
his  intended  visit,  as  the  people  of  Sligo 
intend  to  give  him  a  right  Royal  re- 
ception ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  By  this  tune,  no 
doubt,  the  visit  is  over. 
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THE  BBITISH  BMBASST  IN  PABia 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  to-morrow  I  will  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the 
statement  in  the  French  newspapers  that 
certain  documents  have  been  stolen  from 
the  British  Embassy, 


HOME  RULE  FINANCE. 
Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I 
gave  an  intimation  to  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  the 
Government  would  be  prepared  to 
lay  the  Financial  Amendments  to  the 
Irish  Government  Bill  on  the  Table,  as 
we  hope  before  the  close  of  the  week.  I 
trust  that  they  will  be  printed  and  eiron- 
lated  to-morrow  morning ;  but  as  the 
changes  are  considerable,  I  think  it  may 
be  for  the  convenience  of  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  that  I  should,  with  the 
indulgence  of  the  House,  take  a  few 
minutes  of  their  time  in  order  to  make 
the  leading  proposals  as  easy  and  as 
clear  as  possible  for  them  to  be  followed. 
The  inteution  which  I  expressed  a  con- 
siderable time  back  of  asking  for  the 
postponement  of  the  Financial  Clauses  as 
a  whole  was  expressed  under  the  belief 
that  the  rule  prevailed  which  has,  I 
think,  been  usual  of  allowing  the  Go- 
vernment, when  proposing  an  important 
measure,  to  choose  the  order  in  which  the 
clauses  of  that  measure  were  presented. 
Having  seen  from  experience  that  that 
view  is  not  taken  in  the  present  case,  I 
do  not  propose  to  move  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  Financial  Clauses  as  a  whole, 
unless  it  is  made  known  to  me  by  suffi- 
cient authority  that  such  is  the  general 
wish  of  the  House.  I  assume  for  the 
present  that  that  will  not  be  done.  The 
first  thiQg  I  have  to  do  is,  of  course,  to 
present  to  the  House  a  balance  sheet  of 
Irish  finance,  as  it  now  stands,  after  the 
discovery  of  the  error  in  regard  to  Excise. 
That  balance  sheet  will  be  moved  for  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  and  the  House  will  have  it 
in  its  hands  to-morrow  morning  with  a 
few  notes  and  explanations.  The 
changes  in  the  balance  sheet  would  not, 
I  think,  have  entailed  any  large  chauges 
in  the  Financial  Clauses,  but  the  situa- 
tion of  ^e  Bill  has  led  the  Government 
to  observe  in  what  manner  they  could 


reduce  and  simplify  the  number  and 
character  of  the  financial  questions  to  be 
submitted  to  the  House  for  its  considera- 
tion; and  we  have,  therefore,  remodelled 
the  Financial  Clauses,  if  I  may  use  that 
expression,  with  the  view  of  presenting 
to  the  House  for  its  sanction  a  simple 
plan  raising  few  points  of  debate.  If  it 
is  the  pleasure  of  the  Committee  I  will 
describe  in  very  few  words  and  in  a 
popular  manner  the  effect  of  the  plan  ; 
but,  of  course,  the  Committee  will  ob- 
serve that  I  do  not  profess  to  represent 
iu  these  few  words  the  effect  of  the  whole 
of  the  matter  contained  iu  clauses  which, 
although  materially  shortened,  will  ex- 
tend over  two  or  three  pages  at  least — 
perhaps  more — of  the  Irish  Government 
Bill.  The  plan  as  it  will  stand,  if 
accepted  by  the  Committee,  wiU,  I  think, 
be  fairly  rejH'esented  by  these  words,  and, 
of  course,  I  shall  not  enter  into  a  single 
word  of  justification  or  defence  of  it.  The 
conveying  of  information  is  the  only  ob- 
ject which  I  have  in  making  tiiese  few 
remarks.  In  tlie  first  place,  the  consider- 
able term  for  which  it  was  proposed  that 
the  financial  arrangements  should  endure, 
is,  in  our  view,  to  be  materially  changed. 
We  propose  to  establish  what  I  may  call 
a  provisional  term  of  six  years  for  the 
financial  arrangements,  instead  of  the 
longer  term  of  15  years,  to  be  capable  of 
extension  until  interfered  with.  During 
these  six  years — and  this  is  what  I  am 
anxious  the  Committee  at  once  should 
understand — the  plan  will  be  materially 
different.  In  the  first  place,  there  will  be 
no  change  proposed  by  us  in  fixing 
the  management  and  collecting  any 
of  the  taxes  included  in  the  present 
system  of  taxation.  Secondly,  there  will 
be  a  power  given  to  Ireland  to  establish 
new  taxes  for  herself.  Thirdly,  Ireland^s 
contribution,  according  to  our  proposal, 
will  be  one-third  of  her  ascertained 
Revenue  ;  and,  fourthly,  any  tax  which 
may  be  imposed  on  her  by  Parliament 
expressly  for  war  or  special  defence.  At 
the  close  of  the  six  years  the  contribu- 
tions and  the  financial  particulars  would 
be  revised,  and  Ireland  would  collect  and 
manage  her  own  taxes  except  the  Customs 
and  fix  her  taxes  except  Customs,  Excise, 
and  Posts.  This  is  a  very  brief  summary. 
Gentlemen  who  have  been  kind  enough 
to  follow  me  with  the  Bill  in  their  hands 
will,  I  think,  understand  it.  It  is  pro- 
posed that  three  of  the  claoses  should 
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drop  altogether.  They  are  No.  11,  No. 
18,  and  No.  21.  Two  of  the  Financial 
Clauses  are  clauses  in  which  we  do  not 
propose  any  change  affecting  finance. 
They  are  No.  18  and  No.  19, 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  You  men- 
tioned 18  as  one  of  those  that  would  be 
dropped. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Yes,  I 
have  misread  my  notes.  It  is  my  defec- 
tive Tision,  I  am  sorry  to  say.  The  clauses 
that  will  be  dropped  are  No.  11,  No.  13, 
and  No.  21.  Those  in  which  we  do  not 
propose  to  make  any  change  are  Nos.  18 
and  19.  Therefore,  we  shall  propose  to 
take  five  clauses  in  their  order  as  they 
stand.  There  remain  seven  clauses. 
Four  of  them  are  clauses  which  will  be 
supplanted  by  the  new  financial  pro- 
vision— namely,  Clauses  10,  12,  17,  and 
20.  We  shall  propose  to  negative  those 
clauses  in  order  to  bring  up  new  clauses 
■with  the  view  of  introducing  our  simpler 
plan.  There  still  remain  three  clauses, 
and  those  we  propose  to  postpone  until 
after  the  new  clauses  mainly  upon  the 
ground  of  form,  because  they  refer  to  the 
Irish  Consolidated  Fund,  and  the  Irish 
Consolidated  Fund  will  not  have  been 
created  by  the  Bill  until  the  new  clauses 
are  introduced.  They  are  Clauses  14, 15, 
and  16.  To  summarise,  five  clauses  will 
be  dealt  with  in  their  order,  and  four  wo 
propose  to  negative  and  to  faring  up  in 
their  places  new  clauses  after  we  have 
gone  through  the  clauses  in  the  regular 
form,  and  three  will  be  postponed  until 
after  the  new  clauses, 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over  Square)  :  May  I  ask  my  right  hon. 
Friend  to  ^ay  when  he  will  be  likely  to 
take  the  Committee  which  will  be  neces- 
sary to  set  up  before  the  Financial 
Clauses  can  be  discussed  ?  I  am  sure 
that  the  House  is  grateful  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  the  lucidity  with 
which  he  has  put  this  matter  before  the 
House.  It  is  extremely  convenient  that 
he  should  give  us  these  general  lines 
before  the  paper  appears,  and  personally 
I  feel  very  much  indebted  to  him 
for  the  trouble  he  has  taken.  I  am 
sure  my  right  hon.  Friend  rightly 
appreciates  the  desire  of  the  House  that 
the  Financial  Clauses  shall  not  be  post- 
poned as  a  whole,  but  tiiat  we  shall  be 
able  to  discuss  the  whole  finance  of  the 
Bill  when  we  c<Hne  to  the  Financial 
Clauses  in  their  order.    If  some  of  the 

Jfr.  W.  Gladetone 


clauses  are  postponed  to  the  end  we 
still  may  discuss  the  policy  of  the  clauses 
in  the  place  where  the  original  proposals 
appear,  as,  I  think,  my  right  hoo.  Friend 
has  suggested.  I  trust  I  am  right  in 
that  conjecture,  but,  at  all  events,  tlie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prune  Mimstet 
will  tell  ua  when  he  proposes  to  take  the 
Committee  on  these  clauses. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  So 
doubt  the  Government  will  propose  tliM 
certain  clauses  now  standing  in  the  Bill 
be  negatived  for  the  purpose  of  intro- 
ducing these,  and  it  will  be  for  the  Com- 
mittee to  consider  how  far  it  may  be 
convenient  to  make  that  an  opportunitj 
for  discussing  the  whole  of  the  financial 
proposals.  Upon  that,  however,  I  shall 
not  venture  to  give  an  opinion  until  the 
matter  has  been  considered  in  connectioo 
with  the  Forms  of  the  Committee.  Witli 
regard  to  the  preliminary  Committee,  my 
impression  is  that  the  usual  course  in  ench 
cases  18  to  so  frame  the  Resolution  as  to 
get  in  general  terms  the  necessMj 
authority  for  the  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  but  not  to  obtain  the  judgment 
of  the  House  upon  the  proposals.  Tbe 
usual  and  most  convenient  course  wilt  be 
to  move  the  preliminary  Committee  a 
short  time  b^ore  the  clauses  themselves 
are  actually  reached. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will,  as  soon  ai 
possible,  allow  the  House  to  hove  the 
terms  of  the  Resolutions  to  be  submittal 
to  the  Financial  Committee,  so  that  we 
may  be  able  to  judge  of  their  general 
shape.  May  I  ask  whether  it  is  not 
usual  to  discuss  the  general  principles  of 
the  financial  proposals  on  setting  up  the 
Financial  Committee  ?  Let  me  explain. 
The  Speaker  ruled  out  of  Order  at  the 
beginning  of  our  Committee  stage  an 
Instruction  dealing  with  the  financial 
portion  of  the  Bill ;  and,  if  my  memMJ 
serves  me  rightly,  that  question  could 
have  been  raised  on  the  setting  up  of  the 
Financial  Committee  sti^.  If  that  is 
so,  it  would  be  competent  to  take  a 
general  debate  on  the  financial  proposals 
when  we  come  to  discuss  them  in  tbe 
Financial  Committee. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  think 
it  very  doubtful  whether  the  Fiuancial 
Committee  would  afford  any  opportunitT 
for  pronouncing  a  definitive  judgment  «t 
the  whole  scheme.    As  to  ^e  debate « 
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the  clauses,  the  Chair  will  determine 
what  caa  be  done. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  operative  part 
of  the  CrOTemment^s  ,  financial  plan,  I 
presnme,  will  have  to  be  disiouBBed  at  the 
end  of  the  clanaes.  That  ib  to  say,  we 
can  only  discuss  the  plan  which  has 
been  dropped  on  the  Motion  to  negative 
the  existing  Financial  Clauses  ?  I  pre- 
snme  we  shall  not  be  able  to  discuss  the 
operative  part  of  the  new  plan  practically 
until  we  reach  the>nd  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  said,  the 
Government  bad  it  not  in  their  power  to 
place  the  clauses  in  closer  juxtaposition 
than  they  bad  proposed. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.) :  Of  course,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  present  to  bis  mind  the  fact 
that  on  the  Second  Reading  we  could 
not  discuss  the  general  and  collective 
aspect  of  the  financial  proposals,  because 
tbey  were  not  before  us  ;  and,  therefore, 
it  may  be  necessary  for  us  to  take  everj' 
legitimate  opportunity  on  the  Financial 
Committee  to  regard  these  proposals  as 
a  whole. 

Mr.  SEXTON  if  (Kerry,  N.)  asked 
whether  questions  of  Order,  on  mattefa 
-which  might  arise  in  Committee  were 
not  for  the  Chairman  to  determine  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  do  not  understand 
that  any  question  of  Order  was  put  to 
me.  Of  course,  the  matter  would  have 
to  be  decided  wbeu  the  finauc'al  altera- 
tions came  before  the  House  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  J.  E,  REDMOND  (Waterford)  : 
As  I  understand  the  brief  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  is  his  inten- 
tion to  propose  a  clause  which  would 
deprive  the  Irish  Parliament  of  any 
power  over  the  collection,  management, 
or  control  of  any  existing  Irish  tax 
whatever  for  a  period  of  six  years,  and  I 
beg  to  give  notice  that  when  that  clause 
comes  up  for  discussion  I  shall  oppose  it 
as  unjust  and  humiliating  to  Irelaud. 


GOVERNMENT  OF  IRELAND  BILL 
(FINANCE). 

Copy  ordered,  "of  Statement  illus- 
trating the  effect  of  the  amended  Finan- 
cial Proposals  in  the  Govemmeut  of 
Ireland  BilI."~C5ir  J,  T.  Hibbert.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[ITo.  280.] 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

GOVERNMENT  OF  IRELAND  BILL. 
(No.  208.) 

COMMITTEE.    {ProgresSt  21$t  June,"] 
[twenty-sixth  night.] 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Legislative  Authority, 

Clause  4  (Restrictions  on  powers  of 
Irish  L^isUture). 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
he  had  an  Amendment,  in  page  2,  line 
34,  leaveout"  (6),"  but  be  would  not  move 
it.  It  was  the  desire  of  the  House  that 
they  should  proceed,  and  he  would 
reserve  his  observations  for  the  next 
Amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  the  next 
Amendment  in  Order  was  that  iu  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Belfast  (Mr.  Wolff). 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  he  understood 
the  next  Amendment  to  be  moved  was 
that  of  the  hou.  Member  for  East  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Wallace). 

The  chairman  called  upon  Mr. 
Wolff. 

Mr.  WOLFF  said,  he  rose  to  move 
iu  page  2,  line  35,  to  leave  out  from 
*'  Parliament  "  to  "  may  "  in  Hue  37.  He 
would  draw  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  Sub-section  6,  which  read— 

"Whereby  any  existing  Corporation,  incoi- 
iwtated  by  Royal  Charter  or  by  any  local  or 
general  Act  of  Parliament  (not  being  a  Cor- 
I>omtion  raising  for  public  purixises  taxes,  rates, 
cess,  (lues,  or  tolls,  or  admin  iBtering  funds  so 
raised)  may,  unless  it  consenta,  or  the  leave  of 
Her  Majeaty  is  first  obtained  on  Address  from 
the  two  Honses  of  the  Irish  L^islature,  be 
depirived  of  its  rights,  privil^es,  or  property 
without  due  process  of  law." 

Now,  they  would  see  that  the  Amend- 
ment applied  to  Corporations,  such  as 
Municipal  Boards,  Harboiu*  Boards,  and 
Water  Boards.  These  Boards  had  con- 
siderable incomes  derived  from  rates  and 
tolls,  and  many  of  them  had  borrowed  vast 
amountsfrom  English  and  other  Societies. 
He  was  afraid,  unless  this  Amendment 
was  accepted,  that  the  confidence  reposed 
in  such  Bodies  would  be  done  away  with 
if  the  Irish  Legislature  were  entrusted 
with  the  power  which  it  was  proposed  to 
give  to  it.  The  various  Corporations, 
he  feared,  would  in  that  case  be  no  longer 
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in  a  position  to  raise  the  loans  that  were 
neceesary  to  their  carrriog  on  the  business 
which  they  had  in  hand.  He  would  take 
the  case  of  Belfast,  with  whioh  he  was 
himself  connected.  That  Citj  had  three 
Bodies — ^the  Corporation,  the  ,  Harbour 
Board,  and  the  Water  Boanl.  The 
Corporation  of  Belfast  was  not  a 
favourite  with  the  hou.  Member  for  North 
Kerry  (Mr.  Sexton),  who,  when  he  re- 
presented one  of  the  Divieioiis  of  Belfast, 
did  everything  he  could  to  preveut  the 
Corporation  bringing  forward  Bills  that 
were  considered  necessary  for  the  im- 
proTement  of  the  City,  even  going 
the  length,  he  would  remind  the  House, 
of  stopping  the  progress  of  the  Main 
Drainage  BUI — a  Bill  which  was  much 
required  at  the  time.  Well,  he  fancied 
the  hon.  Member's  opposition  to  the  Cor- 
poration was  political  rather  than  any- 
thing else.  He  was  opposed  to  the  present 
political  constitution  of  that  Body.  The 
Corporation,  however,  was  an  important 
Body.  It  had  an  enormous  investment 
in  improvements,  and  it  had  large  finan- 
cial relations  with  England.  If  the  Home 
Rule  Bill  passed,  might  not  the  Irish 
Parliament  interfere  with  that  ?  At  all 
events,  they  could  understand  that,  in 
snch  circumstances,  those  who  had  ad- 
vanced money  in  the  past  would  be  un- 
willing to  do  so  agaiu  in  the  case  of  a 
Corporation  which  would  be  subject  to 
the  law  as  laid  down  by  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature. The  Harbour  Board  had 
£1,096,000  invested.  They  also  feared 
the  advent  of  the  Irish  Legislature. 
The  Water  Board  had  also  great  invest- 
ments, amounting  to  many  thousands  of 
pounds,  and  they  had  at  present  a  scheme 
before  the  House  of  Lords  proposing  a 
vast  expenditure  for  a  further  water 
supply  to  meet  the  growing  needs  of  the 
City.  These  Corporations,  like  the 
others,  feared  that  under  Home  Rule 
they  would  not  be  able  to  carry  out  those 
improvements  which  were  necessary  for 
the  welfare  of  the  citizens.  For  these 
and  other  reasons,  he  thought  it  was 
very  desirable  that  they  should  exclude 
these  words  from  the  clause.  He  did 
uot  say  that  the  Irish  Parliament  would, 
immediately  on  its  being  appointed,  pro- 
ceed right  away  to  do  the  things  that 
were  apprehended.  But  he  felt  perfectly 
convinced  that  they  would  try  to  do  them 
as  soon  as  opportunity  offered  to  permit 
them  ;   and   the   security  which  such 

Mr.  JFolf 


Bodies  now  enjoyed  would  be  endangered. 
They  had  the  words  "due  process  ot 
law,"  but  they  did  not  know  what  thej 
meant,  and  in  the  North  of  Ireland  thej 
had  noconfidencein  the  interpretation th^ 
would  be  put  upon  the  clause  as  it  stooi 
by  the  Irish  Legislature.  If  this  were 
an  ordinary  Bill  they  might  have  confi- 
dence, but  it  was  not  ordinary.  Thej 
were  satisfied  that  the  administration  of 
the  law  by  the  Irish  Legislature  would 
uot  be  equal  in  fairness  to  that  which 
prevailed  under  the  Imperial  ParliameBt. 
They  accordingly  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  accept  an  Amendment  which 
would  give  them  greater  security  than 
had  yet  been  provided  for  in  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  35,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"  Parliunent,"  to  the  word  "may,"  in  line  37.— 
C Jfr.  Wolff  J) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Clause." 

•The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
(Sir  C.  Russell,  Hackney,  S.)  said, 
the  Government  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment.'  The  hon.  Member  himself 
confessed  that  no  one  would  think  of 
proposing  such  an  Amendment  in  anj 
ordinary  scheme  of  local  self-government, 
where  there  was  any  confidence  in  the 
proposed  Governing  Body ;  in  other 
words,  the  Amendment  meant  there  was 
no  trust  to  be  placed  in  the  Body 
proposed  to  be  constituted.  The  Govera- 
ment  did  not  share  that  view.  Besides, 
the  Amendment  would  have  the  effect  of 
depriving  the  Irish  Legislature  of  what 
he  might  call  an  elementary  right  irith 
respect  to  local  government.  The  Amend- 
ment was  like  that  brought  forward  re- 
garding Dublin  University,  and  it  would 
be  impossible  for  them  to  agree  to  it. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  would  call 
attention  to  the  wording  of  the  clause 
and  the  general  effect  of  the  omission. 
This  was  an  exception  from  what  ?  It 
was  an  exception  from  a  law  being  passed 
by  which  Corporations  would  be  de- 
prived of  their  rights,  privileges,  or 
property  without  due  process  of  law. 
Some  alteration  was  needed  in  the 
drafting  of  the  clause. 

Mb.  RENTOUL  (Down,  E.) :  It  is 
grammar. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  it  was  a 
questiou  of  drafting,  and  he  thoo^ 
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the  Attornej  General  would  see  that 
there  must  be  an  alteratiou  made  in  the 
wording  of  the  clause. 

•Sib  C.  RUSSELL  said,  the  criticism 
of  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman  was  well 
founded.  The  clause  needed  some 
alteration,  and  the  Government  would 
consider  what  alteration  should  be  made, 
aod  bring  it  ap  altered  on  Report.  They 
would  introduce  words  which  he  hoped 
would  be  satisfactorj  to  the  House. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  (Dublin  UniTersity) 
said,  this  was  a  rather  embarrasaing 
decision.  It  was  extremely  difficult  for 
them  to  move  an  Amendment  until  they 
knew  what  was  to  be  done — what  alte- 
ration in  the  wording  was  intended  to  be 
made.  He  would  point  out  to  the 
Government,  with  reference  to  the  phrase- 
ology of  the  clause,  that  the  exclusion 
referred  to  a  Corporation 

"  raising  for  public  purposes  taxes,  oeas,  duM,  or 
administering  funds  so  raised." 

He  yras  afraid  it  might  be  held  that  a 
University  was  a  Corporation  raising 
dues  in  the  form  of  fees  for  public 
purposes,  on  the  ground  that  education 
might  be  considered  a  public  purpose. 
Was  there  any  question  or  doubt  as  to 
Dublin  University  being  included  in  the 
exception  by  reason  of  its  raising  fees  for 
a  public  purpose  ? 

SiB  0.  RUSSELL  said,  that  the 
words  would  not  apply  in  the  sense 
indicated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
said,  the  Attorney  General  was  probably 
acquainted  with  the  case  of  the  Louis- 
ville University,  America ;  and,  that 
being  so,  he  thought  he  would  acknow- 
ledge that,  if  there  was  to  be  any  altera- 
tion in  the  wording  of  the  clause,  it 
should  be  of  a  nature  and  character  that 
would  strictly  draw  the  line  between 
public  and  private  purposes.  He  hoped 
the  words  would  not  be  left  open  to 
application  in  the  case  of  tJie  Dublin 
University, 

SiE  C.  RUSSELL  said,  the  distinc- 
tion was  drawn  in  the  matter  of  taxing 
powers. 

Mr.  hartley  said,  as  the  clause 
was  wrongly  drafted,  he  thought  they 
were  entitled  to  ask  the  Government  to 
leave  out  the  words  altogether  and  bring 
up  a  new  sub-section.  It  was  not 
bnsiness-like  to  pass  from  the  point  in 
that  way.    It  would  be  very  much  easier, 
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and  more  convenient,  to  bring  in  a  new 
sub-section,  so  that  the  meaning  in  the 
miud  of  the  Government  would  be 
properly  understood. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  said,  it 
must  be  obvious  that  if  the  words  were 
left  out  it  would  not  improve  the  case, 
lu  his  opinion  the  words  in  parenthesis 
clearly  expressed  the  meaning. 

Mb.  BARTLEY  said,  the  Govern- 
ment agreed  that  the  words  were  doubt- 
ful, and  it  was  reasonable  to  ask  that 
they  should  be  rendered  clearer. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  that  was  in  order 
that  the  Opposition  might  have  a  battle 
royal  upon  the  question.  He  did  not 
think  they  could  assent  to  that. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  it  was  curious 
to  observe  the  attitude  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Kerry  after  the  admission 
of  the  Attorney  General 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  supposed  be 
had  the  same  right  as  any  other  Member 
to  state  his  views  on  the  question  before 
the  Committee. 

An  hon.  Member  :  More. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  every  Member 
had  a  right  to  be  heard  in  a  discussion 
of  that  kind. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  the  proposal 
before  them  was  that  the  Government 
should  introduce  words  which  would 
enable  them  to  understand  something 
which  they  could  not  at  present  under- 
stand. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thought  it  necessary  to  make 
the  wording  of  the  clause  clearer  he 
could  propose  an  Amendment.  For  his 
part,  he  thought  there  was  no  necessity 
for  waiting  till  the  Report  stage. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) said,  as  he  understood  the  matter, 
some  Corporations  would  }>e  exempted 
from  the  operation  of  the  olause. 
The  question  was  whether  the  restricted 
powers  of  the  Legislature  should  also  be 
made  to  apply  to  any  Body 

"  Not  being  a  Corporation  raising  for  public 
purposes  taxes,  rates,  cess,  dues,  or  tolls,  or  ad- 
ministeiii^  funds  so  raised." 

He  confessed  that  if  they  were  to  estab- 
lish an  Irish  Legislature  in  Dubliu,  they 
ought  to  give  it  unrestricted  powers  over 
Burial  Boards,  Water  Works  Boards,  and 
Boards  of  that  kind  ;  and  therefore,  much 
as  he  objected  to  an  Irish  Parliament,  he 
thought  these  words  ought  to  be  re- 
tained. 1 
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Question  pnt. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  302  ; 
Noea  254. — (Division  List,  No.  162.) 

•Mr.  TOMUNSON  (Preston)  rose 
to  move  that  the  words 

"  TTnlew  it  consents,  or  the  leave  of  Her  Ma- 

Sttj  IB  first  obtaioed  on  Address  from  the  two 
oases  of  the  Irish  Lsgislntare  " 

be  omitted  from  the  sectiou.  He  said 
that  existing  Corporatioos  were  by  the 
clause  as  it  stood  to  be  liauded  over  to 
the  Irish  Parliament  absolutely  ;  in  case 
these  conditions  were  satisfied  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Committee  to  consider  whe- 
ther these  restrictions  were  sufficient  for 
the  protection  of  these  Corpoi^tions.  It 
shofdd  be  remembered  that  it  was  pro- 
posed, subject  to  the  words  he  moved 
to  leave  out,  to  restrict  the  powers 
of  the  Irish  Parliament  to  confiscate 
the  property  of  those  Corporations. 
On  that  point,  he  ought,  perhaps, 
to  speak  with  some  reserve,  for  it 
was  not  at  all  certain  that  the  words 
as  they  stood  carried  out  the  real  inten- 
tions of  the  Government ;  but  what  he 
submitted  to  the  Committee  was  that, 
whatever  qualification  ought  to  be' intro- 
duced into  the  words,  the  words  them- 
selves only  apparently  restricted  the 
power  of  the  Irish  Parliament,  whilst  it 
left  the  Irish  Parliament  with  really  effec- 
tive control  over  these  Corporations.  The 
sub-section  enacted  that  no  Corporation 
was  to  be  deprived  of  its  rights,  privi- 
leges, or  property, 

"  UnleBs  it  conBents,  or  tbe  leave  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty is  first  obtained  on  Address  from  the  two 
Houses  of  the  Irish  Legislature.'* 

He  did  not  propose  to  dwell  at  any  length 
on  "  unless  it  consents  "  ;  but  the  words 
were  ambiguous,  and  be  would  like  to 
know  in  wluit  process  was  the  Corporation 
to  give  its  consent  ?  Was  it  by  calling 
a  meeting  of  the  Body  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  subject ;  aud,  if  so,  what  was 
the  majority  by  which  the  consent  was 
to  be  given  ?  He  asked  the  Committee 
to  consider  the  other  alternative,  pro- 
viding for  the  leave  of  Her  Majesty 
being  first  obtained  on  Address  from  the 
two  Houses  of  the  Irish  Legislature. 
The  question  of  an  "  Addrras  from  the 
two  Houses  of  the  Irish  Legislature" 
was  discussed  during  the  Debates  on  the 
previous  day,  and  he  did  not  intend  to  say 
much  about  it.  But  it  was  quiteobvious 
that  if  the  Irish  Legislature  wished  to 


deprive  a  Corporation  of  its  property 
without  due  process  of  law,  there  wonU 
be  DO  more  difficulty  in  obtaining  an 
Address  of  the  two  Houses  of  Farliamoit 
for  that  purpose  than  in  obtaining  u 
Act  of  Parliament  with  the  same  object. 
Then  it  was  said  the  leave  of  Her  Majes^ 
must  be  obtained.  That  point  also  had 
been  clearly  stated  on  the  previous 
day,  and  he  would  only  say  in  regard  to 
it  that,  in  the  opinion  of  hon.  Membm 
on  that  side  of  the  House  at  least,  the 
Government  had  made  no  effective  reply 
to  the  arguments  by  which  It  was  sap- 
ported  addressed  to  it.  He  be^ed  to 
move  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
37,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  ''may,"  to 
the  word  "  be,"  in  line  39.— (Jfr.  Tom- 
linson.) 

Question  proposed,  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  We  donotoccept 
this  Amendment.  It  will  be  observed 
that  the  whole  of  the  clause  is  a  reetrte- 
tiou  upon  the  legislative  authority  of  the 
Irish  Legislative  Body.  It  sets  out 
certain  restrictions  within  the  bounds  of 
which  the  Irish  Legislative  Body  cannot 
pass  any  Act.  My  hon.  Friend  does  not 
raise  any  serious  objection  to  the  words 
"  unless  it  consents."  But  I  will  pat 
a  case  the  words  are  intended  to  meet. 
An  existing  Corporate  Body,  if  it  has  a 
Charter,  is,  of  course,  limited  in  its  aims 
and  purposes  and  in  the  appropriation  of 
its  funds  within  the  terms  of  the  Charter. 
It  may  itself  be  perfectly  willing  to  de- 
vote some  portion  of  its  funds  to  other 
purposes  which  do  not  legally  come 
under  the  Charter ;  and  it  is  intended,  if 
the  Corporation  consents,  that  the  Irish 
Legislative  Body  shall  be  able  to  l^is- 
late  so  as  to  allow  the  Corporation  to 
devote  some  portion  of  its  funds  to  these 
other  purposes.  Then,  as  to  the  leave 
of  Her  Majesty.  That  is  intended  to 
meet  a  case  in  which  a  Corporation  ought 
to  consent  to  the  appropriation  of  some  of 
its  funds  for  some  purpose  not  contem- 
plated by  its  Charter,  but  refuses  to  cm- 
sent  to  any  such  appropriation.  In  that 
case  the  provision  of  the  leave  of 
Her  Majesty  must  be  complied  with  be- 
fore the  Irish  Legislatore  can  act  at  iJL 
My  hon.  Friend  will  observe  that  in  this 
context  the  leave  of  Her  Majesty  means 
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not  that  Her  Majesty  is  to  veto  the  pro- 
posal, but  that  an  affirmative  leave  is  to 
be  given.  The  context  also  means  that 
leave  is  to  be  on  the  advice  of  the 
Imperial  Execntive  whether  there  ought 
to  be  an  appropriation  of  funds  of  a 
Chartered  Body  to  piu-poses  other  than 
they  are  enabled  to  make  such  appropria- 
tion for  under  their  existing  authority. 
In  that  case,  where  an  Address  is  pre- 
sented by  the  two  Houses,  and  the  leave 
of  Her  Majesty  on  the  advice  of  the 
Imperial  Executive  is  given  to  it,  then 
the  road  is  clear  for  the  Irish  Legisla- 
tive Body. 

Sib  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire) 
snbmitted  that  it  would  save  a  great  deal 
of  trouble  if  words  were  put  in  which 
should  clearly  distinguish  between  Her 
Majesty  acting  on  the  advice  of  Her 
Privy  Council  at  Westminster  and  Her 
Majesty  acting  on  the  advice  of  the  Irish 
Ministry.  He  understood  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  intimated  that  this  dis- 
tinction should  be  made  by  the  introduc- 
tion of  words  in  the  Bill. 

SiE  C.  RUSSELL  assented  to  this. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.)  :  Of  course,  what  the  Government 
mean  is  not  Her  Majesty  in  Council  ; 
they  mean  Her  Majesty  acting  on  the 
advice  of  the  English  Ministry,  which  is 
a  different  thing.     "  Her   Majesty  in 
Council  "  is  an  ambiguous  phrase.  What 
my  right  hou.  and  learned  Friend  oppo- 
site (Sir  H.  James)  desires,  and  what 
we    desire,   is    a   distioctlon  between 
Her  Majesty  acting  on  the  advice  of  an 
Irish  Ministry,  and  acting  on  the  advice 
of  an  Imperial  Ministry.    I  am  not  sure 
that  putting  in  the  words  "in  Council" 
really  carry  out  that  view,  because  Her 
Majesty   in    Council    may  mean  Her 
Majesty  acting  on   the  advice  of  the 
particular  Privy  Councillors  who  happen 
to   constitute  the  Cabinet.     We  under- 
stand the  Government  are  pledged  to 
bring  forward  an  Interpretation  Clause 
in  which  the  matter  is  made  clear.  I 
earnestly  press  that  that  clause  be  put 
npon  the  Paper  as  sooo  as  possible,  and 
that  some  words  should  be  introduced  in 
each  place  when  you  mean  Her  Majesty 
acting  on  the  advice  of  the  Imperial 
Mimaters  to  distinguish  it  from  those 
occasions  where  she  is  acting  on  the 
advice  of  Irish  Ministers.    What  words 
does    the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
saggest  ?     An    Interpretation  Clause 
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alone  will  not  do.  My  point  is  this  : 
You  cannot,  in  a  series  of  clauses  in  the 
Bill  in  which  Her  Majesty's  name  is 
introduced  and  it  is  stated  that 
certain  things  can  only  he  done  with  the 
consent  of  Her  Majesty,  leave  it 
ambiguous  in  the  clause  whether  you 
mean  Her  Majesty  acting  on  the  advice 
of  the  Irish  or  English  Ministry,  and 
you  cannot  clear  that  up  by  the  help  of 
your  Interpretation  Clause.  Yon  must 
show  in  each  clause  whether  you  are 
dealing  with  the  Imperial  or  with  the 
Irish  Ministers.  What  words  does  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  intend  to- 
introduce  ? 

•Sib  C.  RUSSELL  :  It  will  need 
some  consideration.  One  would  have  to 
go  through  the  clauses  and  see  the  con- 
nection in  which  the  phrase  *'  Her 
Majesty  "  occurs.  The  Chief  Secretary 
has  promised  that  words  shall  be  in- 
troduced which  shall  indicate  the  cases 
in  which  we  mean  the  leave  of.  Her 
Majesty  is  not  to  bo  given  except  npon 
the  advice  of  the  Imperial  Executive. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  should  like 
to  ask  that  the  Government  should  as 
soon  as  possible  tell  us  what  form  of 
words  they  mean  to  introduce,  not  in  the 
Interpretation  Clause,  but  in  the  clauses 
that  are  to  be  interpreted,  so  that  we 
may  be  able  to  place  on  record  our 
decision  that  it  is  the  Irish  or  the  British 
Administration  that  is  intended.  Such  a 
course  will  greatly  shorten  the  dis- 
cussions on  subsequent  Amendments.  As 
to  the  particular  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
:  Friend  behind  me  (Mr.  Tomlinson),  I 
would  suggest  that  it  is  not  of  import- 
ance, for  really  we  are  in  such  a  muddle 
on  this  clause,  and  the  clause  is  so  non- 
sensical as  it  stands,  and  is  admitted  by 

the  Government  to  be  nonsenioal  

Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  No,  no  1 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Well,  very 
nearly  nonsenioal.  The  clause  as  it  is 
drafted  means  this  :  that  any  Cor- 
poration, the  consent  or  leave  of  Her 
Majesty  having  been  obtained,  may  theo, 
without  any  process  of  law,  be  deprived 
of  their  property.  That  is  what  the 
clause  means,  though  not  what  the 
Grovemment  mean  ;  therefore  the  clause 
is  nonsense  as  it  stands,  and  no  form  of 
words  we  can  introduce  now  will  make  it 
sense.  I  have  endeavoured  to  think  what 
Amendments  would  reduce  this  chaos  to 
order,  and  I  have  totally  failed.    I  also 
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gather  that  the  Goveniment  have  found 
some  great  difficulty  in  dealing  with 
them,  or  they  would  hare  heen  prepared 
to  come  forward  with  words  to  carry  out 
the  tutentioD  which  they  avow.  This 
being  the  state  of  the  case,  I  am  not 
sure  the  Amendment  will  be  any  great 
improvement;  and,  on  the  whole,  I  would 
advise  my  hon.  Friend  to  leave  it  to  the 
Government  to  introduce  order  where  they 
find  chaos,  and  to  bring  up  words  to  carry 
out  the  meaning  they  avow,  at  some  later 
^tage. 

"Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  that  though 
he  did  not  wish  to  press  the  matter  to  a 
Division,  he  was  bound  to  refer  to  the 

remarks  of  the  Attorney  General.  He 
had  stated  that  the  object  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  to  enable  a  Corporation  to 
extend  its  powers  to  purposes  not 
within  its  charter,  in  the  first  place  with 
its  consent,  and,  in  the  second  .place, 
where  it  did  not  consent,  in  a  case 
where  it  ought  to  consent,  to  do  so  under 
this  process.  He  must  point  out,  how- 
ever, that  those  were  not  the  words  in 
the  clause,  which  were  '*be  deprived 
■of  its  rights,  privileges,  and  property." 
That  was  not  an  extension  of  its  objects, 
aud  it  was  clear  that  in  all  fairness  the 
Government  must  admit  that  the  whole 
of  the  sub-section  required  casting. 

Mr.  sexton  wished  to  say 
that,  with  regard  to  the  leave  of 
Her  Majesty,  it  was  quite  clear 
that  in  the  case  before  them  the 
leave  of  Her  Majesty  was  not  the  leave 
of  Her  Majesty  exercised  by  the  I^rd 
Itieutenant  upon  the  advice  ci  the  Irish 
Cabinet,  because  Ihe  two  Houses  of  the 
Irish  Legislature  had  first  to  concur  in  the 
Address ;  and  as  one  of  these  would 
govern  the  Irish  Cabinet,  it  was  obvious 
that  the  further  leave  to  be  given  must 
be  leave  of  another  kind.  That  was 
quite  clear.  Then  came  the  question  of 
tiie  InterpretatioQ  Clause.  It  would  be 
a  dangerous  thing  to  deal  by  one  Inter- 
pretation Clause  with  the  various  men- 
tions of  the  name  of  Her  Majesty, 
because  whilst  in  one  case  the  leave  to  be 
given  might  be  the  leave  of  Her  Majesty 
acting  on  the  advice  of  British  Ministers 
or  some  analogous  process,  in  another  case, 
it  might  be,  the  operation  of  the  power  of 
Her  Majesty  would  be  on  the  advice  of 
the  Irish  Cabinet,  so  that  one  Interpre- 
tation Clause  would  not  apply  to  all 
the  cases.  The  safest  plan,  ther^ore,| 
Jfr.  A,  /.  Balfour 


was  where  they  meant  Her  Majesty  in 
Council  to  say  so  on  the  spot  and  not  in 
an  Interpretation  Clause. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  did  not  understud 
that  Her  Majesty  would  ever  act  on  the 
advice  of  the  Irish  Executive,  but  ha 
Lord  Lieutenant  would.  Her  Majesty 
would  herself  never  be  guided  bj  tlM 
Irish  Ministers ;  but  when  she  delegated 
her  authority,  of  course  the  authorised 
agent  would  act  on  h^  behalf.  He  sug- 
gested that  whenever  it  was  intended  ths 
Imperial  Ministry  should  act,  they  should 
put  in  the  words  "  Her  Majesty  in  Coun- 
cil," and  whenever  it  was  intended  the 
Irish  Executive  should  act,  they  shonld 
put  in  that  theLord  Lieutenant  should  act 
Then  when  they  put  in  the  words  "  Her 
Majesty  in  Council,"  they  should  make  it 
clear  by  one  Interpretation  Clause  that 
Her  Majesty  would  act  on  the  advice  of 
her  Privy  Council  of  Great  Britain. 

•Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Thanet) 
said,  it  was  apparently  contemplated  hj 
the  clause  that  a  legislative  act  slioiild 
take  effect  not  by  means  of  legislatioD 
through  the  ordinary  forms  of  the  {RO- 
ceediugs  of  Parliament,  but  by  means  of 
Addresses  of  the  two  Houses  of  the  Irish 
Parliament.  [Sir  C.  Russell  :  No,  no !] 
Then  the  words  were  absolutely  unin- 
telligible to  anybody. 

Mb.  hartley  said,  it  seemed  to 
hun  that  time  had  been  lost  by  the 
Government  not  agreeing  to  a  previoas 
suggestion  that  the  clause  should  be 
withdrawn  and  re-cast ;  it  was  so  crudely 
worded,  ^o  t^e  these  words  out  wtwld 
be  almost  a  mistake,  and  yet  the  danie 
meant  nothing  as  it  stood.  He  hoped  the 
Government  would  withdraw  the  sub- 
section and  put  in  ordinary  words  whick 
could  be  understood. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  hartley  moved  the  foUowmg 
A-mendment : — 

Page  2,  line  38,  Jeave  out  "itconsoit^"  and 
insert  "nine-teaths  of  its  Members,  dolj  otn- 
vened  for  the  purpose,  oonseiit." 

He  did  not  wish  to  press  the  number 
of  Members  or  the  proportion  who 
agreed  to  it,  but  they  ought  to  put 
in  words  distinctly  to  show  what  ms 
meant  by  "eouseut."  Great  preesnre 
would  be  put  upon  some  Oorpotationa  to 
consent,  and  no  doubt  every  conceivaUa 
means  would  be  taken  to  bring  that  oon- 
sent  with  some  majiiri^.    -In  -aona 
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Corporations  it  vraa  decided  wliat 
majority  should  do  certain  acts.  It  was 
a  very  grave  step  to  give  these  Corpora- 
tions, if  they  granted  their  consent,  ab- 
solute power  to  be  deprived  of  their 
rights,  privileges,  and  property  without 
due  process  of  law.  That  was  to  say,  if 
they  consented  they  could  be  hauded 
over  bodily  in  any  way  that  was  thought 
proper,  and  the  whole  of  their  privileges, 
jigbtB,  and  property  might  be  taken 
"without  dm  process  of  lav ;  therefore, 
this  matter  ought  to  be  safeguarded  in  a 
proper  way  so  as  to  secure  that  this  con- 
sent should  not  be  got  at  like  a  highway- 
man with  a  pistol  at  the  Corporation's 
head.  He  thought  the  Goverument 
ought  to  put  in  words  showing  that  this 
consent  should  be  by  an  overwhelming 
majority  of  the  Corporation,  and  not  an 
accidental  or  snatched  consent. 

Amendment  proposed, 

Id  page  2,  lioe  38,  to  leave  oat  the  words 
"it  consents,"  and  insert theword8"iiine-tenth8 
of  it»  Members,  dul7  convened  for  the  purpose, 
consent." — (.Vr.  Bartleij.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  '  it  con- 
sents *  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Captain  NAYLOR  -  LEYLAND 
(Colchesier)  considered  they  were  en- 
titled to  an  answer  from  the  Attorney 
Oeneral  as  to  whether  the  Grovernmeut 
would  accept  this  Amendment. 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  I  have  not  had 
an  opportunity  of  rising. 

Captain  NAYLOE  -  LEYLAND  : 
Then  I  will  give  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  opportunity. 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  No,  we  cannot 
accept  the  Amendment.  The  consent  of 
the  Corporation  is  expressed  in  the 
ordinary  way  by  the  majority  of  those 
who  have  been  present  at  the  meeting 
and  who  declare  the  will  of  the  Corpo- 
ration. I  do  not  see  what  justification 
there  is  for  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  RENTOUL  (Down,  E.)  said, 
this  was  really  a  very  important  matter, 
and  he  was  father  surprised  it  was  passed 
over  so  lightly  in  connection  with  the 
last  Amendment.  This  was  put  in  pre- 
sumably as  another  safeguard  providing 
that  unless  the  Corporation  consented 
the/  could  not  be  deprived  of  thetr 
rig^hts,  privileges,  and  property.  The 
Attorney  General  with  regard  to  the  last 
A.mendmettt  confined  the  matter  to  a 
small  point — ^namely,  the  case  where  a 
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Corporation   wished    to    make  some 

change  in  the  disposal  of  portion  of  ita 
own  property.  That  was  a  small  matter, 
but  this  referred  to  a  very  broad  question. 
How  was  the  consent  of  the  people  to  be 
signified  ?  The  present  Members  of  a 
Corporation,  or  even  the  present  electors, 
were  not  a1»olutely  the  owners,  but 
in  a  popular  sense  were  the  trustees 
of  the  rights,  privileges,  and  properties 
which  they  were  to  hand  over  to  their 
successors ;  and  they  would  like  to  know 
how  the  consent,  for  example,  was  to  be 
signified  giving  up  the  right,  privileges, 
and  properties,  not  of  a  Corporation, 
but  of  private  individuals  themselves  ? 
Might  not  the  same  pressure  be  easily 
bronght  to  bear  to  give  up  properties, 
rights,  and  privileges  in  the  case  of  « 
Corporation  which  was  brought  on  the 
inhabitants  of  Tipperary,  making  them 
give  up  their  own  private  rights,  privi- 
leges, and  property  ?  Therefore,  he 
thought  there  was  a  great  deal  of  foroe 
in  the  Amendment  in  its  desire  that 
there  should  be  a  very  full  expression  of 
opinion  upon  it,  and  that  there  should  be 
nine-tenths,  or  some  other  large  portion 
of  people,  whose  voice  would  be  heard 
in  this  matter,  and  not  a  mere  scratch 
majority  acting  on  the  compulsion  of  a 
political  Party. 

•Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancnw, 
N.)  suggested  that  it  was  necessary 
that,  in  some  form,  it  should  be  defined 
how  the  consent  was  to  be  given,  be- 
cause otherwise  consent  wonid  have  to 
be  given  in  each  particular  case  accord- 
ing to  Charter  or  Articles  of  Associa- 
tion, or  whatever  the  governing  constitu- 
tion might  be.  He  doubted  very  much, 
however,  whether  the  constitution 
of  any  Corporation  provided  for  its 
being  deprived  of  its  rights,  privileges, 
or  property ;  and  if  there  was  no  pro- 
vision for  dealing  with  the  matter,  it 
would  be  almost  impossible  to  ascertein 
how  this  consent  was  to  be  given.  It 
would  be  almost  like  a  winding-up,  and, 
as  special  provisi<m  was  frequently  made 
as  to  the  way  in  which  winding-up  should 
be  carried  out,  so  they  ought  in  this  case 
to  insert  a  special  provision,  though  he  did 
not  quite  agree  that  so  large  a  pro- 
portion as  nine-tenths  of  the  shareholders 
should  be  required  for  the  consent. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  recommended 
his  hon.  Friend  not  to  divide,  because  he 
was  not  at  all  eertam  tlM»t  ibiB  Amand* 
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ment,  if  introduced,  would  not  weaken 
the  effect  of  the  present  restrictions — in 
other  words,  if  certain  Corporations 
would  not  be  iu  a  stronger  position 
irithout  the  Amendment  than  with  it. 
The  Attorney  General  had  implied  that 
the  muTersal  method  hj  which  a  Cor- 
poration signified  assent  to  any  proceeding 
was  by  a  majority  of  voices  ;  hat,  in 
many  cases,  he  believed  an  absolutely 
uaanimous  decision  was  required ; 
therefore,  the  positions  of  these  tatter 
Corporations  would  be  weakened  by  the 
introduction  of  the  words  "  nine-tenths.'* 
*SiB  C.  RUSSELL :  I  did  not  stote 
that  it  was  the  universal  rule.  If  the 
constitution  of  a  Corporation  points  out  a 
particular  way  by  which  consent  alone 
cau  be  given  that  must  be  followed. 

Mb.  BARTLEY  said,  his  object  had 
been  to  secure  that  the  consent  should  be 
the  bona  Jide  action  of  the  Corporation 
as  a  whole,  and  perhaps  it  would  be 
safer  to  leave  it  on  the  understanding 
that  that  was  the  case. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  (Dublin  University) 
moved  the  following  Amendment : — 

Page  2,  line  39,  after  "  Legislature,"  insert 
"  and  after  a  copy  of  the  proposed  law  has  lain 
for  not  less  than  forty  days  on  the  Table  of 
both  Houses  of  Parliament." 

He  said  :  I  hope  the  Government  will 
have  no  difficulty  whatever  in  assenting 
to  these  words  being  introduced.  I  have 
put  them  down  iu  cousequence  piiuci- 

5 ally  of  what  was  said  by  the  Prime 
linister  in  resisting  the  Amendment 
1  proposed  yesterday.  The  Prime 
Minister  said  the  effect  of  this  clause 
would  be  to  give  the  British  Parliament 
a  distinct  locus  standi  with  respect  to 
proposals  tbat  might  be  made  affecting 
the  Charter  of  Triuity  College,  and,  of 
course,  it  would  apply  equally  to  other 
CorporatioLs  raentiouetl  in  this  clause,  and 
would,  no  doubt,  also  include  tlie  rights, 
privileges,  and  property  which  the  Cor- 
poration enjoyed  under  its  charter.  But 
it  is  obvious  there  could  be  no  such  locus 
standi  for  the  British  Parliament  in  any 
effective  sense,  unless  tbat  Parliament 
had  a  full  opportunity  of  knowing  what 
the  proposals  were.  I  reminded  the 
Committee  yesterday  with  what  difficulty 
Trinity  College  escaped  in  1873,  when 
we  had  a  full  opportunity  of  debating  a 
£ill  printed  and  laid  before  the  House, 

Mr.  A.  J,  Balfour 


and  I  cau  understand  the  difficulty  there 
would  be  for  any  friends  of  Trinitj 
College  or  any  other  threatened  Cor- 
poration to  bring  such  influence  to  betr 
as  might  preTent  the  British  Ministij 
from  advising  Her  Afajesty  to  give  the 
consent  that  was  asked  for.  I  will  onl;f 
further  say  that  there  would  be  thu 
difficulty  :  that  it  might  involve  a  conflict 
between  the  majority  in  the  Imperial 
Parliament  and  the  Legislature  in  Ire- 
laud  whose  addresses  were  to  be  dealt 
with,  and  tbat,  too,  on  a  point  which  by 
the  very  terms  of  this  clause  tnd 
apparently  been  conceded  to  it  for  ite 
discussion  and  for  the  purpose  of  express- 
ing its  opinion  thereon.  All  I  have  to 
ask  is  this  :  that  either  by  the  words  X 
propose — and  which  are  words  introduced 
into  very  many  Acts  of  Parliament— or 
by  some  other  means  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment should  have  an  opportunity  of  fully 
considering  the  law  which  it  is  propos&l 
to  carry  iu  the  Irish  Legislature  in  order 
that  effective  force  may  be  given  to  what 
tiie  Prime  Minister  described  yesterdaj 
as  the  locus  standi  he  wished  the 
Imperial  Parliament  should  have  Ux 
dealing  w^ith  such  legislative  proposals 
referred  to  in  this  case,  and  whitm  he  sud 
would  bean  effectual  protection  supposing 
that  the  defence  he  referred  to  previously 
were  not  snfficieut.  What  I  desire  by  I 
these  words  is  that  the  Imperial  Parlia-  I 
ment  should  have  ample  opportunity  for 
considering  what  the  proposals  are  before  i 
it  is  called  upon  to  interfere  iu  the  matter.  | 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  39,  after  the  word  **  Ijt^^ 

ture,"  to  insert  the  words  "  and  after  a  copy  of 
the  pro}x>»xl  law  has  lain  for  not  less  than  fbrty 
davH  on  the  Table  of  both  Hoosesof  Parliament" 
—(Mr.  Plunket.) 

Question  proposed,  '*That  those  wnds 
be  there  inserted." 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL:  I  think  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  must  bare 
misapprehended  what  the  Prime  Ministw 
said  yesterday.  [Crie<  (j/*"  Speak  up  I"] 
The  Prime  Minister  must  have  been 
referring  to  the  power  which  resides 
in  the  Imperial  Parliament. 

Mr.  PLUNKET:  I  wiU  read  the 
words  of  the  Prime  Minister  as  they  are 
reported.  The  Prime  Minister  had  said 
that  a  threefold  defence  was  provided  in 
this  clause  for  such  Institutions  as 
Trinity  College,  if  there  were  any  sacb 
danger,  and  ^|^^,i®cragfe8— 
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**  First  of  all,  the  Irish  Legislature  could  not 
"be  moved  except  with  the  consent  of  Trinity 
College.  Beyond  that  there  was  another 
aecanty— namely,  the  joint  Address  from  the 
two  Hooaes  of  the  Irish  L^Iature.  And 
there  was  a  seaurlty  which  went  beyond  that 
still,  because  the  language  of  the  clause  was 
4hat  there  mutt  be  the  lesre  of  Her  Majesty 
■pon  an  Address  of  the  two  Houses  of  the 
Irish  Legislature.  The  eEEect  of  that  must  be 
to  give  to  the  British  Parliament  a  distinct 
lecua  standi  with  respect  to  proposals  that 
might  be  made  afltecting  the  charter  of  Trinity 
College." 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL:  Undoubtedly. 
fCWc«o/"SpeakupI"] 

SiB  H.  JAMES:  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  speak  up  we 
ahould  be  glad,  as  we  are  very  anxious  to 
hear  what  he  has  got  to  say. 

SiB  C.  RUSSELL  :  I  cannot  doubt 
that  this  House  would  be  in  a  position  to 
be  informed  from  day  to  day,  or,  if 
aecessary,  from  hour  to  hour,  of  what  the 
{proposed  legislation  is  upou  which  the 
Irish  Parliament  may  be  disposed  to  enter. 
My  only  fear  is  that  they  may  be 
disposed  to  try  and  meddle  too  muoh 
vith  it,  which  I  should  deprecate.  I' 
therefore  do  not  see  what  object  could 
he  secured  by  the  provision  enacting  that 
a  copy  of  the  proposed  law  should  lie  on 
the  Table  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
for  40  davs. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  :  The  Irish  Legisla- 
ture might  act  while  this  Parliament  is 
uot  sitting.  The  Amendment  provides 
that  copies  of  the  proposed  legislation 
shall  lie  on  the  Table  for  40  days,  and 
that  must  be  while  Parliament  is  sitting, 
which  would  give  40  days  in  which 
Piu*liament  could  act. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  :  I  must  say  it  is 
extremely  iucouveoieat  that  a  Member 
of  the  Government  should  endeavour  to 
explain  away  and  minimise  the  assurances 
that  were  giveu,  upon  the  faith  of  which 
the  Amendment  was  rejected.  We  were 
told  distinctly  we  were  to  have  a  three- 
fold protection — first,  the  consent  of  the 
Corporation,  though  afterwards  the 
Prime  Minister  put  that  as  an  alternative. 
He  said  it  was  one  way  in  which  it  might 
be  done,  but  then  there  were  left  these 
two  protections  :  First,  you  must  get  the 
consent  of  the  Irish  Legislature  ;  iu  the 
second  place,  you  have  the  protection 
that  the  Imperial  Parliament  is  to  have  a 
iocu»  standi  to  interfere,  and  how  can  it 
iaterfere  except  by  influeucing  the 
Minister  who  has  to  advise  the  Crown  to 


consent,  and  how  can  it  interfere  in  that 
way  unless  seised  of  the  knowledge  of 
vrhBkt  is  gomg  to  be  done  ?  Either  this 
Amendment,  or  some  Ameudmeut  on  the 
same  lines  giving  the  protection  re- 
quired, should  be  inserted  iu  the  clause. 

•The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  Right,  Forfar)  ;  It  is  very  unfortu- 
nate that  iu  the  absence  of  the  Prime 
Minister  an  assurauce  givcu  by  him 
should  be  brought  forward,  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  mast  bear  iu  mind  that 
he  did  not  suggest  he  would  amend  this 
clause.  He  said  nothing  about  amending ; 
he  was  saying  what  the  clause,  ac- 
cording to  his  understanding  of  it,  now 
is.  There  was  to  be  the  leave  of  Her 
Majesty,  which  would  involve  the  advice 
of  the  Ministry  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  by  reason  of  that  advice,  and  not  by 
reason  of  the  matter  being  brought  up 
for  discussion  here,  Farliaraeut  would 
get  that  control  it  has  over  all  Ministries 
to  prevent,  if  it  has  the  power,  or  to 
censure  if  too  late  to  prevent  what  has 
occurred. 

Mb,  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
feared  they  must  come  to  the  opinion 
that  they  might  have  any  amount  of 
declarations  of  safeguards,  but  uo  method 
for  enforcing  them  ;  and  it  was  a  most 
extraordinary  construction  to  put  on  the 
deliberate  words  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
Yesterday,  when  he  declared  they  were 
to  have  the  full  power  of  taking  the 
sense  of  this  House  as  to  the  consent  of 
Her  Majesty  to  tell  them  now  they  were 
to  be  satisfied  with  the  mere  declaration 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  but  that  nothing 
was  to  be  pnt  in  the  Bill  to  enable 
that  declaration  to  be  carried  out.  That 
was  hardly  a  serious  way  of  progressing 
with  the  business  of  this  Bill.  What 
they  wanted  to  koow  was,  how  was 
Parliament  to  exercise  control  over  that 
consent  ?  and,  as  was  pointed  out  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bury  (Sir*  H.  James),  if  Parliament 
was  not  sitting,  they  would  have  no 
means   of   approaching   the  Govern- 
ment or  the  Executive  in  advising  Hot 
Majesty.     The  Government  must  see 
that  they  ought  to  have  in  this  safe- 
guard a  real  safeguard  and  a  real  power 
of   Parliament    interfering   as   to  the 
giving  or  withholding  of  that  consent. 
And  he  might  suggest  this  to  the  Com- 
mittee :  that  cases  might  arise  where  Hor 
Majesty's  Government  mighty  find  (Uf- 
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fienlty  in  theniBelTes  ascertaining  what 
vas  the  real  view  of  Parliament  as  to 
the  proposed  legishition  of  the  Irish 
GoTemment,  and  surely  in  such  a  case 
as  that  nothing  could  be  more  reasonable 
than  that  Govemment  should  have  the 
power,  under  the  arrangement  proposed 
by  his  right  hon.  Colleague,  to  take  the 
sense  of  Parliament  upon  the  proposed 
legislation.  He  hoped  that  the  decla- 
rations that  had  been  made  would  be 
carried  ont  by  the  introduction  of  ap- 
propriate words  in  this  section. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.) ;  Are  the  Government  not  going  to 
make  any  reply  on  this  snbject  ?  There 
has  been  a  double  appeal  made  to  them  ; 
an  appeal  on  the  importance  of  the  case 
and  an  appeal  upon  the — I  wilt  not  call 
them  the  pledges  of  the  Government, 
but  on  the  statements  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  both  of  these  appear  to  me  to  be 
unanswered.  On  the  merits  of  the  case 
it  is  evident  it  is  a  safeguard  inoperative 
so  far  as  Ireland  is  concwned,  but  it  is 
cme  in  conformity  with  our  practice  and 
habits,  and  would  enable  this  House  and 
^e  other  House  to  express  their  decision 
on  the  subject  and  give  the  direct  guid- 
ance of  public  opinion  to  the  Ministry  of 
the  day  ;  and  if  that  power  be  not  granted, 
what  hold  has  this  House  on  these 
matters  ?  It  has  the  hold  of  a  Vote  of 
Censure  on  the  Ministry  ;  its  power  of 
stopping  injustice  is  this  :  Some  time  in 
September  the  two  Houses  of  the  Irish 
Legislature  pass  a  Hesolution  praying 
that  Trinity  College  be  diaestablished ; 
that  comes  before  the  Ministry  in  Octo- 
ber ;  they  give  ^eir  consent,  and  in 
November  it  is  diseatablished.  This 
House  meets  in  February,  and  its 
remedy  is  to  pass  a  Vote  of  Censure  and 
turn  the  Govemment  out  of  Office  and 
appeal  to  the  country.  That  kind  of 
safeguard  is  a  farce.  Therefore,  on  the 
merits  of  the  case — which,  I  suppose, 
may  have  some  weight  with  gentlemen 
opposite — it  appears  to  me  it  would  he 
advisable,  expedient,  and  perfectly  safe 
from  the  Irish  point  of  view  that  these 
words  should  be  added.  What  is  said 
about  the  second  line  of  attack  P  We 
had  a  Debate  yesterday,  admittedly  of 
the  first  importance,  on  the  future  of 
this  great  Educational  Body.  The  Go- 
vemment assured  us  tbere  was  no 
danger.  The  Prime  Minister  explained 
what  he  regarded  as  the  safeguards 
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under  which  Trinity  Collie  might 
flourish.  If  the  Gk>vemment  do  not  like 
the  Amendment  let  them,  at  all  erente, 
suggest  words  of  their  own  by  whidi 
their  own  object  may  be  adequately 
accomplished.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
Solicitor  General  that  the  Prime 
Minister  did  not  promise  any  Am«td- 
meut,  but  he  dealt  with  the  Amendmeot 
before  the  Committee  on  the  gnraod 
that  certain  safeguards  were  to  be  ap- 
plied, and  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  showed  it  was  necessary  to 
adopt  this  or  some  Amendment  like  it. 
I  will  not  aay  the  hononr  of  the  Govem- 
ment is  involved,  but  they  are  throwing 
some  discredit  on  their  own  assurance  iF 
they  prevent  us  relying  with  absolnte 
confidence  on  the  statements  made  by  Uie 
Prime  Minister.  I  am  sure  the  Govem- 
ment would  be  consulting  their  om 
credit  if  they  turn  a  favourable  ear  to 
the  not  unreasonable  request  of  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend. 

The  SECRETARY  or  STATE 
FOR  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT 
(Mr.  A8QUITH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  ahonld  not 
have  intervened  upon  this  Amendment, 
which,  I  confess,  is  an  important  one,  tf 
it  were  not  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man thought  fit  to  challenge  the  good 
faith  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No ;  I  did 
not  go  that  length. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  At  any  rate,  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
stated  that  the  Committee  voted  yester- 
day on  the  futh  of  the  asenranee  ^ven 
by  the  Prime  Minister.  I  cftll  that  a 
charge  of  bad  faith ;  and  that  charge 
having  been  made,  I  think  it  incumbent 
upon  us  to  meet  it. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  :  I  never  said  the 
Prime  Minister  promised  any  Amend- 
ment, but  I  said  that  he  obtained  a  vole 
on  the  assurance  that  such  a  thing  shooU 
be  done,  and  I  now  ask  that  practical 
effect  should  be  given  to  that  assnrance. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  So  should  I  if  tbtt 
were  what  the  Prime  Ministw  said. 
What  he  said  was  that  the  security 
existed,  not  that  it  would  be  provided ; 
and  what  was  the  security  he  said 
existed  ?  He  said  it  was  that  this  Im- 
perial Parliament  would  have  a  loewt 
itandi  in  the  matter.  That  has  bees 
construed  by  the  Leader  of  .the  Opposi- 
tiou  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Univcfsity  ol  Dublin  is 
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amounting,  in  effect,  to  a  declaration 
OQ  the  part  of  the  Prime  Minister 
that  something  that  did  not  exist  in  the 
Bill  ought  to  be  iutroduced.  When  the 
Frime  MinistfH'  said  that  Parliament  had 
a  loetu  Mtandi,  what  did  he  mean  ?  He 
meant  that  this  Imperial  Parliament,  in 
a  matter  which  would  depend  on  advice 
given  by  the  Imperial  Ministry  to  the 
Crown,  would  have  the  same  power  of 
checking,  controlling,  and  censuring  their 
action  that  it  has  in  relation  to  any  other 
action  of  the  Executive.  The  right  hou. 
Gentleman  has  put  the  case  in  which 
advif^  might  be  given  to  the  Crown 
during  the  Recess.  Is  that  the  only  case 
under  the  Constitution  in  which  the  same 
thing  might  happen?  I  will  give  a 
much  more  serious  ease.  Parliament 
might  not  be  sitting,  and  the  Executive 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  might  declare 
war,  and  what  control  have  you  except 
that  of  censure  and  dismissal.  You  may 
say  that  is  an  imperfect  and  ineffective 
coutrol,  but  it  is  the  control  known  to 
the  Constitution,  and  is  what  the  Prime 
Minister  meant,  and,  I  venture  to  say, 
was  so  understood  by  the  Committee. 
f"No,  no  I "]  Well,  they  ought  to  have 
so  understood  it.  I  say,  therefore,  the 
Imperial  Parliament  having  that  power 
coold  exercise  it  just  as  effectively  in 
this  case  as  in  any  other,  and  it  would 
have,  what  has  not  hitherto  been  ad- 
verted to,  the  additional  power  of  not 
only  censuring  the  Ministry  that  has  as- 
sented 'to  an  improvident  exercise  by  the 
Irish  Government  of  the  power  given, 
bat  of  undoing  by  an  Act  of  this  Parlia- 
ment that  which  ought  not  to  have  been 
done.  A  more  complete  security  than 
that  could  not  be  required. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  Geoi^e's,  Han- 
over Square) :  The  right  hon.  Gentlemiui 
has  now  plainly  shown  us  tills  control 
we  are  supposed  to  have  is  practically  a 
nugatory  control.  What  we  meant  was 
that  we  should  have  an  effective  control. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  has  shown  how, 
if  Parliament  is  not  sitting,  that  control 
would  be  entirely  lost  and  nugatory,  and 
the  Home  Secretary  replies  that  in  case 
of  war  Parliament  would  not  have  the 
authority  to  stop  it.  Wars  cannot  wait 
for  the  action  of  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
aud  if  matters  of  danger  should  occur  to 
the  nation  the  Executive  must  act ;  it  is 
necessary  that  some  expedition  in  re- 
pelting  an  invuion  should  take  place,  hut 
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in  passing  an  Act  for  the  disestablishment 
of  Trinity  College,  what  hurry  is  there  ? 
Take  the  case  stated  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend — the  matter  has  been  dealt  with 
by  the  Irish  Parliament  in  September  ; 
Trinity  College  has  been  disestablished  ; 
new  regulations  have  been  made,  and  it 
is  suggested  that  this  Parliament  can 
undo  all  that  and  put  matters  back  to 
their  former  position.  It  is  trifling  with 
the  Committee  to  quote  such  an  argu- 
ment as  that.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  a  member  of  the  University  of 
Oxford.  I  would  like  to  know  what  he 
would  say  of  giving  power  to  Scotland 
and  Ireland  to  deal  with  the  University 
of  Oxford,  and  then  six  months  after- 
wards put  matters  back  in  their  former 
place,  and  repeal  the  Acts  that  have 
been  passed. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  said,, 
that  before  the  Irish  Legislature  could 
interfere  with  any  Corporation  they 
would  first  have  to  address  the  Crown  by 
both  Irish  Legislative  Houses.  These 
Addresses  having  been  obtained  the 
Crown  would  have  to  give  leave,  and 
when  that  leave  was  given  that  would 
only  be  the  beginning  of  the  legislative 
process.  After  that,  there  would  have 
to  be  a  Bill  which  would  have  to  pass 
both  Houses,  and  receive  the  Royal 
Assent.  If,  after  leave  of  the  Crown 
had  been  given,  it  appeared  that  the  Bill 
was  in  direct  opposition  to  the  will  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  it  was  perfectly 
clear  it  could  be  vetoed.  The  safeguards 
already  existing  were  amply  sufficient,, 
and  the  Amendment  and  the  speeches 
that  bad  been  made  by  the  Opposition 
was  trifling  with  the  patience  of  the 
Committee. 

•Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) said,  he  would  recall  to  the  memory 
of  some  Members  what  appeared  to 
him  a  complete  illustration  of  the  ques- 
tion at  issue.  In  the  year  1866  there 
existed  a  University  in  Ireland,  with 
certain  privileges  aud  rights.  The  Go- 
vernment were  on  the  eve  of  defeat,  if 
they  were  not  defeated,  when  they 
advised  the  iasiie  of  a  Supplementary 
Charter,  altering  the  rights  aud  privi- 
leges of  that  University.  The  Govern- 
ment went  out ;  the  thing  was  done  ;  the 
mischief  was  complete. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  Did  that  require  a 
subsequent  law  ? 
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•Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  that  happily 
the  thiDg  came  to  nothing,  because  the 
Vice  Chancellor  held  on  appeal  that  the 
Charter  was  void  in  point  of  law.  But 
what  did  Parliament  do  ?  It  passed  a 
Statute  requiring  that,  in  future,  before  a 
Charter  of  a  U  ni  vcrsity  was  issued  itehould 
lie  on  the  Table  of  the  two  Houses. 
That  was  a  precise  illustration  of  what 
was  now  demanded,  and  he  was  ready  to 
leave  the  argument  there. 

Question  pat. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  261  ; 
Noes  307.— (Division  List,  No.  163.) 

Mh.    PARKER   SMITH  (Lanark, 

Partick)  rose  to  move  in  page  2,  line  40, 
leave  out  "  without  due  process  of  law." 
He  said,  hon.  Meml>ors  would  see  his 
object  by  reading  the  sub-sectiou  dealing 
with  Corporations.  The  sub-sectiou  was 
already  very  complicated,  and  the  Ameud- 
ment  would  have  the  effect  of  rendering 
it  simpler.  He  might  assume  that  the 
GoTernmeut  would  be  willing  to  accept 
the  words  used  in  the  proTions  sub- 
section, "in  accordance  with  settled 
principles  and  precedents." 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL  nodded  assent. 

Mb.  PARKER  SMITH  said,  he  was 
glad  to  find  that  that  was  so,  as  it  would 
strengthen  the  clause  to  have  those  words 
used.  The  Corporations  would  not  have 
sufficient  protection  if  the  words  were 
not  included.  The  case  of  the  Corpora- 
tions was  different  from  that  of  persons 
whose  lives,  liberty,  and  property  would 
be  affected,  for  that  case  could  remain 
under  consideration ;  the  Corporations 
being  few,  there  would  be  time  to  submit 
the  whole  case  to  the  Oovemment,  and  to 
settle  it  by  the  appeal  to  Her  Majesty. 
He  was  not  going  to  repeat  what  had 
been  said,  or  to  go  over  the  same  ground 
again  in  regard  to  the  words  "duo 
process  of  law  ; "  but  he  would  impress 
upon  the  House  that  the  vagueness  of 
the  phrase  was  much  more  serious  where 
the  Corporations  were  concerned  than  it 
was  in  the  other  case.  He  would  like 
also  to  put  a  question  to  the  Attorney 
General.  "  Due  process  of  law  "  coA  ered 
procedure,  and  procedure  only.  Bat  in 
this  case  they  wanted  to  deal  with  the 
•nbstance  of  the  law,  and  to  make  sure 
that  the  substance  of  any  general  law 
pa»ed  in  Ireland  by  the  new  Legislatiire 
would  not  work  injustice  to  anv  of  these 
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Corporations.  The  Irish  Legislature  might 
alter  the  law  generally,  and  then  two  or 
three  years  afterwards  declare  that  by  the 
law  thus  altered  Trinity  College  had  lost 
its  Charter.  If  they  believ^  that  the 
clause  at  present  allowed  the  Irish  Le(ps- 
lature  to  pass  Acts  upon  questions  c/t 
this  kind,  they  would  acknowledge  that 
a  very  special  check  was  required.  There 
might  be  an  Address  to  the  Queen,  or 
they  might  use  the  power  of  veto,  a 
weapon  which  would  cause  much  greater 
irritation  than  the  method  now  proposed. 
He  thought  they  would  see  the  advantage 
of  his  Amendment,  which  he  now  b^ged 
to  propose. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  IiDe 
40,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  without  due 
process  of  law." — (Mr.  Parker  Smith.) 

Question  proposed,  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  IdFt  out  stand  part  of  the 

Clause." 

•The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  RiGsr,  Forfar)  said,  the  Government 
felt  bound  to  insert  the  words  "in  ac 
cordance  with  settled  principles  and 
precedents  ;  "  but  that  was  the  extent  to 
which  they  could  go.  When  they  could 
not  assent  in  the  case  of  Trinity  Collie, 
how  could  they  assent  in  the  case  of  the 
other  Corporations  ?  The  words  "  due 
process  of  law  "  had  been  discussed  ad 
nauseanty  and  he  thought  the  House 
would  see  that  it  was  necessary  to  give 
some  coutrol  to  the  Irish  Legislature 
where,  these  Corporations  were  con- 
cerned. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
said,  there  was  one  matter  that  might  be 
cleared  up,  and  which  might  show  that  the 
difference  between  the  Government  and 
the  hoD.  Gentleman  who  had  moved  the 
Amendment  was  not  so  great  after  alL 
He  would  like  to  know  was  it  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  that  where  a 
Corporation  consented,  or  the  leave  of 
Her  Majesty  was  concerned,  there  was 
to  be  no  "  due  process  of  law  "  ?  He 
thought  they  were  to  have  "due  process 
of  law  '*  in  all  cases ;  but  now  they 
found  that  that  was  not  so,  because  by 
reason  of  the  Resolutions  for  which  pro- 
vision was  made  they  would  dispense 
with  "  due  process  of  law."  Au  Jut  <tf 
Parliament  would  be  required  to  give 
that  process  ;  but  the  Resolutions  would 
not  give  it.  By  that  he  gathered  that 
they  would  be  really  in  a  worse  poBition 
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than  they  were  in  before,  for  by  the  Act 
tiiej  would  have  a  safeguard  of  "  due 
process  of  law."  He  thought  they  ought 
to  have  some  method  for  clealing  with 
rights  under  the  clause.  The  House 
could  not  contemplate  giving  a  power  to 
the  Irish  Legislature  to  carry  out  with- 
out "  due  process  of  law."  If  the  due 
process  was  to  be  applicable,  he  would 
advise  the  withdrawal  of  the  Amend- 
ment, for  then  they  would  have  an  addi- 
tional security.  He  hoped  they  would 
hear  from  the  Government  whether  that 
was  to  be  the  construction  of  the  section. 
If  they  had  not  due  process^  as  he  had 
said,  they  would  be  in  a  worse  position. 

•Mb.  W.  KENNY  (Dublin,  St. 
Stephen's  Green)  said,  he  might  put  the 
question  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man in  another  form — were  there  three 
ways  by  which  Corporations  could  be 
deprived  of  their  rights — ^namely,  by 
consent,  by  address,  and  by  due  process 
of  law  ? 

•Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
he  would  ask  what  there  was  left  for 
"  due  process  of  law  "  to  operate  upon 
in  this  sub-section  ?  The  words  of  the 
previous  sub-section  were  wide  enough 
to  include  Corporations,  and  his  under- 
standing of  the  present  sub-section  was 
that  it  was  intended  to  allow  of  arbitrary 
dealing  with  Corporations. 

Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.) 
said,  he  thought  the  Solicitor  General 
should  reply  to  the  questions  addressed 
to  the  Government. 

•Sib  J.  RIGBY  :  I  have  already 
replied  on  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  macartney  said,  he  was  not 
aware  of  that. 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY :  I  cannot  hold  out 
any  hope  that  the  Government  would 
apply  the  words  "  due  process  of  law  " 
in  the  manner  that  has  been  suggested. 
It  was  felt  that  Corporations,  if  they 
were  to  be  dealt  with,  were  not  to  be 
deprived  of  liberty  or  property  without 
due  process  of  law.  Why  should  a  Cor- 
poration be  better  off  than  a  private  in- 
dividual in  that  respect  ?  It  was 
intended  to  secure  the  rights  of  Corpora- 
tions, but  it  may  be  that  they  are  less 
secured  than  they  were  meant  to  be.  The 
WOTds  used,  we  admit,  are  not  quito  an 
accurate  definition  of  our  meaning  ;  but 
we  felt  there  might  be  a  number  of  cases 
in  which  legislation  might  take  place  by 
consent,  because  it  might  be  considered 


desirable  to  change  the  constitution  of  a 
Corporation  by  giving  up  certain  rights 
or  adopting  o^ers.  There  may  be  cases 
in  which  the  Corporation  would  not  con- 
sent, and  to  deal  with  those  we  substitute 
the  leave  of  Her  Majesty.  If  we  did 
not  do  that  we  should  leave  in  "due 
process  of  law."  We  are  ready  to 
modify  the  clause,  and  to  put  in  the 
words  added  to  the  preceding  section. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not 
know  whether  my  hon.  Friend  desires 
to  go  to  a  Division.  My  own  feeling  is 
that  the  sub-section  is  in  such  a  stato  of 
hopeless  confusion  that  It  is  impossible 
to  make  out  what  the  Government  mean 
to  do  or  have  done.  The  Solicitor 
General  says  it  is  the  business  of  the 
Court  of  Law  always  to  make  sense  of 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  Well,  Courts  of 
Law  will  have  a  very  admirable  field  for 
their  efforts  if  this  sub-section  ever  comes 
before  them.  Though  I  have  devoted 
such  powers  of  mind  as  I  possess,  first,  to 
understanding  the  sub-section,  and  then 
the  gloss  the  Government  have  put  on  it, 
and,  again,  the  gloss  they  have  put  on 
the  gloss,  I  have  been  unable  to  succeed. 
Therefore,  I  do  not  think  we  shall  be 
doing  any  good  to  the  Corporations  we 
desire  to  protect  by  leaving  out  the 
words,  especially  as,  when  the  matter  is 
cleared  up,  we  may  find  "  due  process  of 
law "  a  safeguard.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  will  be  or  not.  I  think  it 
will ;  at  any  rate,  I  feel  some  reluctance 
to  vote  against  words  which,  when  the 
dawn  breaks  in  upon  us  and  we  know 
what  the  meaning  is,  and  the  sub-section 
is  presented  to  us  in  grammatical  and 
lucid  English,  we  may  find  very  useful. 
Under  the  circnmstances,  I  doubt  the 
desirability  of  asking  the  Committee  to 
determine  the  Am^idment  by  a  Divi- 
sion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  BUTCHER  (York)  said,  he  had 
a  proposal  down  to  amend  the  clause  by 
inserting  in  line  41,  after  the  wo^ 
"  Law,"  the  words — 

"Accordhig'  to  the  settled  priDciplca  and 
^ecedents  from  time  to  Ume  existing  in  Eng- 

It  might  not,  however,  be  necessary  to 
move  it,  as  the  Government,  he  thought, 
intended  to  propose  words  to  carry  out 
the  object  in  view. 
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"StR  C.  BUSSELL  said,  that  doubt- 
less some  alteration  of  the  snb-sectioD 
had  been  rendered  necessary  hy  the 
Amendment  the  GoTemment  had  ac- 
cepted in  the  case  of  Sub-section  3,  by 
agreeing  to  the  insertion  of  the 
words  "  in  accordance  with  settled  prin- 
ciples and  precedents."  They  were  now 
wilting  that  those  words  should  be  in- 
serted in  this  sub-sectiou. 
Amendment  proposed, 
In  page  2,  line  41,  after  the  word  "  law,"  to 
insert  the  words  ''acconlinK  to  the  settled  prin- 
ciples and  precedents  from  time  to  time  exiBting 

tt  England."— (5tr  C.  Jiuttell.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 

oe  there  inserted." 

Mr.  J.  REDMOND  (Waterford)  said, 
he  did  not  wish  to  renew  the  controversy 
that  took  place  the  other  uiglit  on  these 
words  ;  but  it  must  be  remembered  that  a 
strong  feeling  was  entertained  by  a  large 
number  of  Irish  Members  as  to  the  inser- 
tion of  the  words,  that  a  Divbiou  was 
taken,  and  that  a  large  number  of  Eng- 
lish Members  agreed  with  them.  Objec- 
tionable as  the  words  were  in  the  previous 
sub-section  they  were  more  so  now.  He 
was  not  sure  what  the  exact  effect  of 
them  would  be ;  but  if  the  effect  should 
be  to  prevent  the  Irish  Legislature  from 
dealing  with  the  property  of  Corporations 
in  Ireland,  such  as  the  London  Companies, 
on  the  principle,  say,  of  compulsory  pur- 
chase, which  it  might  be  held  was  not 
in  accordance  with  "  settled  principles 
and|nwedent8,"  the  insertion  of  the  words 
would  be  extremely  objectionable. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  [Crtef  of  "  Divide  I  "]  said,  it  had 
been  rendered  quite  clear  by  what  the 
Solicitor  General  had  told  tbffln  that 
whatever  else  might  be  the  effect  of  the 
clause,  one  effect  would  be  to  enable 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  dispense 
with  "  due  process  of  law."  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  told  them 
that  either  in  case  of  the  consent  of  the 
Corporation  or  of  the  Queen  followiugon 
an  Address  being  obtained  *'due  process 
of  law  "  would  not  have  to  be  olreerved. 
The  object  of  the  provision  in  the 
American  Constitution  was  precisely  the 
reverse.  In  this  Bill  the  words  would 
enable  the  Legislature  to  dispense  with 
due  process  of  law  ;  but  in  the  American 
Constitution  their  effect  in  the  only  place 
in  which  they  were  present  was  to  pre- 


vent the  Executive  from  interfering  with 
due  process  of  law.  [Crte«  o/**  Divide  I  *^ 
and  Qnestton  I  *']  He  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  appreciate  the  extraordinary 
muddle  the  Government  had  got  them- 
selves into  by  dragging  in  these  words 
from  the  American  Constitution. 

.  Mr.  sexton  said,  he  only  wished 
to  say  that  he  did  not  think  the 
insertion  of  the  words  here  added  any- 
thing material  to  the  great  harm  already 
done  by  their  insertion  in  Sub-eection  5, 
because  he  believed  that  the  insertion 
the  words  in  Sub-section  fi,  so  far  as  the 
land  was  concerned,  would  prevent  the 
application  of  the  principle  of  compulsory 
sale  upon  any  reasonable  terms  either  to 
the  lands  of  the  London  Companies  or  ot 
any  other  landlord  in  Ireland. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
said,  he  wialied  to  amend  the  clause 

inserting — 

*'  Provided  always  that  in  the  case  of  Corpon- 
tions  constitated  for  the  purpose  of  holding 
property  of  any  Church  or  religious  denomina- 
tion, or'the  ministers  of  the  same,  the  said  Irish 
Legifllature  shall  not  be  at  liberty  to  make  any 
law  affecting  or  otherwise  to  into'fere  with 
such  Corporation  or  the  property  vested  in  the 
same." 

This  Amendment  had  been  put  down 
with  a  view  to  excepting  from  the 
powers  of  the  Irish  Legislature  the 
Representative  Church  Body  of  the 
Church  in  Ireland.  Of  course,  be 
had  not  framed  the  Amendmont  in 
those  terms,  because  he  was  willing 
that  the  same  exception  should 
be  given  to  all  other  Corporations  who 
held  property  for  any  Church,  for  any 
creed,  or  for  any  religious  denomination, 
or  for  the  ministm  of  the  same. 
Having  regard  to  the  discussion  which 
had  taken  place  on  the  previous  portions 
of  the  section,  he  hardly  thought  that 
the  Government  had  any  intention  other- 
wise than  to  exclude  from  the  Iiish 
Legislature  any  power  whatsoever  over 
the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland.  He 
did  not  know  what  they  intended  to  do 
in  regard  to  the  Amendment  ;  but  he 
hardly  thought  for  a  moment  that  the 
Committee  would  sanction  the  Irish 
Legislature — which  had  been  already 
prevented  trosa  making  any  law  respect- 
ing the  establishment  or  endownocnt  of 
religion  whether  directly  or  indireody, 
or  prohibitiug  the  free  exercise  thereto 
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— iuterferiQg  either  with  the  coDsUtu- 
tioD  of  the  Representative  Church  Body 
(HT  their  mode  of  dealing  with  their 
own  endowmentB.  This  lUpr&Beutatire 
Church  Body  was  formed  at  the  time 
the  Irieh  Chureh  was  diBestablished 
u  a  Corporation  for  the  purpose  of  hold- 
ing the  funds  given  as  compensation^ 
and  other  funds  received  from  private 
donors.  All  he  asked  was  that  this 
Body  should  be  allowed  to  continue  un- 
impaired ;  and  if  the  concessions,  the 
Government  liad  made  on  the  tlurd 
sub-section  had  covered  the  point 
he  should  not  have  moved  the 
Amendment.  No  doubt  it  would  pre- 
vent the  propo^y  being  put  to  any  other 
than  religious  uses ;  hat  whether  those 
uses  need  be  the  same  as  thrae  to  which 
it  was  at  present  applied  he  could  not 
say.  The  Government,  he  thought, 
would  admit  that  that  was  their  inten- 
tion ;  but  that  did  not  sufficiently  effect 
the  protection  he  desired  to  see  effected, 
and  without  his  Amendment  it  would  be 
possible  for  the  Irish  Legislature  to 
Interfere  with  the  Bej»es«itative  Church 
Body  in  a  way  which  would  make  the 
position  of  that  Body  absolutely  in- 
tolerable. They  might  make  a  law 
dealing  with  the  constitution  of  that 
Body  in  many  ways,  and  interfering 
with  its  discipline  uid  regulations. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  Hoe  41,  after  "law,"  Insett  the 
words — "Provided  always  that  in  the  case  of 
corporations  constituted  for  the  purpose  of 
holding  property  of  any  Church  or  religious 
deaomination,  or  the  ministers  of  the  same,  the 
said  Irish  Legislature  shall  not  beat  liberty  to 
make  any  law  affecting  or  otherwise  to  inter- 
fere with  such  Corporatioa  or  the  property 
vested  in  the  same."— (J/r.  Carton.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  said,  that 
every  word  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  said  about  the  Church  Repre- 
sentative Body  applied  to  the  General 
Assembly  of  the  Presbyterian  Church, 
That  Body  also  held  property  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Presbyterians  of  Ireland. 
He  cordially  joined  in  the  Amendment 
proposed  as  safeguarding  the  rights  of 
that  Body. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Amendment, 
as  it  stands,  is  obviously  too  wide,  and  I 
think  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  will 
perceive  this  when  I  point  out  that 
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under  the  Amendment  it  would  not  be 
competent  for  the  Irish  Legislature 
to  enact  uiy  land  legislation  affect- 
ing, for  instance,  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land. M<»e  than  that,  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature would  not  be  able  to  make 
any  law  affecting  RaUway  Stock  ; 
for,  as  I  am  informed,  that  Church 
possesses  investments  in  such  Stock. 
The  Irish  Legislature,  under  the  Amend- 
ment, would,  therefore,  have  to  make  a 
special  exemption  of  Railway  Stock 
held  by  the  Church  of  Ireland  6r  any 
other  Church  Body.  Such  a  prohibition 
as  that  can  hardly  be  seriously  defended. 
I  am  glad  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man admits  that  his  object  is  more  than 
partly  met  by  the  words  which  have 
been  introduced  into  the  3rd  sub-sec- 
tion. I  agree  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  that  the  word  "  divert "  is  pro- 
bably not  the  most  felicitous  word  that 
the  draftsman  could  have  chosen.  So 
much  for  property.  As  to  the  remark 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that 
the  Government  have  not  used  words 
affecting  the  constitution  of  the  Church 
Body,  I  would  only  say  I  do  not  con- 
ceive it  to  be  possible  that  the  Irish 
Legislature  would  be  at  all  likely  to  even 
try  to  pass  any  law  prejudicially  affect- 
ing the  constitution  or  organisation  of 
the  Church  of  Ireland,  or  of  any  other 
Religious  Denomination.  That  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government,  and  I  be- 
lieve it  is  the  intention  of  all  sections  of 
the  Committee ;  but  I  am  inclined  to 
think,  and  I  am  advised  by  legal  autho- 
rities, that  the  possibility  of  making  any 
law  so  affecting  the  constitution  or 
organisation  of  the  Church  against  the 
will  of  that  Church  is  provided  for  under 
the  clause  as  it  stands.  The  Govern- 
ment, however,  will  not  be  disposed  to 
refuse  the  insertion  in  the  sul>-scction,  v 
after  the  word  "diverting,"  of  the  words 
"or  prejudicially  affecting  the  constitu- 
tion." That  addition  would  probably 
meet  the  object  of  the  hon.  and  learnt 
Member.  It  would  carry  out  the  iu- 
tontious  of  the  Government,  and  it 
would  not,  I  believe,  be  unwelcome — 
certainly  not  repugnant — to  the  wishes 
of  any  section  of  the  House.  There- 
fore, when  the  proper  time  comes,  I 
shall  be  prepared  to  insert  the  words  I 
have  mentioned. 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  he  did  not  quite 
agree  that  the  making  of  a  Land  Law 
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would  be  subject  to  the  provision  he 
proposed  ;  but  as  his  only  object  was  to 
secure  protection  for  the  Representative 
Body  of  the  Church  of  Ireland,  he 
would  suggest  that  the  word  "preju- 
dicially "  should  be  withdrawn,  and  that 
the  words  "diverting  the  property  or 
affecting  the  constitution"  be  inserted. 
He  would  also  propose  that  the  words 
"without  consent"  should  be  included. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  thought  they  ought 
to  adhere  to  the  word  "prejudicially," 
which  had  been  used  in  the  Bill  in  two 
other  instances. 

Mr.  PENROSE  FITZGERALD 
(Cambridge)  wished  to  know  if  it  would 
be  possible  to  add  -Kfter  "  constitutiou  " 
"  and  rights  '*  P  Thwe  were  at  the  time 
of  the  Disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
Church  in  many  parts  of  Ireland  burial 
grounds  adjacent  to  the  churches,  in 
reapect  of  which  certain  fees  and  tolls 
were  levied.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
under  the  clause,  even  as  proposed  to  be 
amended,  theRepreseutativeChurch  Body 
would  be  out  of  court  in  regard  to  those 

Mr.  sexton  :  The  Governing 
Bodies  of  Churches  are  Corporations,  and 
their  rights  are  protected  under  the 
clause  as  far  as  they  need  be.    At  any 

rate,  I  should  greatly  object  to  so  vague 
a  term  as. "  rights  "  in  a  paragraph  which 
proposes  that  the  Irish  Legislature  shall 
not,  under  any  circumstances,  deal 
with  these  matters.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Penrose  Fitzgerald)  goes 
far  beyond  the  scope  of  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin,  who  has  never  yet 
erred  in  being  too  limited  iu  his  proposals, 
TUo  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  points 
out  that  we  have  really  agreed  that  legis- 
lation as  to  the  property  of  any  Religious 
Bodies  should  be  shut  out,  and  he  desires 
that  the  Governing  Bodies  of  the  dif- 
ferent Protestant  communities  in  Ireland 
should  be  free  to  continue  to  discharge 
their  functions  as  such  Governing  Bodies 
without  any  intervention  by  the  Irish 
Legislature.  I  am  certain  that  neither 
the  Irish  Legislature  nor  the  Catholic 
people  of  Ireland  would  ever  desire  to 
interfere  iu  the  slightest  way  with  the  go- 
Ternment  of  Protestant  Religious  Bodies 
in  Ireland.  The  only  doubt  I  have  is 
whether  either  of  the  words  proposc;d 
accomplish  what  is  desired  and  do 
nothing  more.    We  all  know  that  the 

Mr,  Carton 


individuals  composing  the  Grovemiog 
Body  are  subject  to  the  ordinary  lav, 
and  that  the  Governing  Bodies,  except  in 
the  discharge  of  their  functions  as  Bueh, 
are  subject  to  the  ordinary  law.  I  would 
suggest  that  the  words  which  should  be 
put  in  are  that  "  the  Governing  Bodisa 
as  such  Governing  Bodies"  should  be 
excluded. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  the  words 
"  prejudicially  affecting  "  were  certain  to 
give  rise  to  legal  proceedings  which 
would  be  costly,  whereas  the  words 
"  with  the  consent  of  the  Body  "  cooU 
not  be  misunderstood  by  anybody.  He 
was  not  quite  sure  that  the  Presbyterian 
Church  was  in  the  same  legal  position 
OS  the  Representative  Church  Body;  but, 
at  any  rate,  it  held  a  great  deal  of 
property, 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  As  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Kerry  has  said,  we  are  all 
agreed  as  to  the  object  in  view,  and  I 
will  promise  to  consider  the  point  be- 
tween now  and  the  Report  stage,  and  to 
see  whether  the  words  "without  consent" 
can  be  inserted. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  trust  that 
that  statement  will  be  accepted.  I  hope 
that  in  considering  the  words  to  b« 
inserted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wUl 
recollect  that  it  would  be  inexpedient  to 
entrust  the  Irish  Legislature  with  power 
to  affect  the  constitution  of  these  Bodies, 
leaving  it  to  the  Courts  afterwards  to 
determine  whether  or  not  the  Bodies 
were  prejudicially  affected.  The 
majority  in  the  Irish  Parliament  very 
naturally  and  properly  will  be  Romui 
Catholics,  and  they  should  not  have 
power  to  deal  with  these  Bodies  prejudi- 
cially or  beneficially. 

Mr.  KNOX  (Cavau,  W.)  moved  the 
insertion  in  line  41,  after  "law,"  of  the 
words  "  or,  iu  the  case  of  property,  just 
compensation."  ^e  said,  that  after 
studying  the  sub-section  for  a  long  time, 
and  referring  to,  he  supposed,  several 
hundred  American  decisions,  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  as  the  sub- 
section now  stood  it  would  be  impossible 
under  it  for  the  Irish  Legislature  to  take 
the  land  of  a  Corporation  even  for  a 
railway.  He  felt  convinced  that  if  they 
wanted  to  make  a  nulway,  say  through 
the  property  of  Trinity  College,  Dublin, 
they  would  have  to  obtain  pennissiou 
from  the  Imperial  law. 
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Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University)  : 
So  jou  ought. 

Mb.  KNOX  said,  whatever  was  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman^s  opinion,  he 
thought  the  majority  of  the  Committee 
was  of  opinion  that  the  Irish  Legislature 
should  be  authorised  to  take  land  for 
railways  in  Ireland.  The  words  he 
proposed  could  do  no  harm,  aud  he 
earnestly  hoped  the  Government  would 
accept  them,  as  the  salHsectiott  as  it  stood 
might  otherwise  give  rise  to  great 
trouble. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
41,  after  the  word  "  law,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  or,  in  the  case  of  property,  just 
compensation."-— (Jtfr.  Knox.') 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  expressed 
a  hope  that  the  Government  would,  if 
they  could  not  accept  the  words  now, 
consider  them  before  Report. 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  that  should  be 
done.  He  was  not  prepared  to  say  that 
the  words  would  be  adopted,  because 
there  might  be  cases  to  which  tliey  would 
not  apply.  But  if  any  form  of  words  or 
any  modification  of  the  Amendment 
could  be  put  into  the  clause  on  Report, 
he  would  (jominunicate  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Of  course, 
I  make  no  objection  to  the  course  pro- 
posed by  the  Government,  but  I  would 
point  out  that  if  the  words  are  accepted 
as  proposed,  there  would  be  power  on 
the  part  of  the  Irish  Legislature  to  kick 
Trinity  College  out  of  its  present 
buildiugs  and  to  take  St.  Patrick's 
Cathedral  from  the  Church  of  Ireland — 
of  course,  after  giving  just  compensation. 
I  hope  the  Government  will  take  this 
point  into  view  in  considering  the 
Amendment. 

Amendmeut,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Me.  COCHRANE  (Ayrshire,  N.) 
said,  he  begged  to  move,  in  page  2,  after 
line  41,  to  insert — 

"  Whereby  any  undue  preference,  benefit,  or 
advantage  is  given  to  or  conferred,  directly  or 
indirectly,  upon  any  person,  body  of  persons, 
cIbbb,  body  corporate,  or  institution ;  or. ' 

In  an  earlier  Debate  be  had  moved  to 
delete  the  word  "  prejudicially "  as 
applied  to  Sub-sections  3  and  4  in  the 
sense  referred  to  a  few  moments  ago. 
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His  object  had  been  to  prevent  the  Irish 
Legislature  from  interfering  with  the 
right  to  establish  or  maintain  any  place 
of  denominational  education,  or  pre- 
judicially affecting  any  Denominational 
Institution  or  Charity,  or  from  aiFectlng 
the  right  of  any  child  to  attend  a  sclioot 
receiving  public  money  without  attending 
the  religious  instructionat  that  school.  His 
Amendment  had  not  been  accepted,  though 
there  had  been  indications  of  assent  on 
the  part  of  the  Prime  Minister.  Well,  the 
Irish  Legislature  could  not  legislate 
"  prejudicially  "  affecting  these  Institu- 
tions ;  but  it  was  still  open  to  them  to 
legislate  bene6ciaUy  for  certain  schools 
orsofaolarsor  Denominational  Institutions. 
Obviously,  great  injustice  might  1>e  done 
by  a  preferential  use  of  this  power.  In 
the  Debate  on  his  earlier  Ameudment  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  indi- 
cated his  willingness  to  accept  some 
comprehensive  Amendmeut  dealing 
clearly  and  unequivocally  with  the 
subject  of  preference.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  saw  the  injustice  of  undue 
preference,  as  also  did  the  Chancellor  of 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  jndging  from 
what  he  had  said  iu  the  book  which  had 
been  so  exteusively  quoted  in  these 
Debates,  and  which  he  (Mr.  Cochrane) 
himself  had  read  and  re-read,  and  which 
he  took  every  opportunity  of  advertising 
in  the  interests  of  tiie  Unionist  Party. 
In  the  chapter  on  Social  Institutions  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said— 

"Religioiia  persecution,  even  in  its  milder 
forms,  such  as  disqualifying  the  members  of  a 
particular  sect  for  public  office,  is,  it  conceives, 
inconsistent  with  the  conception  of  individual 
frewlom,  and  the  reajMict  due  to  the  primordial 
rights  of  the  citizen  which  modern  thoujrht  has 
embraced.  Even  if  State  action  stops  short  of 
the  imposition  of  disabilities,  and  confines  itself 
to  favouring  a  particular  Church,  whether  by 
grants  of  money  or  by  giving  special  immuni- 
ties  to  its  clergy,  this  is  an  infringement  on 
equality,  putting  one  man  at  a  disadvantage 
compared  with  others  in  respect  of  matters 
which  are  not  fit  subjects  for  State  cognisance.'* 

That  showed  clearly  how,  if  the  Irish 
Legislatture  had  power  to  grant  prefer- 
ences, and  beneficially  affect  certain 
schools  or  scholars  or  trades  or  indus- 
tries, they  would  thereby  be  imposing  a 
hardship  and  an  injustice  on  other  schools 
and  scholars,  and  other  trades  and  in- 
dustries. Therefore  it  was  that  he  (Mr. 
Cochrane)  brought  forward  liis  present 
Amendmeut.  The  Prime  Minister  on 
the  previous  occasion  had  uid — 
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**  We  ought  to  Instate  clearly  and  nneqniro- 
cally  ag^n^  preference." 

He  went  on  to  say— 

*'  And  what  we  do  thtnk  is  that  it  is  much 
better  to  legislate  against  preference  hy  one 
oomprehenslve  provision  tiian  to  do  it  piecemeal 
and  in  fragmrats.'* 

He  (Mr.  Cochrane)  ventured  to  sobmit 
that  hU  Amendment  was  a  comprehen- 
sive  one,  embracing  all  cases  that  were 
likelj  to  arise ;  therefore,  it  exactly 
chimed  in  with  the  view  of  the  Prime 
Minister.  He  should  bare  been  gratified 
if  the  small  Amendment  he  had  brought 
forward  on  the  preTious  occasion  had 
been  accepted,  but  he  eonld  quite  under- 
stand the  Prime  Minister  with  his 
superior  knowledge  and  experience  taking 
a  broader  view  of  the  subject  and  desir- 
ing to  see  it  dealt  with  in  a  more 
comprehensive  and  businesslike  way. 
Speaking  in  the  Debate  to  which  he  had 
already  referred  and  following  the  Prime 
Minister  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmiugham  had 
said — 

"Even  if  the  word"  (that  was  "prejudi- 
ciallj  ")  "  were  struck  out  it  would  be  poasible, 
indirectly,  to  give  preference  to  one  denomina- 
tion OTCt  another." 

And  it  was  to  avoid  this  indirect  prefer- 
ence that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
subsequently  added  in  explanation  of 
what  he  had  said — 

"What  I  said  was  that  the  most  effective 
manner  of  proceeding  was  to  deal  with  the 
question  of  preference  in  one  enactment  and 
not  in  several ;  and  that  the  Oovemment  were 
not  so  attached  to  their  own  language  as  to  re- 
fuse, if  that  language  required  enlai^ement,  to 
give  a  favoaraUe  consideration  to  an  Amend- 
ment having  that  object." 

These  words  qf  the  Prime  Minister  led 
him  to  hope  that  the  Amendment  would 
meet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  views. 
He  believed  that  it  would  meet  the  views 
of  hoD.  Geutlemeu  who  supported  the 
Grovernment.  They  would  note  that  be 
used  the  words  "  undue  preference,"  and 
he  had  no  doubt  they  would  sympathise 
with  his  desire  to  prevent  unfair  and  un- 
just advantage  being  conferred  either  on 
individuals  or  {nstitntions  by  premiums 
or  grants  or  other  methods.  He  was 
not  asking  the  Committee  to  assent  to 
anything  which  was  uot  to  be  found  in 
our  own  laws.  The  words  be  had 
adopted  occurred  constautly  iu  some  of 
the  most  salutary  Statutes  that  existed  in 
this  country.   For  instance,  in  the  £l6^ 

Mr.  Coekram 


meotary  Education  Act,  c.  75,  sec  97, 
dealing  with  religions  instruction,  they 
found  the  words — 

"  Shall  not  give  any  preference  or  advantage 
to  any  school  on  the  ground  that  it  is  or  is  not 
provided  by  a  School  Board." 

And  very  striking  words  were  also  con- 
tained in  the  Railway  and  Canal  Traffic 
Act,  1854, 17  &  18  Vict.,  o.  31,  namely— 
"  No  such  company  shall  make  or  give  any 
undue  or  unreBsonable  preference  or  advan- 


were 


So  that  the  words  he  proposed 
words    which    were    directly  preewit 
in   their    own    legislation,    and  tiie 
adoption    of    them    could    not  be 
putting  an  insult  on  the  Irish  Legislature. 
The  Amendment  was  proposed  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  making  the  measure 
more    effective,   and    in    bringing  it 
forward  he  was  dealing  with  the  Irish 
Members  as  men  of  common  sense  and 
with  the  Irish  Legislature  as  an  Institu- 
tion which  should  be  restrained  as  the 
British  public  were  themselveB  restrained. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  London  had  given  an 
illustration  of  undue  preference  which 
would  be  apposite  in  this  instance.  ^ 
had  said  that  premiums  might  be  put 
upon  whisky  in    Ireland  which  would 
increase  the  consumption,  the  Excise  Duty 
would  be  receivable  in  Ireland,  and  the 
Customs  of  the  Imperial  Parliunent 
would  suffer.    The  stat^ent  they  had 
heard  to-day  as  to  the  Financial  Clauses 
would  upeet  anything  of  that  kind; 
that  it  would  be  possible  for  undue  pre- 
ference to  be  given  to  certain  districts  in 
the  form  of  Poor  Law  relief.  Scandals  til 
this  kind,  it  would  be  remembered,  had 
been  exposed  by  the  Inquiry  Commission 
in  1 886,  when  it  was  shown  that  in  the 
Turlough  Electoral  Division  more  per- 
sons had  been  relieved  than  the  gross 
population.    Finally,  he  would  give  an 
American    illustration    of  [mfeiwce. 
The  Report  of  the  Ifew  York  Com- 
missioners of  1876  stated — 

"  Citjea  were  compelled  by  legislation  to  bay 
lands  for  parks  and  places  because  tlie  ownen 
wished  to  sell  them  ;  compelled  to  grade,  pave 
and  sewer,  streets  without  inhabitants,  andfbr 
no  other  purpose  than  to  award  corrupt  con- 
tracts for  the  work.  .  .  .  Laws  were  enacted 
abolishing  onetAcse  and  creating  another  witb 
the  same  dnties  in  order  to  transfer  ofBdal 
emoluments  from  one  man  to  another,  and  laws 
to  change  the  functiolOB  of  officers  with  a  vieW 
CHily  toa  new  di8toibnti<m  oTpatra^HL" 

Digitized  by  VjtOOQIC 


Government  of         {22  Jumb  1893} 


1721 

He  would  not  accuse  the  Irish  Members 
of  having  any  desires  in  the  direction 
pointed  to  in  that  extract,  but  it  was  clear 
that  abuses  which  had  arisen  under  the 
American  Constitution  might  arise  in 
Ireland  unless  sufficient  precautious  were 
adopted.  He  moved  the  Amendment 
staging  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  after  Utte  41,  to  insert  the  worda 
"whereby  any  undue  preference,  benefit,  or 
advantagfe  is  ^ren  to  or  conferred,  directly  or 
indirectly,  upon  any  person,  body  of  persona, 
class,  body  corporate,  or  institution;  or.** — 
(Jfr.  Cochrane^ 

Qneetion  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  given,  on  the  whole,  an  accurate 
account  of  the  circumstances  which  no 
doubt  led  him  to  move  this  Amendment. 
What  happened  was  this :  We  were 
discussing  under  Sub-section  2  the  ques- 
tion of  excluding  from  the  competency 
of  the  Irish  Parliament  preference  on 
account  of  religious  belief.  We  are 
agreed  that  preference  of  that  kind 
was  not  one  which  the  Irish  Par- 
liament would  be  likely  to  exercise,  or, 
at  all  events,  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
exercise.  Thereupon,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham pointed  out  that  the  preference  on 
account  of  civil  matters  ought  to  be 
excluded  ttom  the  legislative  field  of  the 
Irish  Parliament  as  well  as  preference  on 
account  <Kf  religions  belief.  The  Prime 
Minister  accepted  that  as  a  perfectly  just 
criticism,  and  as  one  which  was  not  at 
all  absent  from  our  own  minds,  and  my 
right  hon.  Friend  agreed  that  we  ought 
to  adopt  some  sub-section  which  would 
carry  out  that  intention — namely,  that 
we  should  extend  to  preference  in  civil 
matters  the  same  prohibition  which  we 
had  already  applied  to  religious  beliefs. 
But  my  right  hon.  Friend's  words  do  not 
carry  so  much  as  the  hon.  Member  who 
moved  the  Amendment  said  they  do 
cany.  They  did  not  go  beyond  what  I 
liave  said,  and  I  do  not  think  I  have 
diminished  their  meaning  or  extent  in 
any  degree.  Sub-section  2  of  the  clause 
as  it  DOW  stands  enacts  that  the  powers 
of  the  Irish  Ijegislature  shall  not  extend 
to  the  making  of  any  law 

*«  Imposing  any  disaMlitr,  or  conferring  any 
privuege,  advantage,     benefit  on  acoonnt  of 
.^Ugiowbelid:'' 
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But  I  think,  instead  of  accepting  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member,  we 
would  be  carrying  out  the  undertaking 
of  the  Head  of  the  Government  by 
moving  to  add  to  Sub-sectidn  2,  or  if  it 
should  seem  better,  to  insert  between 
Sub-sections  4  and  5,  some  such  words 
as  these : — 

*'  Or  impOBins  any  disability,  or  conferring 
any  privilege,  oeneflt,  or  advantage  on  any 
subject  of  the  Crown,  on  account  of  parentage 
or  place  of  birth,  or  upon  any  corporation  or 
institution  carrvfng  on  its  operations  in  Ireland 
on  Bocoont  of  the  persons  by  whom  or  In  whose 
fovour  such  operations  are  carried." 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Buming- 
ham,  W.)  :  In  die  first  place,  I  have  to 
recognise  the  spirit  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  met  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  and  to  say  that  they  have 
endeavoured  very  fully  to  carry  out  the 
understanding  which  was  arrived  at  when 
we  were  discussing  this  question  of  pre- 
ference under  Sub-section  2.  I  am 
speaking  of  intention  only  ;  but  I  believe 
there  is  no  difference  between  the  two 
sides  of  the  House  on  the  two  points 
which  are  raised  by  the  suggestion  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary. 
Firat,  on  the  minor  point  as  to  the  place 
the  Amendment  should  go,  I  would 
remind  my  hon.  Friend  that  Sub-sections 
1,  2,  and  3  deal  with  religious  or  denomi- 
national preference,  and  the  object  of  the 
Committee  and  the  Government  is  to 
deal  with  preference  generally.  There- 
fore, it  would  be  extremely  inconvenient 
and  incorrect  as  a  matter  of  drafting  to 
insert  a  general  provision  between  two 
particular  provisions.  It  would  be  much 
better  if  the  Amendment  came  as  a 
separate  sub-section  after  those  dealing 
with  religion  and  before  the  one  dealing 
with  Corporations.  But  that,  as  I  have 
said,  is  not  a  matter  of  importance.  We 
can  deal  with  it  easily  if  we  are  entirely 
agreed  as  to  the  meaning  of  the 
Amendment  itself.  I  must  remind 
my  right  hon.  Friend  of  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Grovemment  as  expressed 
by  the  Prime  Minister.  I  think  my 
right  hon.  Friend  intended,  in  the  first 
place,  to  prohibit  legislation  showing 
undue  jweference  generally — not  undue 
preference  on  religious  or  denominational 
grounds  alone ;  but  undue  preference 
between  persons,  parties,  classes,  sects, 
Corporations,  and  Institutions ;  and,  in 
the  second  place,  my  right  hon.  Friend 
thought  there  might  be  undue  prefwence 
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of  aa  indirect  kiod,  and  against  that  he 
expreBsed  himselt  desirous  of  legiBlating. 
I  will  read  what  I  said  on  June  14, 
vhen  we  were  discussing  this  question 
before.    I  said — 

"  Indirect  preference  was  to  be  feared  not 
merely  in  the  case  of  different  sects,  but  also 
in  qwations  aflecting  peraons  and  parties  and 
trade.  It  was  possible  to  give  undue  preference 
to  ft  particular  trade,  and  he  took  it  that  the 
(JoTemment  would  desire  to  prevent  that. 
There  was  a  parallel  case  in  oar  railway  legis- 
lation, which  raised  one  of  the  most  difficult 
questions  of  preference  that  oould  be  con- 
sidered. His  right  hon.  Friend  was  doubtless 
aware  that  in  uie  Railway  Acts  there  was  a 
■  danse  providing  against  undue  preference,  and 
the  definition  of  what  was  undue  preference 
was  left  to  the  decision  of  the  tribunal.  It  was 
well  that  they  should  not  deal  with  the  question 
ad  invidiam  as  u;ainst  possible  sectarian  pre- 
ferencet  but  riionld  have  regard  also  to  other 
forms  of  preference  in  other  matters." 

This  view  was  assented  to  by  the 
GoTemtnent,  and  thereupon  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Ayrshire  with- 
drew the  Amendment  he  had  moved. 
At  a  later  period  of  the  same  Debate 
tlie  Prime  Minister,  referring  to  my 
remarks,  said — 

"  The  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham had  referred  to  the  question  of  indirect 
preference  as  well  as  direct  preference.  There 
was  ccMisiderabIc  force  in  the  contention  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  and  indirect  preference  was 
not  an  impro[ier  object  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Committee.  But  whether  indirect  pre- 
ference or  not,  there  ought  to  be  the  means  of 
bringing  under  the  consideration  of  a  public 
tribunal  the  question  whether  that  indirect 
preference  existed  or  not.  There  might  be  in- 
stances where  interference  with  indirect  pre- 
ference would  be  most  vexatious  ;  but  if  it  were 
real,  and  could  be  established  before  a  tribunal 
under  proper  conditions,  there  was  no  reason 
why  it  should  not  be  considered." 

Later  ou  my  right  hon^JFriend  said— 

"  The  faces  of  the  Government  are  set  against 
preference  on  behalf  of  any  section." 

And  he  also  said — 

**  It  was  better  to  l^slate  against  preference 
b^  one  comprehensive  proviaioa  than  to  do  it 
'  piecemeal." 

I  think  I  have  made  it  clear  from  these 
quotations  what  were  the  intentions  of 
the  Government,  and  what  were  the 
promises  made  to  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Mover  of  the  Ameudmeut.  I  wish  now 
to  call  attention  to  the  words  propcwed 
by  the  Chief  Secretary.  I  do  not  think 
they  go  80  far  as  even  be  blmBelf  in- 
tends. It  will  be  observed  that  there 
are  two  limitations  in  these  words.  In 
the  iirst  place,  the  words  "  undue  pre- 
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ference "  are  not  used.    It  would  be 
well,  I  think,  to  retain  the  words  "ondoe 
preference."    But  the  chief  limitation  m 
the  words  proposed  by  the  Government 
is  contained  in  the  words  "  on  account  of 
parentage  or  birth.^*    Accordingly,  so 
far  as  persons  are  conceraed,  we  would 
be  dealing  with  undue  preference,  whether 
it  was  directly  made  in  consequence  of 
parentage  or  birth  or  not ;  and  the  pw- 
son  aggrieved  would  have  to  show  that 
the   preference    was    on    account  of 
parentage  or  birth,  which  in  many  cases 
it  would  be  difficult  for  him  to  do.  What 
the  Government  have  in  view  is  undne 
preference  to  Irish  as  distinct  from 
British  citizens  ;  bat,  of  course,  the  Iri^ 
Parliament  "would  not  put  it  on  the  hee 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament  that  it  was  on 
account  of  a  man  being  British  that  thej 
proposed  to  use  undue  preference  against 
him.  Therefore,  it  will  be  imposaible  for 
the  aggrieved  person  to  show  that  there 
was  undue  preference  against  him  on 
account  of  birth  or  parentage.    It  ia  the 
same  with  regard  to  Institutions  and 
Corporations.    The  words  of  the  pro- 
posal dealing  ^th  Institutions  and  C<v- 
porations  are  wide  enough ;  but  when 
the  undue  preference  is  limited  to  pre- 
ference conferred  on  account  of  persons 
or  place  the  Institution  aggrieved  would 
have  to  show  that  the  preference  was 
distinctly  given  on  account  of  their  pe^ 
sonality  or  the  place  where  the  Institu- 
tion Is  carried  on,  which  would  also  be  a 
difficult  matter.    In  Sub-sections  2  and  3 
the  Government  dealt  with  direct  pre- 
ference ;  and  that  the  Committee  have  still 
to  deal  with  indirect  preference.  Indirect 
preference,  such  as  to  one  denomination 
over  another,  cannot  be  proved,  because 
it  would  be  given,  not  on  accoout  of 
the  persons  or  the  locality  cf  an  Ingtito- 
tion,  but  on  account  of  their  creed  or 
religious  opinions.    I  have  shown  that 
the  understanding  arrived  at  cannot  be 
carried  out  by  the  words  moved  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ayrshire. 
There  is  one  objection  that  might  be 
taken  to  the  Amendment  moved  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ayrshire, 
which  otherwise  seems  to  cover  every- 
thing and  not  to  go  too  for.   It  might 
be  said  that  it  would  cover  cases  <^ 
foreignov ;  but  a  little  alteration  would 
limit  its  opmtion  to  subjects  of  the 
Crown  and  Institutions  carried  on  In  the 
United  Kingdom.    With  that  exceptioo 
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I  do  not  think  the  Amendment  of  mj 
boo.  Friend  too  wide ;  bat  I  see  clearly 
that,  under  the  words  proposed  by  the 
GoTemmeot,  undue  preference  could  be 
exercised  in  a  large  number  of  cases. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  had  supported  the 
Amendment  in  a  very  temperate  speech  ; 
but  in  his  first  speech  on  the  subject — 
which  he  remembered  very  well — the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  used  very  strong 
IwDguage  indeed.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man referred  to  the  manu^ture  of  boots 
and  clothing  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  3.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  Ijeg  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's  pardon.  I 
remember  well  the  speech  to  which  he 
refers.  It  was  not  on  this  question  it 
was  made,  but  on  the  question  of 
bounties. 

CoLONBL  NOLAN  apologised  for  the 
mistake  he  had  made.  As  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Ayrshire,  he  thought  it  most 
objectionable.  The  hon.  Member  said  a 
great  deal  of  money  had  been  abused  by 
Irish  Poor  Law  Boards.  That  was  so ; 
bat  one  reason  why  the  money  was 
squandered  was  that  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment was  unable  to  look  closely  after 
these  Boards,  a  matter  which  the  Irish 
Parliament  would  be  able  to  do  much 
better.  These  Poor  Law  Boards  were 
voted,  large  sums  of  money  because  there 
was  great  scarcity,  amounting  almost  to 
famine,  in  some  of  the  Western  districts 
of  Ireland.  Periods  of  exceptional  dis- 
tress might  occur  again,  and  was  the 
Irish  Parliament  to  be  debarred  from 
taking  measures  to  cope  with  the  dis- 
tress ?  But  he  looked  upon  the  Amend- 
ment suggested  by  the  Government  as 
much  more  dangerous.  He  had  no  objec- 
tion to  raise  to  the  first  part  of  the 
Amendment.  He  thought  it  perfectly 
right  that  every  Englishman  or  Scotch- 
man who  lived  long  enough  in  Ireland  to 
qualify  himself  for  the  franchise  should 
have  all  the  priTileges  of  an  Irishman ; 
and  that  the  Irish  Parliament  should  not 
be  able  to  pass  any  law  which  would  do 
him  injury  of  any  kind  or  description. 
But  he  should  like  to  know  clearly  the 
effect  of  the  second  pari  of  the  Amend- 
ment, which  referred  to  Corporations  or 
Institutions.  Would  it  prevent  the  Irish 
Parliament  establishing  a  fishery  school 
in  the  West  of  Ireland,  or  opening  agri- 
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cultural  schools  throughout  the  connti'y 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  the  peasantry 
how  to  make  the  most  of  their  land,  or  of 

teaching  them  how  to  make  peat  in  com- 
petition with  the  Dutch  production  of 
that  article  ?  If  the  Amendment  would 
prevent  the  Irish  Parliament  doing  these 
things  he  would  object  to  its  insertion  in 
the  Bill.  He  did  not  think  the  Irish 
Parliament  would  have  a  large  amount  of 
money  to  spare  under  the  financial  pro- 
posals, but  they  would  try  to  the  extent 
of  their  abilities  to  improve  the  industrial 
productions  of  the  country. 

Me.  RENTOUL  (Down,  B.)  said,  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Galway 
always  addressed  the  House  in  a  fair  and 
conciliatory  spirit.  He  did  not  think  the 
matters  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  would  be  touched  in  the 
slightest  degree  by  the  Amendment.  He 
did  not  think  that  lany  tribunal  could 
possibly  hold  that  the  establishment  of  a 
fishery  school  at  GalWay,  where  fishing 
was  a  great  industry,  to  the  exclusion  of 
an  inland  county  like  Armagh,  would  be 
undue  preference.  It  was  the  same  with 
regard  to  schools  for  the  teaching  of 
agriculture.  The  establishment  of  an 
agricultural  school  iu  an  agricultural  dis- 
trict would  not  be  a  case  of  undue 
preference;  but  suppose  there  were  a 
dozen  of  such  schools  established  in  a 
Nationalist  county  and  not  a  single  one 
opened  in  a  Unionist  county,  that  would 
decidedly  be  a  case  of  undue  preference, 
and  he  was  sure  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  would  prevent  the  Irish 
L^islature  from  taking  such  a  course. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  would  vote 
against  it  in  Dublin  if  I  had  a  seat. 

Mr.  RENTOUL  said,  he  was  perfectly 
certain  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
would  vote  against  it,  and  in  voting 
against  it  he  would  be  restrained  by 
feelings  of  morality.  Why  not  restrain 
the  Irish  Parliament  by  law  ?  With  re- 
ference to  the  necessity  for  the 
Amendment,  he  would  remind  the 
Chief  Secretary  that  there  was  more 
danger  of  undue  p%ference  being  shown 
on  account  of  political  opinions  than  on 
account  of  religions  belief ;  and  yet, 
when  an  Amendment  had  been  moved  to 
prevent  undue  preference  on  account  of 
political  opinions,  it  was  negatived  by 
the  Government.  There  might  be  a 
tendency  amongst  some  people  in  Ireland 
to  prosecute  a  man  on  acpount  of  hia 
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religious  belief  ;  but  uafortunately  there 
could  be  no  denying  that  there  were  a 
large  number  of  persous  in  that  country 
who  were  iuclined  to  prosecute  a  man 
on  accouut  of  his  political  opinious. 
Speeches  by  Irish  Members  had  been 
quoted  in  the  House  over  and  over  again 
to  prove  that.  In  one  case  a  Nationalist 
Member  had  said— 

"  When  we  come  out  of  the  stmggle  we  will 
remember  who  have  been  the  people's  friendB, 
and  who  have  been  the  people's  enemies." 

That  most  certainly  referred  to  political 
opinions,  and  not  to  religious  belief ; 
and,  thra«fore,  it  was  necessary  to  have 
a  clause  in  the  Bill  covering  political 
opinions  as  well  as  religious  beliefs.  It 
had  been  frequently  said  that  the  Boman 
Catholics  had  been  subjected  to  many 
disabilities  and  grievances  in  the  past. 
Jf  tj^at  were  so,  surely  there  was  all  the 
piore  reason  why  the  Irish  Parliament 
should  be  restrained  from  passiug,  while 
fmartiog  under  the  memory  of  those 
grievances — if  they  had  ever  existed — 
khws  of  retaliation  against  persons  whom 
they  might  think  accountable  for  the 
grievances.  He  could  veil  imagine  that 
ix  any  of  them,  rightly  or  wrongly, 
thought  they  were  suffering  from  past 
injuries,  they  would  need  to  be  safe- 
guarded with  regard  to  the  futiu-e. 
Reference  had  been  made  by  the  Mover 
of  the  Amendment  to  the  matter  of  out- 
door relief.  A  few  nights  ago,  while 
talking  to  a  Nationalist  Member,  he 
happened  to  remark  on  the  strange 
figures  with  regard  to  Poor  Law  relief  in 
Ireland — only  1  in  98  receiving  such 
relief  in  Ulster,  as  compared  with  1  in 
24  in  Leinster,  and  1  in  28  in  Mnnster. 
Hie  reply  was  that  Ulster  had  not  done 
lis  duty  in  that  matter  ;  and  that,  when 
the  Nationalists  got  the  power,  they 
would  make  Ulster  pay  a  vast  deal  more 
for  outdoor  relief  than  it  did  at  preseot. 
Surely,  when  such  opinions  were  held,  it 
was  well  to  have  such  an  Amendment  as 
this  introduced  into  the  Bill,  which 
would  prevent  any  undue  preference 
b^ng  affivded  to  persons  on  aoconnt  of 
political  opinions. 

Mb.  H.  H0BH0U8E  (Somerset,  £.) 
said,  that  those  who  represented  British 
constituencies  were  grateful  to  the 
Government  for  the  concession  which 
they  had  made,  and  which  went  at  least 
three-fourths  of  the  way  to  meet  the 
necessities  of  the  case.    With  the  ad- 
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dition  of  a  few  words,  he  thought  it 
would  probably  satisfy  their  legitimate 
demands  for  the  safety  and  prosperity  of 
British  trade  and  industry.    He  thought 
the  words  "undue  preference  "  would  be 
an  important  addition  to  the  Govern- 
ment's clause.    Nobody  could  wish  to 
interfere  with  the  relief  of  distress  in 
any  part  of  Ireland  ;  what  they  wished 
to  prevent  was  any  uudue  preference 
beiug   given   to   any  particular  loeti- 
tution    or    trade,    and    which  would 
violate  ecouomic  principles  now  recog- 
nised in  this  Imperial  Parliament.  It 
could  hardly  be  doubted  that  an  Irish 
Legislature  would  wish  to  foster  certua 
industries  in  Ireland.    He  had  noticed 
remarkable  instances   of  the  way  in 
which  the  Irish  Parliament  of  120  years 
ago  fostered  special  industries.    At  that 
time,  in  1770,  tbey  were  spending  no  less 
than  £14,000  a  year  in  fostering  the  Uoen 
industry.    But  a  still  more  iremarkable 
instance  was  that  they  speut  no  less  than 
£60,000  a  year  on  the  internal  carriage 
of  com.    One  of  their  first  acts  mi^ht 
possibly  be  to  repeal  the  "  undue  prefer- 
ence **  clause  in  the  Railway  and  Canal 
Traffic  Act,  and  allow  or  encourage  tha 
railways  to  give  special  and  nndu* 
facilities  for  .the  carriage  of  goode.  H» 
thought  the  agriculturists  of  tliiB  coantrr 
might  have  some  reason  to  view  with 
alarm  the  possibility  of  special  facilities 
being  given  to  Cork  butter.    They  had 
legitimate  reason  for  viewing  with  alarm 
the  action  of  the  Irish  Parliament  in 
many  respects ;  and  if  the  clause  the 
Government  proposed  were  extended  not 
only   to   Corporations  and  InstitutioD» 
carrying  on  liieir  operations  in  Ireland, 
but  also  to  trades  and  industries  carrying 
on  business  in  Ireland,  their  fears  would 
be  greatly  lessened,  and  almost  entirely 
removed. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
said,  he  wished  to  speak  with  regard  to 
an  industry  with  which  he  had  been  con- 
nected for  the  last  12  years — the  fishing 
industry.  The  Amendment  as  drawn  by 
the  Government  would  not  meet  their 
case  at  all,  and  he  regretted  that  the 
Government  bad  not  accepted  the  words 
"  undue  preference,"  and  class  and  body 
of  persons."  If  the  Government  had 
done  that  they  would  not  only  have 
carried  out  the  spirit  of  the  promise  given 
by  them  on  a  former  occasion,  but  tbey 
would  have  saved  a  good  deal  of  time. 
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When  the  7th  snb-section  came  to  be 
considered,  it  would  be  showu  that  there 
was  absolute  necessity  for  protecting  the 
fishermen  of  Great  Britain  against  regu- 
lations which  might  be  laid  down  hy 
the  Irish  Government.  What  was  the 
object  of  the  Government  in  objecting  to 
the  words  proposed  ?  He  hoped  the 
Government  would  re-consider  this  ques- 
tion, as  they  had  not  gone  far  enough. 
If  they  did  not,  he  and  other  Members 
representing  fishing  towns  would  have  to 
discuss  the  7th  sub-section  when  it  came 
on.  The  question  of  territorial  waters 
would  arise  ;  that  was  a  very  large  sub- 
ject, and  the  discussion  could  be  got  rid 
of  if  words  were  inserted  in  the  Amend- 
meut  dealing  with  the  question  now. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  said, 
he  thought  that  the  Irish  Nationalists 
were  generally  agreed  that  all  the  re- 
strictions in  Clause  4  were  absolutely 
unjustifiable  in  principle;  but  they  re- 
eogDi<ted  now,  as  they  had  always 
Tecogoised,  that  some  portion  of  the  Pro- 
testants of  Ireland  held  extraordinary 
ideas  and  unfounded  fears  as  to  the  in- 
tentions-of  the  Nationalists  with  regard 
to  them,  and  every  Nationalist  was 
willing  to  go  a  long  way  towards  allaying 
and,  if  possible,  banishing  those  fears 
aud  to  submit  to  some  restrictions  in 
religious  matters  to  prevent  an  Undue 
preference  from  being  shown  to  persons 
of  one  religious  denomination,  or  any 
privilege  being  conferred  on  any  other 
denomination.  Beyond  that  they  were, 
however,  not  inclined  to  go,  being  of 
opinion  that  the  Irish  Legislature  ought, 
in  every  other  respect,  to  be  allowed  to  do 
as  it  liked.  If  it  was  not  to  be  entrusted 
with  that  power,  the  Irish  people  ought 
not  to  be  trusted  with  the  privilege  of 
self-government  at  all.  The  addition 
now  proposed  by  the  Government  went 
further  than  the  Nationalists  had  ever 
been  prepared  to  concede,  and,  if  adopted, 
it  would  go  a  long  way  towanls  crippling 
the  Irish  Legislature  in  matters  con- 
cerning which  it  ought  to  be  left  per- 
fectly free.  Therefore,  when  the  time 
came,  they  should  oppose  it,  unless  they 
saw  better  reason  than  they  now  had 
for  giving  it  their  favourable  considera- 
tion. 

SiK  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire; 
said,  that,  after  the  concession  of  the  Go- 
vernment, they  ought  to  be  gentle  in  their 
criticism ;  but  he  thought,  nevertheless. 
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that  theGovernment  would  do  well  to  adopt 
the  general  words  "  undue  preference," 
as  the  simpler  method  of  achieving  the 
object  in  view.  The  words  "  parentage 
and  place  of  birth "  were  very  limited, 
and  would  apply  to  the  burning  question 
between  Irish  and  Scotch  fishermen. 
Further,  the  words  proposed  by  the 
Government  would  not  touch  the  great 
English  and  Scotch  Assurance  Companies, 
which,  though  registered  in  England, 
carried  on  business  in  Ireland.  The  Irish 
Legislature  might  object  to  those  com- 
panies on  account  of  their  being  formed 
and  registered  in  Great  Britain.  All 
these  objections,  though  comparatively 
small,  pointed  in  the  direction  of  the 
desirability  of  adopting  the  more  general 
words  "undue  preference,"  which  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  accede  to. 

•Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  con- 
sidered it  very  important  that  they  should 
have  before  them  in  black  and  white 
what  the  actual  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment were,  and  suggested  that  Uie  pro- 
posed words  should  be  at  once  inserted, 
leaving  for  Report  merely  the  question 
whether  they  were  in  the  most  appro- 
priate part  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  think  that 
in  the  observations  which  have  just 
fallen  from  my  hon.  Friend  there  is 
something  welt  worthy  the  attention  of 
the  Committee.  Let  it  be  noted  that  the 
drafting  of  this  clause  has  by  common 
consent  been  shown  to  be  hopeless.  We 
wish  to  produce  sense  in  it  before  it  is 
remodelled  prior  to  Report.  In  the  first 
place,  I  would  point  out  that  the  Amend- 
ment which  the  Government  desired  to 
introduce  falls  very  short  of  the  promises 
or,  at  all  events,  the  indications  of  inten- 
tion, given  by  the  Prime  Minister  ;  and, 
in  the  second  place,  it  falls  very  far  short 
of  the  real  necessities  of  the  case.  I 
would  remind  the  Prime  Minister  that 
when  the  matter  first  came  on  for  discus- 
sion he  expressed  hisabsolute concurrence 
with  the  views  of  the  Member  for  West 
Birminghun  on  the  subject  of  "undue 
preference."  He  said  that  "  undue  pre- 
ference" was  a  difficult  subject,  and 
perhaps  the  most  difficult  branch  of  that 
subject  was  in  the  direeiion  of  railway 
rates.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
the  Committee  to  xmderatand  that  he  was 
prepared  to  accept  or  propose  words  by 
which  "  undue  preference,"  not  limited  to 
this  or  any  particular  ^ubjeet-  but 
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geuerallVi  should  be  excluded  from  the 
powers  aud  purview  of  the  Irish 
Parliament. 

Mk.  W.E.GLADSTONE  :  iBaidwe 
would  go  as  &r  as  ve  cotdd  in  that 
direction. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  Then  the 
right  faou.  Gentleman  does  not  dissent 
from  the  account  I  have  just  given  of 
the  view  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man expressed  that  he  would  limit  all 
forms  of  undue  preference.  What  is  the 
actual  suggestion  of  the  Goverament 
with  regard  to  undue  preference  ?  Does 
it  cover  the  wide  field  indicated  bj  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  Does  it  attempt 
to  cover  the  whole  ground  indicated  by 
the  Prime  Minister  ?  On  the  contrary, 
it  is  strictly  limited,  so  far  as  I  under- 
stand the  words,  to  undue  preference 
arising  out  of  parentageor  place  of  birth ; 
BO  tar  as  individuals  are  concerned,  one 
of  the  narrowest  points  in  relation  to 
which  undue  preference  may  be  shown. 
Neither  do  I  tluuk  that  the  danger  does 
reside  principally  with  birth  or  parentage, 
nor  is  that  the  danger  we  anticipate.  It 
is  possible  that  the  Irish  Legislature,  in 
their  unwisdom,  may  say  that  persons  of 
English  or  Scottish  birth  are  not  to  be 
eligible  to  bold  office  in  Ireland;  but  I 
think  they  will  take  the  more  convenient 
oonrse,  in  exercising  their  Kxecutive 
authority,  never  to  select  persons  of 
English  or  Scotch  birth  for  employment, 
and  it  would  not  be  in  the  least  necessary 
to  advertise  their  intention  and  determi- 
nation that  nobody  who  is  not  an 
Irishman  will  occupy  any  office  in 
Ireland.  Therefore,  tliough  quite  possibly 
there  may  be  undue  preference  in  an  Ex- 
ecutive point  of  view  iu  the  selection  of 
Irish  officers,  I  do  not  think  the  danger 
we  have  to  apprehend  is  undue  preference 
that  will  be  embodied  in  a  Statute.  But 
there  are  other  forma  of  undue  preference 
not  based  upon  birth  or  parentage  from 
which  I  think  we  ought  to  guard  our- 
selves. It  is  quite  possible,  though  I 
hope  it  ie  not  probable,  that  divergence 
from  the  religion  of  the  majority  may  be 
made  a  bar  by  legislation  to  holding 
office.  [An  bou.  Membsb  :  Look  at 
Section  2.]  That,  I  think,  will  be  very 
likely  to  be  avoided  by  Section  2.  But 
take  the  case  of  the  absentee  landords. 
The  absentee  landlord  lias  been  the 
object  of  denunciation  for  generations, 
though  I  am  bound  to  say  that  if  by 
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absentee  landlord  yon  mean  the  landlord 
who  does  not  spend  the  greater  part  of 
his  time  in  Ireland  my  personal  ex- 
perience in  Ireland  has  taught  me  that 
some  of  the  most  liberal,  generous,  and 
enlightened  landlords  that  Ireland  or  any 
other  country  has  ever  known  have  been 
men  who  might  be  attacked  by  an  Act 
wliich  imposed  some  special  disability  on 
those  who  resided  out  of  Ireland — men 
like  the  Duke  of  Devonshire  and  Lwd 
Leconfield  and  others  I  can  mention, 
who  have  lavished  upon  their  Irish 
estates,  though  they  are  not  habitually 
resident  there,  money  which  the  most 
liberal  of  English  and  Scotch  landlords 
might  be  inclined  to  grudge.  I  do  not 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  will  deny  the  truth  ct 
the  statement  I  have  made  ;  but,  at  all 
events,  whetho-  it  be  just  or  unjust  to 
impose  special  disabilities  so  far  as  con- 
cerns the  Irish  landlords  who  do  not 
reside  upon  their  estates,  whether  tt  be 
just  or  unjust  to  treat  holders  of  that 
kind  of  property  as  you  treat  the  holders 
of  no  other  kind  of  property  in  the 
world,  those  disabilities  should  b^  imposed 
not  by  the  Irish,  but  by  the  Imperial 
Parliament.  If  you  are  going  to  indulge 
in  exceptional  legislation  of  this 
kind  —  which  I  should  deprecate  to 
the  utmost  of  mr  power  and  abiUty — 
at  all  events,  let  wose  disabilities  he  im- 
posed by  men  who  do  not  represent  any 
of  the  personal  interests  concerned,  but 
let  it  he  the  impartial  judgment  of  an 
impartial  tribunal ;  not  the  partial  action 
of  a  Legislature  elected  entirely  at  the 
bidding  of  one  particular  section  of  the 
community.  Jt  you  wish  to  exclude 
this  special  and  partial  legislation  at  the 
cost  of  one  particular  class  of  the  com- 
muuity,  that  is  not  covered  by  the 
Amendment  which  you  propose  to  intro- 
duce after  Sab-section  3  ;  but  it  is 
covered  by  the  Amendment  of  the  bon. 
Member  for  North  Ayrshire,  and  I  fiul 
to  see  why  the  Government  decline  that 
Amendment  with  the  principle  of  which 
they  agree.  They  must  themselves 
admit  that  the  words  they  propose  to 
substitute  are  narrower  even  than  their 
own  promises,  and  than  the  necessities 
of  the  case  demand.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  think  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  this  Committee  to  concur  in 
the  rejection  of  the  Amendment  o£  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Ayrshire,  baviog 
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nothing  to  look  forward  to  bat  the  intro- 
dnction  on  Report,  poeBibljf  of  words 
ol^ected  to  by  hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ire- 
land, words  which  will  not  be  assented 
to  unanimously  by  this  Committee, 
which  do  not  cover  the  ground,  which  do 
not  enable  us  to  feel  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  done  all  that  they  promised 
to  do,  and  which  certainly  do  not  protect 
those  individuals  in  Ireland  who  have 
most  to  fear  from  the  exercise  of  that 
partial  legislation,  which  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ayrshire  is 
intended  to  protect  us  against.  For  these 
reasons,  I  hope  the  Committee  will  hesi- 
tate before  they  give  up  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ayrshire  for  the 
very  inadequate  proposal  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  suggested. 

Mr.  MACFABLANE  (Argyll)  said, 
they  began  the  discussion  of  this 
Amendment  upon  the  question  of  undue 
preference  to  be  shown  to  fishermen  ; 
but,  before  the  Amendment  was  finally 
disposed  of,  tho  invariable  landlord  came 
up.  The  question  was,  could  the  Irish 
give  preference  in  employment  in  their 
own  country  to  Irishmen  ?  Had  they 
(the  English)  not  done  that  in  this 
country?  ["No,  no  !"]  He  had,  with 
his  own  eyes,  seen  advertisements  in  the 
newspapers  of  that  city,  at  the  bottom  of 
which  was  the  statement,  "  No  Irish 
need  apply."  He  had  seen  a  good  many 
Irish  newspapers,  but  he  had  never  seen 
any  advertisement  which  contained  the 
statement  that  no  English  or  Scotch 
need  apply.  He  only  rose  to  point  out 
that  wherever  a  discussion  began  it  in- 
Tariably  ended  with  the  landlords. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  rising  

Mr,  T.  M.  Healy  rose  in  his  place, 
and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Qnes- 
tion  be  now  put  *'  ;  but  the  Chairman 
withheld  his  assent,  and  declined  then  to 
pat  that  Qnestion. 

Debate  resamed. 

Qnestion  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.** 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  was  re- 
ceived with  loud  cries  of  "  Divide  I  ** 
followed  by  cries  of  "  Order  I  ** 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  must  beg  hon. 
Members  not  to  interrupt.  If  they  do 
so  it  will  be  impossible  to  carry  on  the 
discussion. 


Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I 
should  be  sorry  that  a  Debate 
which  began  very  quietly,  and  in  a  most 
amicable  spirit,  should  end  in  any  con- 
tentious way,  and  I  do  not  intend  to 
refer  to  what  I  conceive  to  be  mattert*  of 
contention  between  the  two  sides  of  the 
House.  The  Chief  Sectetary,  when  he 
introduced  the  words  of  the  Government, 
did  so  tentatively,  fully  intending  they 
should  carry  out  the  understanding  at 
which  the  Committee  arrived.  He  has 
not  asserted  that  they  did  so,  but  he 
rather  left  to  us  to  criticise  them  and 
show  they  were  in  any  way  insufficient. 
In  some  respects,  at  any  rate,  the  Amend- 
ment does  not  go  far  enough.  The 
Government  desire  to  stop  undue  pre- 
ference as  much  as  it  is  within  their 
power.  Of  course,  there  are  many  kinds 
of  undue  preference.  There  is  conceiv- 
able undue  preference  on  the  ground  of 
religious  bigotry  or  prejudice.  I  am 
not  going  into  that  to-night.  There  is 
conceivable  undue  preference  on  account 
of  political  opinions.  That,  again,  is  a 
serious  form  of  nndae  prefa*enoe,  but 
neither  will  I  go  into  that  to-night. 
What  I  want  to  show  is  that  in  much 
less  contentious  matters,  especially  in 
matters  of  trade,  the  words  of  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  cover  the  various  forms  of 
undue  preference  which  might  easily  be 
conceived  of.  The  Government  limit 
undue  preference  to  undue  preference  on 
account  of  parentage  and  birth.  The 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Macfarlane)  who  has 
just  spoken  seems  to  think  that  would  be 
unfair,  because  he  believes  that  on  ac- 
count of  birth  undue  preference  has  been 
shown  l^^ainst  Irishmen  in  this  country — 
not  so  far  as  the  State  is  concerned,  at 
any  rate,  because  I  undertake  to  say 
that  in  proportion  to  population  a  vastly 
larger  number  of  Irishmen  are  employed 
in  Great  Britain  than  Englishmen  and 
Scotchmen  in  Ireland  ;  and  if  there  is 
to  be  legislation  of  this  kind  in  Ireland 
against  Britons,  and  it  were  to  be  fol- 
lowed by  vindictive  legislation  on  this 
side,  there  is  no  doubt  Irishmen  would  be 
heavy  losers.  Therefore,  I  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  below  me  that  it  is  not 
particularly  necessary  we  should  legis- 
late against  undue  preference  on  account 
of  birth.  I  do  not  believe  it  would  be  in 
the  interests  of  the  Irish  Parliament  to 
make  such  legislation,  and  if  they  did  I 
think  we  have  the  matter  in  our  own 
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bands.  But,  looking  at  other  cases  of 
undue  preference,  take  the  case  of  fisher- 
men, and  especiaUj  the  case  of  fisheries. 
If  we  cannot  cover  that  qnoetion,  and  if 
the  promise  of  the  Government  does  not 
cover  fisheries,  we  shall  have  to  discuss 
it  as  a  separate  subject ;  whereas,  if  the 
words  do  cover  it,  a  good  deal  of  time 
will  be  saved  and  a  good  many  of  the 
Amendments  may  at  once  be  withdrawn. 
Take  one  case.  What  is  to  prevent  the 
Irish  Legislature  from  imposing  landing 
dues  on  fish  brought  in  Scotch  and 
English  bottoms  ?  That  will  not  be  on 
account  of  the  birth  or  parentage  of  the 
fish^meD  ;  but  still  a  distinct  preference 
would  be  created  for  Irish  against 
British  fisheries,  and  no  doubt,  as  the 
Chancellor  of  die  Duchy  (Mr.  Bryce) 
has  said,  this  is  a  burning  question  in 
Scotland,  and  Scotch  Members  will  bear 
me  out  when  I  say  that  their  consti- 
tuents are  extremely  sensitive  as  to 
what  may  happen  under  Home  Rule  to 
the  detriment  of  Scotch  fishermen.  Take 
another  case,  and  that  a  case  not  as 
between  Ireland  and  Great  Britain,  but 
as  between  the  different  classes  of 
persona  in  Ireland.  There  is  a  constant 
feud  between  the  line  fishermen  and  the 
trawlers.  What  is  to  prevent  the  Irish 
Legislature  from  taking  the  side  of  the 
trawlers  against  the  line  fishermen,  or 
vice  versa  f  [An  bon.  Member  :  Not 
very  likely].  No ;  it  is  much  more  likely 
they  will  take  the  side  of  the  Imesmen 
against  the  trawlers.  But  in  case  they 
take  the  side  of  one  or  the  other,  there  is 
no  doubt  that  undue  preference  will  be 
set  up,  and  it  is  very  desirable  that  some 
impartial  law  should  do  justice  as  be- 
tween the  two  parties.  Again,  take  the 
case  of  separate  ports.  There  was  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  on  this  question 
which  has  been  taken  off  in  view  of  the 
understanding  that  the  Government  were 
going  to  deal  with  undue  preference  gene- 
rally; but  I 'do  not  think  that  question  is 
met  by  the  words  which  the  Government 
propose.  What  is  to  prevent  preference 
being  given  to  one  port  in  Ireland  as 
against  another,  either  by  means  of  special 
grants  to  one  port  and  not  to  another,  or 
by  a  difference  in  dues  allowed  to  be 
taken,  or,  if  you  please,  by  special  rates 
from  that  port  for  oonveyance  of  goods 
upon  a  particular  railway  ?  In  that  and 
other  ways  you  may  practically  create  a 
port  by  undue  preference  given  to  it  over 
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others.  It  is  perfectly  well-known  in 
England  that  the  prosperity  of  certun 
ports  and  towns  depend  upon  the  prefer^ 
ence  given  by  railways  in  their  rates.  I 
am  not  saying  they  constitute  an  undue 
preference,  and  preference  may  be  given 
to  a  port  or  place  which  is  not  undue. 
All  I  say  is.  that  very  serious  injury 
might  be  done  to  one  port  in  Ireland 
against  another  by  preference  which  any 
impartial  Court  would  declare  undue,  and 
you  could  not  touch  it  by  the  words 
which  the  Government  have  proposed. 
There  is  one  other  class  of  questions 
that  I  will  only  broadly  allude  to,  and 
that  is  the  questions  arising  out  of  a 
desire  to  protect  or  give  advantage  to 
any  particular  industry.  If  it  be  desired 
to  give  an  advantage  to  an  industry  in 
Ireland  as  against  any  industry  in  Eng- 
land or  Scotland,  or  an  industry  in  one 
part  of  Ireland  as  against  a  similar  in- 
dustry in  another  part,  all  preferences  of 
that  kind  might  be  created,  and  the 
words  of  the  Government  would  not 
touch  them.  I  think  I  have  said  enough, 
at  all  events,  to  induce  the  Government 
again  to  consider  the  words  which  they 
have  proposed.  I  do  not  know  whethtf 
they  would  be  prepared  to  make  aor 
change  in  them  at  the  present  time,  or 
whether  the  Debate  has  gone  far  enon^ 
to  bring  conviction  to  their  miiid.  If 
not,  I  do  not  think  it  wise  to  deal  with 
words  which  involve  a  difficult  questioa 
of  drafting,  at  a  moment's  notice,  and  all  I 
would  ask  from  them  is  some  assurance 
that  before  the  matter  comes  np  for 
Report  they  will  impartially  consider  the 
matter  in  the  light  of  the  information 
and  the  arguments  we  have  put  befm 
them,  and  we  are  not  to  consider  they 
are  pledged  to  the  language  which  they 
put  forward,  as  I  said,  tentatively. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  quite  tnie, 
as  my  right  hon.  Friend  said,  that  this 
proposal  of  ours,  with  the  view  to  canr- 
iug  out  the  understanding  given  to  the 
Committee  by  the  Head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, is,  to  a  certain  extent,  a  tentative 
proposal.  But  I  am  bound  to  say  to  biu 
— and  I  was  not  surprised  to  hear  him 
admit  it — that  it  is  not  an  easy  matter  to 
draw  up  a  clause  which  shall,  while  ex- 
cluding really  undue  preference,  not  be 
so  wide  as  to  leave  the  door  open  to 
cases  which  no  sensible  man  of  the  Com- 
mittee would  desire  to  see  included.  The 
word  "  uudue  ^'  iu  the  Amendment  is  one 
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of  the  most  uucertain  and  one  of  the  most 
dangerous  words  that  can  be  used.  If 
the  hoD.  Member  hfid  said  pUinly  that 
no  preference  should  be  given,  then  the 
Committee  could  readilj  underitand  it ; 
bat  I  should  like  to  know  by  what 
standard  we  are  to  go  in  fixing  as 
**  undue  "  the  preference  which  is  given  ? 
Bnt  it  is  said  tliat  there  are  many  kinds 
of  preference  not  dealt  with  by  the  words 
of  the  clause.  The  case  of  religion  has 
been  meutioned  as  an  illustration.  The 
GoTerument,  however,  have  excluded 
religious  preferences  in  the  most  formal 
way  in  the  2nd  sub-section.  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemau  gave  an  illustration 
of  various  trade  preferences  which  might 
possibly  be  enacted  by  the  Insh  Legisla- 
ture, and  he  instanced  the  case  of  dis- 
criminating and  preferential  landing 
dues.  Take  the  case^  he  mentioned,  of 
dues  npon  boats  bringing  fish  from  certain 
ports.  I  would  point  out  to  him  that 
that  is  an  undoubted  evasion  of  the  pro- 
hibition which  prevents  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature from  making  laws  afiecting  trades 
outside  of  Ireland.  That  is  our  construc- 
tion of  the  clause.  I  will  not  go  farther 
into  the  matter,  for  perhaps  we  have 
been  long  enough  on  this  subject.  The 
Debate,  on  the  whole,  has  been  conducted 
with  great  good  humour.  I  am  sorry  I 
cannot  include  the  speech  of  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Was  I  not 
good-humoured  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  bound  to 
say  I  think  not.  The  Debate  has  been 
condncted  with  a  desire  to  arrive  at  a 
reasonable  solution  of  what,  undoubtedly, 
18  an  extremely  difficult  matter.  We 
shall  not  go  beyond  the  exclusions  iu 
the  words  which  we  have  already 
accepted  ;  but  the  words  are  not  very 
satisfactory,  and  we  shall  do  our  beet, 
before  the  Report  stage,  to  bring  them  up 
in  a  more  complete  form. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  would  certainly 
have  preferred  the  words  of  his  own 
Amendment  to  those  suggested  by  the 
Government.  With  reference  to  the 
objection  that  had  been  taken  to  the 
-word  "  undue,"  the  same  objection  might 
Im  to  the  words  "  due  process  of  law  " 
-which  were  certainly  as  vague  and  in- 
determinate  as  the  word  "  undue."  He 
-might  suggest  one  simple  solution  of  all 
difficulty  as  to  the  latter  word.  The 
Solicitor  Greneral  had  told  them  that 
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whatever  meaning  there  might  be  in  a 
Statute,  or  whatever  meaning  might  not 
exist  in  it,  the  Judges  were  to  find  some 
meaning  for  them.  He  had  no  doubt 
that,  acting  on  the  same  principle,  they 
would  also  be  able  to  find  some  meaning 
for  the  word  "undue.'*  He  woul^ 
however,  take  the  advice  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham,  and  ask  leave  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment,  in  the  hope 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  would  consider 
the  words  of  the  Amendment  between 
this  and  the  Report  stage. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  Question  is, 
That  the  Amendment  be,  by  leave, 
withdrawn."    ["  No,  no  I  "] 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  be 
^here  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  218  j 
Noes  260. — (Division  List,  No.  164.) 

Mr.  COCHRANE  said,  he  had  the 
permission  of  the  noble  L<M*d  the  Member 
for  Paddington  (Lord  R.  Churchill),  who 
was  unavoidably  prevrated  from  being  in 
his  place,  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stood  in  his  name — 

Page  2,  line  4,  after  "sub-section  (6),"  insert 
"Whereby  any  voluntary  institution,  associa- 
tion, or  society,  lawfully  constitated  according 
to  the  laws  of  the  United  Kingdom  in  force  for 
the  time  behig  is  prejndiciaUy  affected." 

He  would  explain  that  the  Amendment 
waa  designed  for  the  protection  of  the 
Freemasons — a  Body  for  wlncli  he  might 
claim  to  speak,  as  he  was  a  member  of 
one  of  the  most  influential  Lodges.  The 
Freemasons  were  less  able  than  the 
Orange  Body  or  other  Societies  to  take 
care  of  themselves  in  the  event  of  ^e 
Irish  Legislature  wishing  to  do  them 
injury.  The  Freemasons  existed  entirely 
for  benevolent  and  charitable  purposes, 
and  they  were  precluded  by  their  rules 
from  taking  part  in  political  or  religious 
matters.  In  Ireland  they  numbered  be- 
tween 9,000  and  10,000,  and  they  feared 
that  under  a  Home  Rule  Parliament  they 
would  not  have  justice  or  fair  play. 
They  had  there  several  excellent  Institu- 
tions— Institutions  of  a  purely  benevo- 
lent character — a  Boys'  School,  a  Female 
Orphanage,  and  other  Institutions.  In 
Uiese  lu:ge  sums  of  money— ^nany  Uiou- 
sands  of  pounds,  indeed— had  l^en  ex- 
pended, and  a  great  deal  of  good  was 
accomplished  by  the  work  which  the 
various    Institutions    performed.  He 
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would  show  the  House  the  kind  of  treat- 
ment that  had  been  meted  out  to  the 
Freemasons  in  Irdaod — treatment  which 
Hnej  would  agree  was  seandaloos  and 
disgraceful.  Some  time  ago  a  bazaar 
was  organised  in  Dublin  in  connection 
with  the  Maaonio  Female  Orphan  Asy- 
lum. Archbishop  Walsh,  who  had 
shown  the  greatest  hostilitj  to  Free- 
masons, issued  a  Pastoral  which,  accord- 
ing to  The  Daily  Express  of  May  2, 
1892,  was  read  in  the  chapels  throughout 
Ireland.  In  this  Pastoral  the  Archbishop 
said  several  questions  had  been  addressed 
to  him  as  to  the  duty  of  Catholics  in 
reference  to  this  Masonic  celebration. 
The  Holy  See,  he  said,  in  its  repeated 
condemnation  of  Freemasonry,  had  for- 
bidden to  Catholics  not  only  membership 
of  the  Society  of  Freemasons,  but  every- 
thing that  could  in  any  way  tend  to  the 
furtherance  of  the  interests  of  the  Society. 
He  admitted  that  the  object  in  view  was 
one  naturally  calculated  to  appeal  to  the 
charitable  sympathies  of  CaUioltcs  ;  but 
he  added  that,  faithful  to  their  duty  as 
Catholics,  they  would  respect  the  strin- 
gent obligation  under  which  they  were 
placed — an  obligation  binding  them, 
under  the  pen^ty  of  incurring  the 
severest  starictures  of  the  Church,  to 
abstain,  not  merely  from  membership  of 
the  Freemasons'  Society,  but  from  every- 
thing that  could  in  any  way  tend  to  the 
advancement  or  the  promotion  of  any  of 
its  objects.  That  was  exceedingly 
strong  if  the  Archbishop  had  said 
nothing  further.  But  that  did  not  satisfy 
him.  A  lady  interested  in  the  bazaar 
fPtote  —  not  knowing  of  the  attitude 
which  the  Archbishop  had  assumed — 
asking  him  for  his  portrait,  to  he  ex- 
hibited with  400  others,  including  one 
of  His  Holiness  the  Pope,  which,  she 
informed  him,  had  been  presented  by  a 
Roman  Catholic  gentleman.  That  was 
a  very  innocent  request,  to  which  the 
Archbishop  replied  that— 

"Any  Catholic  who  may  act  in  disr^rd  of 
the  law  of  the  Church  in  this  particular  matter 
of  enconragiDgiTiMiy  wayaMasonic  proceeding 
is,  by  the  very  fact,  ezeommDmcated  from  the 
Catholic  Chuidi." 

These  were  not  idle  words.  They  bore 
a  peculiar  significance,  and  showed  the 
spirit  in  which  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  would  act  towards  the  Masonic 
Body  under  an  Irish  Parliament.  They 
had,  indeed,  ahready  carried  their  threats 
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to  extremity  in  some  cases,  even  recently. 
He  had  a  lettw  which  had  been  written 
by  a  gentleman — ^written  for  the  purpose 
of  this  Debate — complaining  tint  ths 
rites  of  burial  had  been  refused  by  that 
Church  to  his  father,  only  because  he  had 
long  been  and  had  died  a  Freemasoo. 
[Cries  of  "  Name  !"/rom  the  Irish 
Benches,^  He  would  give  the  name  and 
full  particnl&ra.  The  letter  stated  that 
not  only  were  the  rites  of  burial  refused 
by  the  parish  priest,  but  that  he  prevented 
the  chapel  bell  being  mng  during  the 
procession,  as  was  usual  on  such  oecasifmi, 
and  prohibited  some  nuns  fnmi  sending  a 
wreaUi,  as  they  wished  to.  That  he  re> 
garded  as  boycot^ng  of  the  cruelleit 
kind.  An  appeal  was  made  to  tiie 
Bishop  of  Elphin  to  allow  the  service  to 
be  held  for  the  sake  of  the  widow  and 
her  daughter;  but  the  Bishop  refused, 
sending  a  telegram  stating  that  "the 
taw  forbade  Catholic  rites  and  attendance 
of  the  clergy."  [Cnwo/*"  Name  !  "  and 
"  Question!  "yrom  the  Irish  Benches."] 
The  letter  was  signed  "  Lawrence 
Burke,"  and  was  dated  "  The  Abbev, 
Roscommon,  eth  June,  1893."  Surdy 
these  facts  i^orded  sufficient  reason  wfaj 
the  Committee  should  enact  some  effec- 
tive safeguard  in  the  Bil)  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  property,  rights,  ud 
liberties  of  Freemasons  in  Ireland  h^on 
they  were  placed  under  the  domination 
of  Archbishop  Walsh  ?  He  could  quote 
other  cases  of  the  same  kind,  but  would 
only  trouble  the  Committee  with  one 
more.  It  occurred  in  Belfast,  in  the 
centre  of  Protestant  Ulster.  A  local 
solicitor  named  Michael  Buckley,  who 
was  a  Roman  Catholic  and  a  Freemason, 
was  refused  the  Sacrament,  and  all  the 
rites  of  the  Church  were  denied  htm  until 
he  withdrew  from  the  Society.  He 
refused  at  first  to  do  so,  and  then  tfae 
priest  threatened  to  extend  tlie  dis- 
pleasure of  the  Church  to  his  wife  and 
daughters,  and,  for  their  sake,  he  had  to 
yield.  Most  hon.  Members  of  that 
House  were  unable  to  appreciate  tfae 
terrible  consequences  of  a  Romaa 
Catholic's  being  denied  the  rites  of  his 
Church.  Thu  man  and  his  family  wen 
thrown  into  a  condition  of  the  nkost 
painful  distress,  and  it  was  entirely  for 
the  sake  of  his  family  that  he  consented 
to  withdraw  from  the  Freemasons.  Sndi 
a  condition  of  things  in  a  free  counttj 
was  simply  monstrous.     It  was  a  gnW 
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Tiolation  of  the  liberty  of  the  subject, 
and  be  hoped  the  Radical  Members  of 
the  House  would  take  note  of  the  facts. 
These  facts,  let  them  remember,  were  not 
things  of  the  past.  They  had  occurred 
only  recently.  Again,  a  Catholic  news- 
paper, The  Catholic,  published  an  article 
on  the  3rd  of  June,  1893,  in  which  it 
said — 

"  The  attitude  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Chorch 
to  Fremaaoniy  is  once  more  made  manifest  by 
a  recent  decision  of  tbe  Holy  OfBce,  published 
in  reply  to  qaestions  sabmitted  to  ttuA  anguet 
tribunal  by  the  Bishop  of  Bayonne.  ....  The 
reply  of  the  Sacred  Congr^^tiou  hae  been  clear, 
distinct,  and  nneqoivocal.  Between  tbe  Pre- 
lateR  of  God's  Chorch  and  Masonry  there  can 
never  be  either  peace  or  pact.  No  ciicumBtances 
can  secure  the  Secret  Society  toleration  at  the 
hands  of  a  Christian  Bishop.  Xo  law  of  any 
Parliament,  no  usage,  can  relieve  Masonry  from 
the  censures  so  often  fulminated  asainst  ic  by 
so  many  Pontiffs,  and  which  no  Bishop  can 
alter  or  suppress." 

And  the  article  concluded — 

"  To  tbe  Church  Freemasoniy  lemains,  as  it 
has  ever  been,  anathema." 

That  being  so,  would  the  Committee 
give  no  special  protection  to  the  Free- 
masons ?  Here  they  had  a  paper  repre- 
senting the  Catholics  of  Ireland  stating 
their  opinion  on  tbe  subject  not  later  than 
the  6th  of  the  present  month.  Could 
the  Committee  submit  to  that  ?  Could 
they  say  there  was  any  justification  for 
this  attitude  towards  a  Body  that  did  no 
harm,  but,  on  the  contrary,  did  much 
good  ?  He  thought  the  Committee 
would  take  the  view  he  had  put  before 
them,  and  he,  therefore,  begged  to  move 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  41,  after  the  word  "or,"  to 
insert,  as  a  new  sub-section,  the  words,  "  (7) 
Whereby  any  voluntary  institution,  association, 
or  society,  lawfully  constituted  according  to 
laws  of  the  United  Kingdom  in  force  for  the 
time  being  is  prejudicially  affected." — (^Vr. 
Cfckrane.') 

Question  proposed,  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'* 

The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
Inirgh,  Midlothian)  :  I  listened  carefully 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member,  and 
understood  it  to  be  a  speech  addressed 
to  the  Committee  in  regard  to  tbe 
character  of  the  Society  calling  themselves 
Freemasons.  When  I  look  at  the 
Amendment,  however,  I  see  that  it  takes 
DO  notice  of  Freemasonry,  but  lays  down 
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a  proposition  of  enormous  breadth — 
that  no  Society  whatever  of  a  private 
and  voluntary  character,  which  is  not  in 
itself  illegal,  shall  ever  be  subject,  what- 
ever be  its  errors,  its  defects,  or  its 
offences,  to  any  descriptiou  of  interference 
by  the  Irish  Legislature.  Well,  in  ^e 
first  place,  hon.  Members  will  see  that 
the  Amendment  is  a  hundred  times  too 
wide  for  its  object.  SooietieB  legally 
constituted  may,  nerertheless,  fall  into 
great  and  gross  abuse.  There  are, 
for  instance,  Societies  connected  with 
insurance  and  with  the  pecuniary  trans- 
actions of  the  working  classes  which  may 
have  been  legally  constituted.  [Turning 
round  to  his  Colleagues]  :  What  is  the 
name  of  the  Society  which  recently 
failed  ? 

Several  hon,  Meubsrs:  The 
Liberator. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  For  all 
I  know,  the  Liberator  Society  was  quite 
legidly  constituted.  But  under  the 
Amendment,  if  some  of  the  transactions 
of  that  Society  had  been  brought  to  light 
and  it  had  been  proposed  to  correct  or 
prevent  them  by  legislation,  it  would 
have  been  impossible.  I  cannot  conceive 
any  justification  for  an  Amendment 
of  such  enormous  scope,  iuterfenug 
with  an  important  branch  and  duty 
of  any  Legislature  in  the  direction 
either  of  prevention  or  reform. 
So  much  for  the  Amendment,  and  I 
really  hope  that  that  is  a  conclnsiTe 
reason  against  its  adoption  ;  but  I  will 
not  pass  without  notice  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member.  I  will  assume,  for  the 
sake  of  argument,  that  we  are  discuss- 
ing an  Amendment  really  in  conformity 
with  the  speech — though  the  two  are  as 
distant  as  the  poles.  What  is  the  case  of 
the  Freemasons,  supposing  we  were 
really  discussing  it  ?  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  that  the  Society  of  Freemasons 
has  been  denounced  in  the  most  vefa^ 
mently  condemnatory  terms  by  the 
Papal  authorities.  For  my  own  part, 
though  I  have  been  accustomed  to  hear 
of  Freemasons  all  my  life,  there  is  not  a 
man  who  is  in  a  state,  I  will  not  say 
of  more  sublime,  but  of  more  complete, 
impartiality  about  them.  I  have  never 
known  their  constitution  or  proceedings, 
and,  having  been  amply  occupied*  I  have 
never  felt  any  vivid  ciriosity  in  the 
matter.    Therefore  I  can^speak  on  the 
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subject  vith  impartialitj.  What  is  the 
state  of  the  case  ?  The  Freemasons 
have  beeu  denounced  vehemently — I 
imagine  with  unlimited  vehemence.  I 
presume,  and  I  am  bound  to  presume, 
that  those  who  have  denounced  them 
have  acted  under  the.  most  coDScieutious 
motivea  and  beliefs.  They  may  be  right 
or  wrong.  I  have  not  the  slightest 
knowledge,  whether  there  is  ground  for 
the  denunciation  or  not.  [  Cries  of 
"  Oh  I  "J  I  suspect  not.  Now,  I 
imagine  that  99  out  of  100  or,  at  any 
rate,  that  19  out  of  20  Members  of  the 
House  are  in  the  same  condition  of 
blissful  ignorance  as  myself.  \_Criet  oj 
*'  No  ! "]  An  enormous  proportion  are 
without  knowledge  of  this  Society. 
ICriet  of  "No  !  "]  But  what  I  want  to 
point  out  IS  that  the  question  before 
the  Committee  is  not  the  rectitude  or  error, 
the  propriety  or  impropriety,  of  these 
denunciations.  They  are  strictly  spiri- 
tual and  ecclesiastical,  and  they 
are  exclusively  the  affair  of  those 
who  think  fit  to  submit  to 
them.  What  have  we  to  do 
with  them  as  such  ?  Nothing  whatever, 
"  But  then,"  says  the  hou.  Gentleman, 
"  I  am  dreadfully  afraid  lest  the  Irish 
Legislature  should  convert  these  spiri- 
tual denunciations  into  temporal  instru- 
ments of  oppression.  Without  that 
allegation  the  Amendment  has  no 
foundation  whatever.  Is  that  a  jast 
or  proper  supposition  ?  I  have  sat 
in  the  House  of  Commons  for 
60  years,  and  tor  60  years 
I  have  known  nobody  of  the  Members  of 
the  House  more  uniformly  opposed  to 
the  use  of  temporal  penalties  for  spiritual 
purposes  than  the  Roman  Catholic  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland.  [CWe*  \of  "  Oh  I  "] 
The  Government  conscientiously  and 
emphatically  refuse  to  cast  in  their  teeth 
or  to  charge  upon  them  the  probability  of 
their  committing  a  form  of  offence  most 
gross  in  itself,  and  contradicted  by  all 
that  they  have  said  or  done  in  my  whole 
knowledge  and  experience  of  them  ever 
since  they  first  found  their  way  within 
the  walls  of  Parliament.  Thwefore  I 
oppose  this  Amendment. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  There  are 
some  parts  of  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  which  I  will  pass  over 
in  silence.  I  hardly  think  it  worth 
while  to  raise  the  point  suggested  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  interesting  com- 
Jfr.  fF,  E,  Gladttone 
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parison'  of  the  Liberator  Society  wUh 
the  Society  of  Freemasons.  I  am  not  a 
Freemason  myself,  and  I  am  w  imparl 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his 
judgment  of  that  Society.  But  though 
I  have  only  the  ordinary  means  that  all 
have  of  judging  its  worth,  this,  at  all 
events,  I  know — that  the  body  of  Free- 
masons in  these  islands,  whatever  thej 
may  be  on  the  Continent,  is  a  Socie^ 
which  has  devoted  itself  to  good  works, 
for  mutual  assistance,  and  I  tiiink  it 
outrageous  to  compare  the  Freemasons  to 
a  fraudulent  Society  like  the  Liberatw. 

Mk.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  charged  me 
with  something  which  he  knew,  or  ought 
to  have  known,  is  unjust.  That  portion 
of  my  remarks  which  referred  to  the 
Liberator  Society  had  no  connection  what* 
ever  with  the  Freemasons.  Reference  t» 
the  Liberator  Society  was  introduced  in 
that  portion  of  my  remu-ks  in  which  I  was 
commenting  on  the  Amendment  which  I 
said  had  nothing  specifically  to  do  with 
the  Freenusons,  but  coverod  nil  these 
voluntary  Societies.  The  coDneetim 
between  the  two  Societies  exbted  cmfy 
in  the  iright  hon.  Gentleman^s  imaginar- 
tion. 

Mb.  a,  J.  BALFOUR— [criM  of 
"  Withdraw  I"  "  Shame  !"  «  Dishonest  !** 
and  other  interruption]  :  I  accept  with 
the  utmost  satisfaction  the  disc^imer  dF 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  if  it  was 
my  fault  that  I  misunderstood  him  I 
apologise. 

An  hon.  Mehbsr  :  Ifi%  was. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  come  now 
to  that  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech  which  was,  at  all  events, 
more  pertinent  to  the  Amendment,  in 
which  he  referred  to  the  action  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  with  regard  to 
Freemasons.  The  hon.  Greatleman  who 
moved  the  Amendment  gave  us  a  seriee 
of  illustrations  of  the  view  taken  by  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  upon  the  sub- 
ject. 

An  hon.  Meubbb  :  Are  jou  going  to 
legislate  for  it  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  showed  beyond  doubt  or 
question — and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  no  sense  challenged  the  Btatement — 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  has 
consistently  declared  that  the  FrpfmagftM 
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are  a  body  altogether  outside  the  pale  of 
the  Church,  which  refoaes  her  sacrameDta 
to  the  members  of  all  Societies  irhich 
are  called  secret.  Now,  the  question  is 
whether  this  is  a  purely  spiritual  matter, 
or  whetiier  it  is  likely  to  be  translated 
into  practice  when  we  hand  over  to  the 
Irish  Legislating  the  conduct  of  affairs 
purely  Irish.  We  are  agreed  as  to  the 
attitude  oi  the  Roman  Catholic  Church. 
There  is  no  dispnte  between  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  Mover  of  the 
Resolution  on  that  question.  The  States 
in  the  world  in  which  the  Roman 
Catholic  hierarchy  have  the  control  of 
temporal  matters  are  very  few  indeed. 
Certainly  in  the  Roman  Catholic  States 
on  the  Continent  the  Roman  Catholic 
hierarchy  only  count  in  political  matters 
like  the  heads  of  any  oUier  Ecclesiastical 
Body.  The  question  is,  would  the 
Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  in  Ireland  be 
able  to  impress  upon  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture their  own  policy  or  not  ?  ["  No, 
no  1  "3  Well,  I  hare  to  consider  the 
methods  by  which  they  hare  returned 
Members  to  Parliament.  I  know  the 
history  of  Ireland  during  the  last  few 
years,  and  I  ^11  to  memory  the  action  in 
secular  matters  taken  in  every  district  in 
Ireland  by  the  parish  priest  and  bis 
curate.  I  recollect  how  the  Catholic 
hierarchy — and  I  make  no  attack  on 
them — are  not  merely  a  spiritual  body 
engaged  in  spiritual  affiurs  and  anxious 
to  advance  the  spiritual  welfare  of  their 
flocks,  but  also  a  political  committee. 
They  wield  powers  of  the  most  tre- 
mendous character  through  the  length 
and  breadth  of  Irish  Society,  in  every 
town,  village,  and  country  district,  and  I 
ask  myself  whether  this  House  is  going 
to  intrust  men  with  the  power  of 
legislating  upon  subjects  as  to  which 
their  spiritual  guides  have  committed 
themselves  to  extreme  opinions  ;  and  in 
which  their  political  position  gjves  them 
the  power  and,  with  the  power,  the 
right  and  dnty  to  carry  out  and  embody 
iu  legislation  the  duties  and  principles 
their  spiritual  allegiance  requires.  If  I 
hare  not  misinterpreted  the  present  con- 
dition of  Irish  Society — and  who  will 
say  I  have  ? — but  have  honestly  con- 
sidered the  facts  of  the  last  12  or  15 
years  in  Ireland,  will  any  one,  looking  at 
these  facts  in  the  dry  light  of  historical 
research,  deny  that  the  danger  which  my 
hon.  Friend  desires  to  avoid  by  the 
Amendment  is  a  real  and  substantial 
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danger  ?  I  speak  to  a  body  of  English- 
men not  prejudiced,  I  believe,  in  favoor 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  or  of 
Freemasons,  who  will  look  at  this  matter 
from  outside  as  judges  of  the  case  to 
which  they  are  not  parties ;  and  I  ask 
them,  as  men  of  common  sense  and  of 
political  honesty,  whether,  if  they  really 
believe  what  the  Prime  Minister  sayfr— 
that  interfercoice  by  political  means  wit^ 
the  freedom  of  Freemasons  will  be  an 
act  of  infamous  political  tyranny — they 
are  not  bound  to  rote  for  an  Amendment 
which  takes  away  from  an  Ecclesiastical 
Body  which  will  undoubtedly  be  domi- 
nant in  Ireland  the  power  to  deal 
according  to  the  declared  riews  and 
morals  of  their  Church  in  a  manner 
which  cannot  be  approved  with  a  body 
known  to  be  worthy  of  the  respect  of  all 
connected  with  ]^ilanthropic  under- 
takings. 

Mr.  Macabtnby  and  Mr.  Tohlinsok 
rose. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  rose  in  his  place, 
and  claimed  to  more,  "  That  the  Question 
be  now  put." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  277  ; 
Noes  243.— (Division  List,  No.  165.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  248; 
Noes  278.— (Division  List,  No.  166.) 

Mb.  RENTOUL  :  I  beg  to  move  an 
Amendment  which  is  not  on  the  Paper, 
namely,  to  insOTt  after  "or,"  in  line  41, 
the  words — 

"  Whereby  the  Society  known  as  Freemasons 
might  be  prejudicially  a^ected," 

The  CHAIRMAN :  That  is  clearly 
out  of  Order. 

Mr.  RENTOCL :  Then  might  I  be 
permitted— [CWe*  of  "Order  I"  and 
"  Name  1  "]  On  a  point  of  Order,  Mr. 
Mellor  I  I  was  under  the  impression— 
[^Benetoed  cries  of  "  Order  I  "] 

Tbb  CHAIRMAN  :  I  have  explained 
to  the  bon.  Member  that  bis  Amendment 
is  oat  of  Order.  The  reasons  are  ob- 
vioas,  and  I  cannot  allow  an  ugnment  on 
the  point. 

Colonel  WABIN&  (Down,  N.)  :  I 
move,  Sir,  that  you  report  yRonesa  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  agito^ed  by  V^OOglC 
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Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Louth,  N.)  wu 
understood  to  rise  to  a  question  of  Order, 
but  his  remarks  were  drowned  by  cries 
of  "Oi^erI"and«Frogr«uI" 

It  being  Midnight  the  Chairman 
left  the  Chair  to  muce  his  report  to  the 
House. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

OOVERNMBNT  OF  IRBLAND  [PAY- 
HENTS.] 

COUUITTEE, 

Mr.  BRODRICK  (Surrey,  GuUdford)  : 
On  what  day  is  it  proposed  to  take  Com- 
mittee on  this  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Marjoribankb,  Berwick- 
shire) :  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
has  already  stated  that  ample  notice  will 
(be  given. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  It  is  very  incon- 
venient, putting  it  down  for  days  on 
which  tiiere  is  no  intention  to  take  it. 

Mr.  MARJORIBANES  :  The  hon. 
Member  knows  very  well  that  it  is  usual 
to  keep  Government  Orders  down  on 
Mondays  and  Thursdays. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  :  It  is  most  in- 
convenient. Why  not  put  it  down  at 
once  for  the  day  on  which  it  is  to  be 
taken  ? 

Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  :  Monday. 
Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

CHIHNET-SWEEPER8  BILL.-(No.  399.) 
GOUHITTBS. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee). 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  wish  to  ex- 
plain that  the  Committee  is  only  pro 
form&  in  order  that  certain  Amendments 
may  be  introduced.  I  therefore  move  to 
report  Progress. 

The  chairman  :  The  Question 
is,  "  That  this  Bill  be  reported  to  the 
House  with  Amendments." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  Would  the 
House  object  to  my  taking  the  Third 
Beading  now  ? 

Objection  being  tiiken 

Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended  [Bill 
3993  ;  re-committed  for  Thursday  next. 


BLBOTBIC  LIGHTIKO  FBOTIBIONAl  | 

OBDBB  (No.  7)  BILL.— (No.  373.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed.  j 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT     PB0V18I0NAL  j 
ORDERS  (No.  7)  BILL.— (Na  291.)  I 
As  amended,  considered ;  read  Ae 
third  time  and  passed. 

LOCAL    OOVBBNHENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  8)  BILL.— (No.  829.) 
As   amended,  considered ;  read  the 
third  time  and  passed. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  17)  BILL  (fry  Order).— 
(No.  376.) 

As  amended,  considered ;  read  the 
bird  time  and  passed. 

EUPLOTEBB'  LIABILITY  BILL. 
Reported  horn  the  Standing  Committee 
on  Law,  &c.  ' 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.    [No.  284.] 

Minutes  of  the  Proceedings  of  the  . 
Committee  to  be  printed.    [jMo.  284.]  ' 

Bill,  as  amended  in  the  Standing 
Committee,  to  be  taken  into  considersr 
tion  upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed. 
[BiU  897.] 

WATER  PROVISIONAL  ORDBBS  (No.  9) 
BILL.— (Na  338.) 
Reported   [Provisional  Orders  con- 
firmed] ;  as  amended,  to  be  consideied 
To-morrow. 

WATER  PROVISIONAL  OBDSB   (Na  3) 
BILL. 

Reported  [Provisional  Order  con- 
firmed] ;  as  amended,  to  be  conaidered 
To-morrow. 

HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 
ACT  (1890)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Hibbert,  Bill  to  re- 
move certain  doubts  as  to  the  appUcatftm  of 
Part  IIL  of  "He  Housing  of  the  Worfcisg 
ClaMes  Act,  1890,"  to  certain  anthorities  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  hj  Sir  Jobn 
Hibbert  and  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Bxcheqner. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU398.]  i 

WOBEINQ  HEN'S  DWELLI270S  BILL. 

(No.  9.) 

Considered  in  Committee ;  Committee 
report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon 
Wednesday  next. 

i^djouraed  atten  min^ 
after  Twelve  o  dock. 
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HOUSE    OF  LORDS, 
Friday^  28rd  June  1898. 


LOSS  OP  H.M.8.  "VIOTOBIA." 
QUESTION.  OB8ZRVAT10N3. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
I  would  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, whom  I  see  in  his  place,  whether 
he  is  in  a  position  to  give  the  House  an;^ 
informatioD  concerning  the  news  which 
has  spread  consternation  aa  well  as  deep 
sympathj  throughout  the  couatry  with 
regard  to  the  reported  loss  or  Her 
Majesty's  ship  Victoria  f  I  will  not  at- 
tempt to  comment  upon  circumstances 
which  I  do  not  know,  but  I  hope  the 
noble  Earl  will  be  able  to  give  the  House 
some  information  beyond  that  which  we 
possess. 

•The  first  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Earl  Spencer)  :  I  am 
obliged  to  the  noble  Marquess  for  asking 

me  this  question.  I  came  down  to  the 
House  intending  to  make  a  statement  to 
your  Lordships  on  the  terrible  calamity 
which  has  already  been  reported.  I  wilt 
read  to  your  Lordships  the  latest  in- 
formation which  the  Admiralty  possess 
about  it.  It  is  a  telegram  dated  Tripoli, 
Syria,  from  Rear-Admiral  Markham — 

**  Jane  22iu1,  8  p.m.  R^ret  to  report  whilst 
manoeuning  this  afternoon  off  Tripoli  Victoria 
and  Camperdoivn  collided.  Victoria  sank,  16 
minutes  after,  in  8U  fathoms,  bottom  upper- 
most. Camperdomii't  ram  struck  Victoria 
before  the  turret  starboard.  Following  officers 
drowned  :— 

Commaoder-in-Chief. 

Clerk  AUen. 

Lieutenant  Manro. 

Chaplain  Morris. 

Chief  Engineer  Foreman. 

Bngineer  Harding. 

Assistant  Bngincers  Deadman,  HaUierly, 
Beaton. 

Oanoer  Howell. 
Boatswain  Barnard. 
Carpenter  Beall. 

Midshipmen  Inglis,  Grieve,  Fawkea,  Iianyon, 
Henley,  Gambler,  Scarlett. 

Naval  Cailet  Stooks. 

Assistant  Clerk  Sarage. 

Fleet  Paymaster  Rickcord. 

Two  honored  and  fifty-fire  men  saved  ;  «111 
report  their  names  by  telegraph.  Injury  to  Cam- 
perdoten  not  yet  folly  ascertained,  but  damage 
so  serious  as  to  Qecessitatc  docking.  Propose 
to  send  surrivors  to  Malta  at  once.  Await  in- 
atruotiona. 

MiJtKBAU." 

VOL.  XIII.   [foubth  sebies.] 


According  to  the  latest  return,  which  is 
dated  May  25,  there  were  718  persons 
on  board  the  Victoria.  Of  this  number 
upwards  of  430  are  believed  to  have  been 
lost.  No  exact  statement  of  the  number 
drowned  can  be  given  until  more  precise 
information  has  been  received.  Unfor- 
tunately, within  the  lut  few  days  the 
return  in  possession  of  the  Admiralty  of 
the  luunes  of  those  on  board,  which  usually 
includes  those  of  the  supernumeraries 
carried  on  board  for  other  ships,  was 
sent  back  to  the  Victoria  for  further 
information ;  and  there  may,  therefore,  be, 
I  regret  to  say,  some  tittle  delay  here  in 
obtaining  the  names  of  those  who  have 
been  lost.  My  Lords,  I  do  not  think 
that  this  is  the  occasion  on  which  to 
enter  upon  a  discussion  of  this  terrible 
occurrence,  nor  would  it  be  right 
for  me  to  hazard  any  conjecture 
as  to  the  cause  of  the  disaster. 
The  nation  has  suffered  a  terrible  loss. 
We  mourn  to-day  the  loss  of  over  400 
gallant  officers  and  men  of  the  Navy  and 
Marines,  aud  at  their  head  one  of  the 
most  distinguished  Admirals  in  the 
Service.  Where  the  loss  is  so  general  I 
hardly  like  to  dwell  upon  any  individual, 
but  I  may  say  this — that  Sir  Geoige 
Tryon,  the  Commander-in-Chief  of  the 
Mediterranean  Fleet,  was  known  far  and 
wide,  not  only  by  your  Lordships,  but  in 
every  place  where  the  British  Flag  flies, 
for  he  has  held,  and  held  with  eminent 
success,  many  positions  both  at  home  and 
abroad.  I  lately  had  an  opportunity  of 
seeing  him  at  his  post,  aud  I  think  I  may 
say  this — that  be  not  only  had  the  fullest 
and  highest  confidence  of  my  colleagues 
at  the  Admiralty  and  myself,  but  he  also 
had  the  fullest  confidence  of  every  officer 
aud  mau  who  served  under  his  command, 
and  who  were  prond  to  have  him  as  their 
leader.  The  nation  in  him  alone  has 
suffered  a  most  serious  and  grievous  loss. 
I  know  that  yonr  Lordships  will  sympa- 
thise in  the  most  hearty  manner  with  the 
relatives  of  those  who  have  been  lost  so 
tragically  aud  suddenly  whilst  serving 
Her  Majesty  and  their  country.  ["  Hear, 
hear  I"] 

ALLKOBD  THEFT  OF  DOCITUBNTS  FBOU 
PARI3  EMBASSY. 
QUESTION.  OBSERVATIONS. 

Earl  CADOGAN  :  My  Lords,  seeing 
my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  ForeigD  Affair,  in  h«(g^LJ;^  to 
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ftsk  him  a  questiou  of  which  I  have  given 
him  private  notice — namely,  whether  he 
is  in  a  position  to  give  the  House  any 
information  as  to  the  reported  theft  of 
documents  from  the  Briti»h  Emhassy  at 
Paris  ?  Under  ordinary  circumstances,  I 
should  have  been  disposed  to  treat  the 
matter  as  one  unworthy  of  notice  ;  but, 
inasmuch  as  it  appears  to  have  beeu  made 
the  subject  of  discussion  in  the  French 
Cliamber,  perhaps  my  noble  Friend  may 
be  willing  to  make  some  statement  to 
the  House  in  reference  to  it. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (The  Earl  of 
Rosebery)  ;  My  Lords,  it  is,  indeed, 
passing  from  tragedy  of  the  darkest  and 
most  terrible  kind  to  the  lowest  and 
dirtiest  depths  of  comedy  to  have  to  say 
anything  with  regard  to  the  question 
asked  by  my  noble  Friend.  There  was 
no  theft  of  documents  from  the  British 
Embassy  ;  but  there  has  been  produced  a 
forgery  so  gross  aud  palpable  that  I 
should  have  hardly  thought  it  would 
have  imposed  on  the  most  inuocent  of 
human  beings,  for  it  was  fabricated  by 
someoue  who  had  not  even  a  nidimeutary 
knowledge  <A  the  English  language  for 
carrying  the  imposture  ont.  I  think  we 
may  leave  the  matter  where  it  stands,  in 
the  well-merited  ridicule  which  it  met 
with  in  the  French  Chamber,  and  which 
I  am  sure  will  be  shared  by  your  Lord- 
ships' House. 

SESSIONAL  ORDERS. 
RESOLUTIOX. 

.  The  LORD  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  AND  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (The  Earl  of 
Kihberley)  :  My  Lords,  there  is  a  Bill 
for  confirming  a  Provisional  Order,  made 
by  the  Education  Department  under 
the  Act  of  1870,  to  enable  the  London 
School  Board  to  enforce  the  provisions  of 
the  Lands  Clauses  Act.  It  is  extremely 
necessary  the  correction  should  be  made. 
I  have  communicated  with  my  noble 
Friend  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  and 
he  is  willing  I  should  move  under  the 
circumstances — 

"  Thnt  the  Sessional  Older  of  the  13th  March 
last,  That  no  Bill  originating  in  this  House 
oonfinniDg  any  ProTisional  Order  or  Provisional 
Certificate  shall  be  read  a  first  time  after 
Tfauisda;  the  11th  day  of  May  next,  be  dU^ 

? Based  with  in  respect  of  a  Bill  to  confirm  a 
rovisional  Order  made  by  the  Kducation  De- 
partment under  the  Elementary  £dacation 

Earl  Cadogtm 


Act,  1870,  to  enable  the  School  Board  for 
London  to  put  in  force  the  Lands  Clauses  Actc" 

Motion  agreed  to. 

ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  ACT.  1869.  AKD 
AMENDIKQ  ACTS  (BAREI8LAND 
ENDOWED  SCHOOL). 

MOTION  rOB  AN  ADDRESS. 

VirtcouNT  HALIFAX  moved — 

"That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  praying  that  Her  consent  may  he 
withheld  the  scheme  of  the  Charity  Coan- 
miseiouen  for  the  management  tiS.  the  Baifc- 
ietand  Endowed  School,  dated  SOtfa  May,  1893." 

He  said,  the  history  of  the  school  was 
not  without  interest.    Barkisland  was  a 

township  with  a  separate  church  and  in- 
cumbent of  its  own  in  the  very  lai^e  parish 
of  Halifax.  Before  the  middle  of  the 
17th  century  two  families,  both  Royalist, 
were  establiBhed  there — the  Gledhills, 
of  Barkisland  Hall,  and  the  Hortons,  of 
Howroyde.  John  Gledhill,  the  elder 
brother  of  Sir  Richard  Gledhill,  who  fell 
fighting  for  the  King  at  Mar^n  Moor, 
married  Sarah,  the  daughter  of  William 
Hortou ;  and  this  lady  by  her  will,  dated 
1657,  left  an  endowment  to  the  poor  of 
Barkisland  for  educational  purposes, 
which  was  the  subject  of  this  Motion. 
At  that  time — during  the  last  years  of 
the  Commonwealth — the  worship  of  the 
Church  was  proscribed  by  law.  Indeed, 
the  use  of  the  Prayer  Book,  even  in  a 
private  house,  was  a  statutable  offence. 
Mrs.  Gledhill  could  not,  therefore,  provide 
directly  that  children  in  the  school  ehe 
was  endowing  should  be  instructed  in 
the  teaching  of  the  Church  ;  but  she  did 
what  she  could  to  secure  that  end.  She 
appointed  her  brother  and  sister,  both 
members  and  benefactors  of  the  Churdi, 
trustees  under  her  will ;  and  then,  after 
prescribing  certain  things  wbich  the 
schoolmaster  to  be  appointed  was  to 
teach,  she  went  on  to  add,  "  and  such 
other  instniction  as  the  said  feofiees 
under  my  will  shall  think  meet  and 
convenient."  It  was  an  unexpressed 
trust,  the  object  of  which,  taken  in  con- 
nection with  the  relation  of  the  trustees, 
aud,  indeed,  of  all  the  family,  to  the 
Church  was  undoubtedly  to  secure 
teaching  in  the  Christian  religion  ac- 
cording to  the  doctrines  of  the  Church  of 
England  for  the  children  attending  the 
school.  It  never  entered  into  anyone^ 
head  to  dispute  the  fact  that  the  en- 
dowed school  at  Barkisland  wae  a  Church 

Digitized  by  Google 


1753        Endowed  Schools        {23  June  1893}         AetylB69^^,  1754 


school  till  six  years  ago,  when  the 
present  attempt}  for  vuions  political  and 
sectarian  reasons,  iras  started  which  had 
brought  about  the  scheme  now  lyiog  on 
the  Table  of  their  Lordships^  Hoase. 
The  school  was  kuowu  as  a  Church 
school ;  it  was  conducLed  on  Church 
principles,  the  schoolmaster  was  a 
member  of  the  Church  ;  oue  of  the  last, 
a  Mr.  Rouse,  who  died  in  1859,  cer- 
tainly holdiug  a  licence  from  the  Arch- 
bishop of  York.  In  1861  the  trustees, 
baring  bj  good  management  of  the 
school  finances  much  increased  the  sums 
at  their  disposal,  drew  up,  in  concert 
with  the  other  Charity  Commissiouers, 
the  scheme  for  the  management  of  the 
school,  which  it  was  now  sought  to 
supersede.  That  scheme  recognised  the 
Church  character  of  the  school.  The 
vicar  of  Halifax,  the  great  ecclesiastical 
authority  in  those  parts,  and  the  in- 
cumbent of  Barkisiand  were  appointed 
ex  ojfficio  trustees,  and  there  were  11 
others.  The  scheme  provided  that  the 
school  should  be  conducted  as  a  Church 
of  England  school,  with  a  Conseienoe 
Clause  in  regard  to  children  whose  parents 
objected  to  the  teaching  of  the  Church  of 
Eoglaud,  but  who  were  obliged  to  take 
their  children  to  their  own  place  of 
worship  on  Sundays.  It  was  impossible 
to  frame  a  more  liberal  scheme.  Under 
this  scheme  the  school  prospered  and 
increased.  lu  1867  new  buildings  were 
completed  on  a  site  given  by  Mr.  Horton, 
of  Howroyde,  the  present  representative 
of  the  foundress,  who  granted  it  on  the 
distinct  understanding  expressed  in  the 
deed  of  conrejance  that  the  school  was 
to  be  conducted  in  accordance  with  the 
scheme  agreed  upon  by  the  trustees  and 
the  Charity  Commissioners  six  years 
previously.  Other  subscriptions  on  the 
same  understanding  were  given,  and  the 
school,  thus  developed,  was  educating 
two  years  ago  over  200  children  to  the 
general  satisfaction  of  all  concerned — 
there  were  oeariy  300  at  present.  In 
1887,  certain  vacancies  having  arisen  on 
the  trust,  some  new  names  were  proposed 
to  the  Charity  Commissioners,  and  public 
advertisement  was  duly  made.  The 
Endowed  Schools  Act  of  18G9  bad, 
however,  come  into  operation  since  the 
re-constitution  of  the  school,  and  the  op- 
portunity was  at  once  seized  upon  by  a 
few  persons  ef  extreme  political  and 
sectarian  opinions,  not  connected  with 


but  altogethOT  outside  the  township,  to 
try  and  alter  the  whole  character  of  the 

school.  Section  19  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Act  of  1869  deprived  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England,  as  such, 
of  the  control  of  all  schools  in  which  ex- 
press provision  was  not  made  by  the 
founders  for  religious  instruction  in  the 
doctrines  of  the  Church  of  England,  and, 
DO  doubt,  as  he  had  shown,  Mrs.  GledhiU, 
at  the  date  of  her  will,  could  not  make 
express  provision  for  Church  teaching. 
Eventually,  after  every  possible  re- 
sistance on  the  part  of  ^e  trustees,  the 
managers  of  the  school,  and  all  the  in- 
habitants of  the  township,  including  Mr. 
Horton,  the  representative  of  the 
foundress  at  the  present  time,  the  scheme 
of  re-construction  now  lying  on  the  Table 
was  adopted  and  carried  through.  The 
animus  which  inspired  the  promoters  of 
the  scheme  was  sufficiently  shown  by  the 
fact  that  the  moment  it  was  published 
the  Halifax  School  Union  Attendance 
Committee,  who  under  it  were  to  elect 
two  trustees  for  the  sohool,  instently 
passed  a  resolution  that  no  religions 
catechism  or  formulary  distinctive  of  any 
particular  denomination  should  be  taught 
in  the  school.  The  scheme  really,  in 
principle,  destroyed  all  security  for  the 
Church  character  of  the  school.  Another 
very  grave  objection  to  the  proposed 
scheme  was  the  way  in  which  it  affected 
the  financial  position  of  the  school.  The 
school  possessed  in  endowments  about 
£90  a  year,  the  whole  of  which  was  ex- 
pended in  maintaining  the  preseut 
efficient  condition  of  the  school ;  but  the 
new  scheme  diverted  £60  to  create 
scholarships  at  some  higher  place  of 
education,  or  for  evening  classes,  and 
for  freeing  parents  of  children  in  the 
elder  part  of  the  school  from  the  small 
fee  of  Id.  a  week.  Barkisiand  was  a 
poor  moorland  parish,  and  its  inhabitants 
were  mill  hands,  small  dairy  farmers, 
and  small  shopkeepers.  Scarcely  a  child 
that  reached  half-time  age  remained  un- 
employed, and  at  full  age  every  child 
quitted  sohool  at  once ;  and  to  expect 
such  cbihireu,  therefore,  to  be  sent  bj 
rail  to  Halifax  6^  miles  ofi*  fur  these 
liighor  scholarships  was  quite  ridiculous. 
The  result  would  be  that  while  the 
foundation  was  in  the  founder's  will  ex- 
pressly stated  to  be  intended  for  the  poor, 
the  scholarships  in  question  would  be 
estabUshed    for    the    benefit    of  ft 
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few  childreD  of  a  richer  class 
of  pareata,  who,  for  the  sake  of 
such  scholarships,  might  attend  the 
school  from  over  the  bortlers  of  the  town- 
ship. The  same  might  be  satd  about 
the  evening  classes,  if  of  an  advanced 
character;  while  as  to  the  Id.  fee 
DOW  paid,  and  which  the  scheme  would 
disallow,  its  abolition  would  deprive  the 
school  of  from  £25  to  £30  a  year.  In 
view  of  these  financial  proposals 
sancttoned  by  the  scheme,  the  question 
arose  how,  if  the  scheme  were  carried, 
these  deductions  of  ioeome  were  to  be 
met  P  Chureb  people  who  had  subscribed 
largely  to  the  school  hitherto  would  not 
help  with  siibBcriptions  after  such  treat- 
ment as  that  to  which  he  had  referred, 
and  the  efficiency  of  the  school  would  be 
impaired.  It  was  an  open  secret  that  a 
propoBal  was  ou  foot  for  enlarging  the 
school.  Mr.  IIortoD  was  prepared  to 
give  a  site,  and  £600  had  been  collected 
for  building  a  school.  All  those  ad- 
vantages would  be  lost.  The  Local 
Board  of  Barkisland  had  passed  resolu- 
tions against  the  scheme,  and  a 
thoroughly  representative  meetiug  of 
the  inhabitants  of  the  township,  with 
only  one  dissentient  voice,  had  done  the 
same  thing.  To  sum  up,  the  school  in 
question  was  founded  by  members  of 
the  Church  for  religious  as  well  as 
for  secular  education,  and  was  re-con- 
stituted on  that  basis  in  1861  under  the 
authority  of  the  Charity  Commissioners 
as  a  Church  school.  The  scheme  then 
established  had  worked  to  the  entire 
satisfaction  of  all  concerned  up  to  the 
present  time ;  but  it  was  now,  at  the  in- 
stance of  persons  outside  the  township 
for  political  and  sectarian  motives,  to  be 
altered,  contrary  to  the  wishes  of  all  who 
had  any  real  interest  in  the  school,  or 
who  had  done  anything  for  its  support, 
by  straining  the  letter  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Act  in  a  manner  contrary,  as  he 
beltered,  to  its  intention,  with  the  result 
of  prejudicing  the  financial  condition  of 
the  school,  sacrificing  the  rights  of  the 
poor  for  whom  it  was  endowed,  aud  gene- 
rally of  injuring  the  cause  of  definite 
religious  education.  This  was  as  impor- 
tant a  subject  as  could  come  before  tiieir 
Lordships,  for  it  was  a  distinct  attack 
upon  the  principle  of  definite  religious 
education  ;  and,  therefore,  he  asked  their 
Lordships  to  agree  that  an  Address  be 
presented  to  Her  Majesty  praying  that 

Viscount  Halifax 


Her  consent  might  be  refused  to  the 

scheme  as  it  stood,  in  order  that  further 
time  might  be  given  for  amending  this 
scheme  in  the  interest  of  the  school  and 
in  accordance  with  the  wish  of  its 
foundress.  He  confidently  asked  their 
Lordships  to  agree  to  the  Motion  which 
he  now  moved. 

Moved,  •*  That  an  humble  Addresa  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  praying  that  Her  consent  maj  be 
withheld  from  the  scheme  of  the  Charity  Com- 
misRioDers  for  the  manaijement  of  the  Bark- 
island  Eiitloweii  School,  dated  30th  May,  1893." 
—(JThe  VUcount  HaJifar.) 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLET  :  My 
Lords,  the  answer  to  the  Motion  has 

really  been  given  by  the  noble  Viscount 
himself,  because  he  has  told  the  House 
that  the  Charity  Commissioners  have  no 
power  to  make  this  school  into  a  Church 
school.  I  am  really  at  a  loss  to  know 
upon  what  grounds  the  opposition  to  this 
scheme  is  based.  The  Commissioners 
have  not  beeu  anxious  to  interfere  with 
this  school,  but  it  appears  that  the 
trustees  of  the  school  had  neglected  to 
appoint  new  trustees,  and  the  consequence 
was  that  as  they  had  fallen  below  the 
requisite  number  there  was  no  power  to 
appoint  new  trustees  without  an  applica- 
tion to  the  Commissioners  for  a  new 
scheme  ;  and  the  Charity  Commissioners, 
in  framing  it,  had  regard  to  the  meriti 
of  the  case  as  well  as  to  the  legal  dis- 
ability under  which  they  were  placed. 
As  to  the  fonndress  of  the  school,  Mrs. 
Gledhill,  I  do  not  think  she  had  a  very 
strong  objection  to  those  whom  the  noble 
Viscount  called  sectarians,  because  she 
appointed  two  sectarians  as  executors  of 
her  wili,  one  of  them  being  her  uncle, 
Mr.  Joshua  Horton,  who  in  a  contem- 
porary work  is  stated  to  have  favoured 
Nonconformist  principles,  and  after  the 
Restoration  to  have  maintained  a  lectore- 
house  for  religious  purposes.  As  yonr 
Lordships  are  aware,  under  the  19lh 
clause  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act, 
schools  which  were  founded  with  a  dis- 
tinctively  religions  object,  and  where  there 
is  contained  any  provision  to  that  effect 
iu  the  original  endowment,  are  excepted 
from  the  operation  of  the  Act ;  but  tiiere 
was  no  such  provision  made  in  the  case 
of  this  school.  With  regard  to  the  feel- 
ings and  wishes  of  the  inhabitants,  I 
am  informed  that  the  Nonconformists  of 
the  parish  strongly  entertain  the  opinion 
that  they  had  not  beeo^airlj  treated  in 
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the  previous  arrangements.  The  Com- 
missioners have  adopted  the  common 
form  in  the  matter,  which  is  that  certain 
Bodies  should  elect  a  certain  number  of 
trustees,  and  there  is  nothing  whatever  in 
the  circumstances  of .  this  school  to  in- 
duce them  to  take  any  other  but  the 
usual  course.  As  to  the  children  being 
reliered  from  the  payment  of  Id.  a  week, 
a  provisiod  which  seems  to  have  so  much 
alarmed  the  noble  Viscount,  I  would 
point  out  to  him  that  this  is  really  an 
elementary  school,  and  I  think  the  Cora- 
missiouers  were  well  advised  in  putting 
it  on  the  same  footing  as  any  other  school 
of  the  same  character.  I  have  generally 
found  that  the  establishment  of  a  certain 
number  of  scholarships  for  the  education 
in  higher  schools  of  scholars  who  have 
phown  themselToe  eflScient  in  the  elemen- 
tary schools  has  produced  beneficial 
results.  The  Commissioners,  acting 
clearly  and  without  any  doubt  whatever 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Act,  and  not  having  any  evidence  in  fact 
that  this  was  an  exclusively  Church  of 
England  school,  which  would  have 
enabled  them  to  take  any  other  course, 
have  framed  their  scheme  ;  and,  as  I  am 
perfectly  certain  that  their  only  desire 
has  been  to  discharge  their  duty  in  the 
manner  required  by  the  Act  with  a  due 
regard  to  the  wishes  of  the  inhabitants 
of  the  parish,  and  for  the  good  of  this 
school  at  Barkisland,  I  hope  your  Lord- 
ships will  not,  by  aecepting  the  Motion, 
refuse  to  allow  the  scheme  to  go  on. 

•The  Earl  of  CRANBROOK  :  My 
Lords,  this  scheme  is  somewhat  different 
from  that  represented  hy  the  noble  Earl 
opposite.  Everything  which  has  been 
stated  by  the  noble  Viscount  as  to  the 
iutentions  of  the  foundress  appears  to  be 
quite  accurate,  though  there  is  nothing 
within  the  deed  to  show  what  the  religious 
training  in  the  school  was  to  be.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  trustee  appointed  by 
her  aud  alluded  to  by  tiie  noble  Earl  as 
having  a  friendliness  for  Nonconformists 
had  also  a  strong  regard  for  the  Church, 
and  expressed  himself  as  always  going 
to  church  at  least  in  oue  part  of  the 
day.  I,  of  course,  lay  no  stress  upon  that, 
for  it  does  not  touch  the  foundation. 
When  the  scheme  for  the  school  was 
formulated  in  1861  it  was  treated  as  a 
Church  school,  and  the  Court  of  Chancery 
compelled  as  part  of  the  instruction  to  be 


given  Bible  and  Church  Catechism  teach" 
iug.  It  is  an  elementary  school,  for  it 
was  founded  for  the  purpose  of  "  teachiug 
poor  children  to  read  and  write  English, 
and  to  cast  up  accounts,  and  such  further 
learuing  as  the  feoffees  should  think  fit;" 
and  as  an  elementary  school  it  has  been 
treated.  I  admit  that  if  there  had  been 
a'necessity  placed  on  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners to  lay  down  a  new  scheme 
they  could  not,  under  the  Endowed 
Schools  Act,  hold  that  the  principles  of 
the  Church  of  England  should  be  the 
only  ones  to  be  taught  in  the  school,  there 
being  nothing  of  that  kind  in  the  original 
deed.  They  would  have  had  no  option 
but  to  put  it  in  the  form  in  which  they 
had  done — namely,  teaching  the  Christian 
religion.  That  term,  I  am  sorry  to  say, 
however,  has  become  so  disputed  as  to 
its  meaning  that  graat  detriment  is  caused 
to  the  efforts  of  those  interested  in  re- 
ligious education.  It  is  true  that  the 
original  endowments  were  given  without 
those  special  words  ;  but  the  scheme  of 
1861  laid  down  distinctly  that  it  was  a 
Church  school.  At  that  time  the  living 
representative  of  the  foundress  was  ready 
to  give  a  site  in  the  parish,  and  large 
sulMcriptioud  were  made  on  the  faith  of 
the  position  in  which  the  school  had  been 
then  placed  by  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
The  new  buildings  were  erected,  accord- 
ing to  what  had  been  laid  down  br  tiie 
Court  of  Chancery,  for  a  Church  school ; 
and  therefore,  in  all  equity,  it  is  clear  that 
as  a  Church  school  it  should  be  con- 
tinued. Not  only  are  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners acting  in  opposition  to  the 
wishes  of  the  whole  of  the  inhabitants 
of  the  place  on  this  point,  but  their  action 
will  otherwise  diminish  the  efficiency  and 
usefulness  of  the  school,  as  they  are 
taking  a  large  portion  of  its  small  en- 
dowment for  scholarships  which  will  not 
be  needed.  The  sum  proposed  is  too 
small  for  boarders,  and  day  boys  cannot 
go  over  six  miles  to  Halifax.  It 
seems  to  me  that,  in  fact,  there  was 
no  necessity  why  the  Cbuity  Com- 
missioners should  have  touched  this 
school  at  all.  It  was  working  admir- 
ably, and  as  there  was  no  compulsion 
placed  ou  the  Charity  Commissioners 
to  propose  this  scheme  I  cannot  see 
what  justification  there  was  for  de- 
stroying the  school  and  creating  all  this 
trouble  in  the  neighbourhood  when  all 
was  going  on  quietly.   I->think  that  a 
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good  cose  has  been  made  out  for  a  recon- 
sideration of  the  Bcheme. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  am 
told  there  was  no  opposition  to  it.  The 
Charity  CommisBioners  could  not  db 
otherwise. 
•The  Earl  of  CRANBROOK  :  They 
might  have  modified  that  plan.  Hy  iln- 
pression  is  that  there  vaa  no  compulBion 
upon  the  Charitj  Commissioners  to  do 
this,  which  has  been  forced  upon  them 
by  persons  extraneous  to  the  parish,  and 
I  think  there  is  very  good  ground  for 
sending  it  back. 

•Lord  SANDFORD  said,  that  this 
scheme  had  been  dealt  with  pursuaut  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Endowed  Schools 
Acts.  Now,  it  had  been  admitted  bj  the 
Lord  President  that  this  was  a 
public  elementary  school,  and  it  had,  as 
such,  received  a  building  grant  from  the 
Department.  But  the  claim  now  made 
was  that,  it  was  a  grammar  school  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Act  of  1840. 
That  Act,  however,  applied  to  endowed 
schools  for  tbe  education  of  boys  in 
grammar,  and  the  term  "  grammar " 
had  been  construed  by  tbe  Court 
of  Equity  as  having  reference  only 
to  the  dead  languages  —  Greek  and 
Latin.  Mrs.  Gledhill's  foundation  ex- 
tended only  to  reading  and  writing  Eng- 
lish and  casting  accounts,  and  to  such  fur- 
ther learning  as  the  feoffees  should  think 
meet  and  CDnvenient.  That  was  as  good 
a  definition  of  a  public  elementary  school 
as  could  be  given  in  1657.  If  it  was  not 
a  grammar  school  it  would  not  fall  under 
tbe  Endowed  Schools  Act,  but  under  tbe 
Elementary  Education  Act  of  1870,  by 
which  (Section  75)  the  Department 
had  to  deal  with  schools  on  the  pro- 
posal of  the  trustees,  if  a  scheme 
were  wanted.  This  school,  accordingly, 
oould  not  be  dealt  with  b^  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commissioners  ;  tt  was  exempted 
from  their  jurisdiction  by  the  third  sec- 
tion of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act  of 
1873  ;  and  for  that  reason  it  might  be 
well  to  send  it  back  to  tbe  Charity 
Commissioners,  in  order  to  give  them 
an  opportunity  of  re-considering  it. 

Viscount  HALIFAX  said,  in  refer- 
ence to  what  the  noble  Ear)  had  said  in 
opposing  the  Motion,  that  Mrs.  Gledhill 
could  only  show  her  wishes  in  tbe 
matter  by  the  character  and  opinions  of 
the  trustees  she  had  appointed,  no 
doubt  that  was  the  only  way  she  could 

The  Earl  of  Cranbrook 


secure  in  tbe  school  tbe  teaching  «iw 
desired  ;  and,  so  far  from  it  being  the 
fact,  as  had  been  represented,  tlat 
Joshua  Uorton  was  a  Nonconformiet,  it 
was  on  record  that  he  attended  the  daily 
service  of  the  church,  and  had  subscribed 
to  increase  the  income  of  the  incumbent 
of  the  parish.  In  regard  to  the  statemeDt 
that  a  considerable  proportion  of  tbe  io- 
habitanta  of  Barkisland  were  in  favour 
of  this  scheme,  which  was  to  supersede 
that  agreed  upon  in  1861,  he  would  only 
repeat  that  the  Local  Board  had  passed 
resolutions  unanimously  against  it,  and 
that,  at  a  thoroughly  representative 
meeting  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  town, 
a  similar  resolution  bad  been  passed  wiib 
only  one  dissentient  voice. 

On  question  ?  Their  Lordships  di- 
vided : — Coutents  48  ;  Not-Contents  35. 

Resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

LOSS  OF  H.M.S.  "VICTORIA." 

The  lord  CHAMBERLAIN  (Lord 
Carrington)  :  Before  the  House  rise* 
I  ask  your  Lordships'  permission  to  be 
allowed  to  state  that  this  morning  I 
received  Her  Majesty's  commands  that, 
in  consequence  of  the  appalling  catss- 
trophe  which  has  overtaken  the  flagship 
of  the  Mediterranean  Fleet,  the  State  ball 
announced  for  the  evening  is  not  to  taks 
place. 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL.— (No.  61.) 
Returned  from  the  Commona  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

BDDCATION  PROVI8I01VAL  OBDSB  COK- 
FIRHA.TION  (LONDON,  NO.  2)  BILL.— 
[H.L.] 

A  Bill  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  made 
by  the  Education  Department  uader  Ac 
Elementary  Edncatioa  Act,  1870,  to  cDableUic 
School  Btnrd  for  London  to  pat  in  fvce  tbe 
Lands  Clauses  Act — Was  presented  by  th«  Led 
Preddent  (f.  Kimherley.) 

Read  1*  to  be  printed ;  and  referred  lo  the 
Examiners.  (No.  17S.) 

GAS  ORDERS  COKFIRUATION  (NSWSNT, 
&C.)  BILL  [H.L.]— (No.  84.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  order),  aed 
passed,  and  scgitetaytheCf^l&MSkB. 
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LOCAL    GOVEENMBNT  PR0VI8I0KAL 
ORDBBS  (No,  6)  BILL.— (No.  15S.) 
Read  2*  (acoordiog  to  order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  tlie  Whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 

WATER  PROVISIONAL  ORDBBS  (No.  2) 
BILL. 

Read  1^  ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  referred 
to  the  Examiners.    (No.  176.) 

WATBR  PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  S.) 
BILL. 

Read  1"  ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  referred 
to  the  Examiners.    (No.  177.) 

House  ndjouroed  at  a  quarter  past 
Fire  o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 
Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 

Friday,  23rd  June  189S. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
PRIVATE  BUSINESS, 


BIBHINQHAM  CANAL  BILL  \_Lord»\. 

As  amended,  considered. 

A  Clause  (Application  of  Section  24, 
of  the  Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act, 
1888,)  —  {Dr.  Farquharsony) — brought 
up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

•Sir  A.  HICKMAN  (Wolverhampton, 
W.)  Hiiid,  the  effect  of  this  clauMe,  if 
iusertod,  would  seem  to  be  to  postpone 
the  operation  of  the  Railway  and  Canal 
Traffic  Act  as  regarded  the  Birmingham 
Canal  Company,  and  make  the  pro- 
ceeding which  were  taking  place  entirely 
abortive  

*Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  that  as  objec- 
tion was  taken  to  the  Bill  it  would  stand 
over. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 


LONDON,  DBFTTOBD,  AND  GRBSNWICH 
TRAMWAYS  BILL  (»y  Order). 
As  amended,  further  considered. 

*Mb.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) 
rose    to    move    the    following  new 

Clause : — 

"  Section  50,  of  <  The  South  wark  and  Deptford 
Tramways  Act.  1879'  (42  and  43  Vic  o.  72), 
shall  be  amended  bj  leaving  out  at  the  end  of 
the  section  the  words  '  bat  in  no  case  sh^  the 
Company  be  bound  to  charge  a  less  sum  than 
twopence.' " 

He  said  that  from  time  to  time  com- 
plaints had  been  made  with  regard  to  the 

sudden  increase  of  tramway  fares  on 
public  holidays  and  Sundays.  He  pro- 
posed, as  far  as  possible,  to  prevent  that 
by  amending  the  Act  of  1879,  which 
gave  the  company  power  to  charge  fares 
not  exceeding  Id.  per  mile,  a  fraction  of  a 
mile  to  be  deemed  a  mila,  and  which  then 
went  on  to  provide — 

'*  But  in  no  case  Bhall  the  Companj  be  bound 
to  charge  a  less  sum  than  twopenoe." 

It  was  the  latter  part  of  the  clause  he 
wanted  to  do  away  with  by  his  Amend- 
ment. He  did  not  desire  to  make  any 
general  attack  on  ^mways,  which  were 
a  great  boon  to  the  working  classes.  But 
they  were  a  monopoly  which  existed 
through  powers  granted  by  Parliament, 
and  as  a  monopoly  it  was  theur  duty  to 
see  that  these  companies  acted  fairly 
towards  the  public.  The  tramways  were 
in  the  habit  of  reducing  their  fares  even 
below  their  legal  limit.  Tbey  charged 
Id.,  and  1^.  fares,  but  on  public  holidays 
they  suddenly  increased  these  three 
classes  of  fares  to  2d.  under  the  portion 
of  the  clause  to  which  be  bad  referred. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  that  was  very 
wrong  to  the  public.  It  was  an  absurd 
anomialy  it  should  be  stated  in  the  clause 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament  that  the  charge 
should  be  not  more  than  Id.  per  mile  if 
these  companies  wore  then  to  be  allowed 
to  charge  2d.  for  one  mile,  which  in  the 
majority  of  cases  was  all  the  distance 
people  desired  to  travel  on  the  tramways. 
He  desired  to  get  this  clause  struck  out 
in  the  case  of  every  Tramway  Company, 
and  especially  in  London,  for  it  was 
almost  entir^y  in  Loudon  that  this 
excessive  charge  was  made.  He  heard 
he  was  to  be  opposed  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  this  matter.    He-was  sorry  for 
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this,  because  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  protect  the  public  in  such 
cases.  He  had  always  noticed,  however, 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  had  nerer  done 
their  duty  towards  the  public  with  regard 
both  to  tramways  and  railways.  They 
had  allowed — iu  London,  at  any  rate — 
tramways  to  be  buitt  in  a  roost  improper 
maoDer,  and  they  had  permitted  such 
clauses  as  he  complained  of  to,  be  in- 
inserted  in  Biils  without  any  attempt 
whatever  to  protect  the  public.  Finding 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  were  not  doing 
their  duty,  within  the  Ust  10  years  the 
Local  Authorities  had  turned  their  atten- 
tion to  these  matters  themselves,  and 
Tramway  Companies  had  been  compelled 
to  construct  their  tramways  so  that  there 
would  be  as  little  danger  as  possible 
to  the  public.  These  remarks  were  even 
more  applicable  to  the  case  of  railways. 
He  understood  the  Board  of  Trade  were 
going  to  contend  that  to  do  away  with 
this  right  to  charge  2d.  for  one  mile 
or  fraction  of  a  mile  would  damage 
rather  than  benefit  the  public.  He 
would  point  out  that  Tramway  Com- 
panies did  not  reduce  their  fares  for 
the  benefit  of  the  public,  but  for  their 
own  benefit.  They  found  they  made 
money  by  it,  and  they  had  no  right  to 
increase  these  fares  in  the  particular 
occasions  of  holidays.  He  disclaimed 
any  animosity  whatever  againat  this 
particular  company,  which,  he  was  told, 
did  not  increase  their  fares  on  Sundays, 
as  some  companies  did.  He  was  obliged 
to  bring  the  question  forward  now, 
because  this  company  was  before  the 
House  of  Commons  at  the  present 
moment.  His  idea  was  to  get  this  clause 
altered  in  every  Act  of  Parliament  re- 
ferring to  tramways  in  this  country.  It 
was  a  great  hardship  that  working  men 
and  their  families  should  be  compelled  to 
pay  double  the  fare  they  expected,  which 
was  a  serious  matter  indeed  to  them  with 
their  straiteneil  resources,  which  made 
every  Id.  of  the  greatest  possible  im- 
portance. He  begged  to  move  the 
Amendment. 

A  Clause  (Amendment  of  s.  50  of 
Southwark  and  Deptford  Tramways 
Act,  1879,)— (^r.  A.  C.  Morton,)— 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  A.  C.  Morton 


The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundslla,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  said,  the  hoD.  Member  had 
prefaced  his  statement  by  some  obeerva- 
tions  as  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  which 
he  would  hardly  have  made  if  he  had  fatd 
any  experience  of  that  Body.   He  wonM 
put  the  House  in  possession  of  the  actual 
facts  of  the  case,  and  they  could  then 
judge  whether  the  bon.  (^ntleman  had 
any  gronnds  for  his  present  proposal. 
The  London,  Deptford,  and  Greeavid 
Tramways  Company  was  a  company 
which  was  established  in  1879.    It  laD 
through  the  very  poorest  districts  is 
London;    it  had    carried    more  tbao 
50,000,000  of  people,  and  had  never  yet 
paid  a  dividend  of  more  tliau  one-half  per 
cent.     For   three  years  they  paid  no 
dividend  at  all,  and  they  charged  the 
lowest  tramway  fares  in  London.  They 
had  a  statutory  right  to  charge  Id.  per 
mile,  but,  instead  of  doing  that,  they  only 
charged  Id.  for  2^  miles  and  1^.  for  the 
whole  distance  of  3^  miles.    The  Bill 
now  before  the  House  had  no  refcxenee 
to  tolls  whatever,  but  simply  asked  for 
an  extension  of  tiuie  for  completing  cer- 
tain  works.    The  only  comprint  against 
the  Tramway  Company  was  that  on  three 
Bank  holidays  in  the  year,  when  ihrgo 
crowds  went  from  Loudon  to  Greenwich, 
and  wheu  it  was  impossible  to  measure 
short   distances   and   take    Id.    to  be 
regulated  by  the  distauce,  they  allowed 
the  passengers  to  go  the  whole  distaoes 
for  1^.    Because  the  company  did  this 
three  times  in  the  yeu*  the  hou.  Gentle- 
man wanted  to  introduce  this  Amend- 
ment  into  the  Company^s  Bill,  and  to 
make  it  an  exception  to  every  other 
Tramway  Company — although  it  ws» 
one  which  charged  the  lowest  fares — by 
depriving  it  of  the  power  of  fixing  & 
minimum  fare  of  2d.,  which  they  practi- 
cally never  exercised.    He  really  thought 
the  hon.  Member  had  made  out  no  case 
for  interference,  and  he  appealed  to  him 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment.    He  would 
point  out  that  Clause  55  in  this  Bill 
actually  gave  the  power  to  anj  Local 
Authority — the  London  County  CouneU 
to  wit — to  go  before  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  complain  of  this  Tramway  Company 
if  it  should  at  any  time  charge  a  fan 
in  excess  of  its  powers,  and,  what  wis 
more,  the  Board  of  Trade  had  a  general 
power  in  such  cases  to  reduce  the  fores. 
Th^  hon.  Gentleman  stiould,  therefore,. 
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Mr.  LABOUCHERE  intimated  that 
he  should  support  the  Amendment  if  tt 
were  pressed  to  a  Division. 

Mr.  BABROW  said,  this  Amendment 
was  moved  altogether  on  indisrriminate 
grounds.  The  hoii.  Member  for  Peter- 
borough said  that  whenever  a  Tramway 
Bill  came  up  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
oppose  it. 

•Mr.  A.  C.  MORTON  ;  I  said  nothing 
of  the  kind.  I  simply  said  I  should  try  to 
make  in  every  case  the  same  Amendment 
as  in  this. 

Mr.  Barrow  said^  the  injustice  and 
inequality  came  iu  in  the  Amendment, 
because  the  circumstances  of  the  various 
tramways  differed  very  much;  aud  if  the 
hoD.  Member  were  to  discriminate  in  his 
criticism  aud  treatment,  they  might  have 
more  tolerance  for  what  he  said  in  the 
matter.  He  was  fiot  aware  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  or  represented  any  iuterosts 
in  the  districts  coucemed,  aud  he  should 
have  attached  more  value  to  the  matter  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  discussed  the 
question  with  some  of  the  Representatives 
of  the  district.  He  (Mr.  Barrow)  repre- 
sented a  great  part  of  the  district  through 
which  this  tramway  ran,  and  he  was  pre- 
pared to  say  that  the  iuhabitauts  would 
very  much  like  to  see  this  measure 
carried.  It  was  for  their  convenience 
that  this  tramway  should  exist  and  be 
maintained.  The  working  men  of  the 
district  would  suffer,  instead  of  be  bene- 
fited, if  this  Amendment  were  passed. 
This  Tramway  Company  had  been  in 
existence  for  many  years,  they  had  sacri- 
ficed their  own  profits  in  the  interests  of 
the  poor  working  men  of  the  neighbour- 
hood, and  they  did  not  intend  to  take 
advantage,  even  in  the  holidays,  of  exact- 
ing the  fares  which  tlieir  statutory  powers 
entitled  them  to — of  Id.  per  mile.  He 
had  no  interest  in  the  company,  but  he 
certainly  had  an  iuterest  iu  bis  con- 
stituent!*, aud  he  cousidered  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Peterborough  were  to 
have  his  way  in  the  matter  this  Tramway 
Company  would  very  soon  cease  to  exist, 
aud  the  people  of  Bermondsey  and 
Rotherhithe  would  have  no  reason  to  be 
satisfied  with  the  action  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mr.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbiiry.  E.) 
said,  the  point  the  hon.  Member  for  Peter- 
borough wished  to  bring  before  the  House 
was  that  Tramway  Companies  were  in 
the  habit  of  increasing  their  fares  at 
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be  a  little  more  careful  and  not  make 
statements  as  to  there  being  no  protection 
to  working  men.  He  hoped  tiie  Amend- 
ment would  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  these  tramways  were  in  the  nature 
of  monopolies,  and  when  they  came  to 
ask  for  something  beyond  what  had 
already  been  given,  it  seemed  to  him  only 
reasonable  that  they  on  their  side  had 
a  right  to  make  a  demand  on  the  com- 
panies  

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  There  is  nothing 
the  company  is  asking  for  in  this  case 
except  an  extension  of  time  to  enable 
them  to  complete  a  portion  of  their  line. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  they  knew 
perfectly  well  that  an  extension  of  time 
in  such  cases  was  an  enormous  conces- 
sioD.  What  was  it  his  hon.  Friend  asked 
for  by  his  Amendment  ?  That  these 
tramways  should  charge  on  holidays  tb.e 
same  as  they  charged  on  other  days. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  replied  that  this 
was  a  poor  company  which  did  not  make 
a  large  dividend. 

Mr.  barrow  (Southwark,  Ber- 
moadsey) :  It  makes  none. 

Hr.  IfABOUCHERE  would  like  to 
know  what  was  the  capital  of  the  com- 
pany, and  he  shonld  like  to  go  into  the 
amount  of  free  shares  given  and  all 
about  the  contracts.  He  did  not  believe 
in  this  sort  of  thing.  When  a  company 
coDStnicted  a  tramway  on  a  public  road 
they  did  it  at  their  own  risk  and  peril, 
and  if  they  did  not  believe  it  would  turn 
out  an  exceedingly  good  thing  they 
would  not  do  it.  Theu  they  came  there 
and  asked  for  further  time,  and  that 
House  had  a  right,  as  a  condition  to 
granting  that  further  time,  to  require  that 
the  company  should  charge  on  holidays 
the  same  fares  as  it  charged  on  other  days. 
There  was  a  special  and  legitimate  reason 
why  the  chnrge  should  be  the  same  on 
holidays.  Perseus  on  holiday  were  apt  to 
spend  a  good  deal  of  money.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  seemed  to  think  that  when 
poor  people  had  a  holiday  money  was 
going  to  rain  upon  them  

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  This  company 
does  not  charge  more  on  holidays  than 
on  other  days  for  the  through  distance, 
and  the  traffic  is  almost  entirely  a  through 
distance  trafiic.  All  the  charge  is  l^d. 
for  3^  miles,  although  they  have  a  statu- 
tory right  to  charge  Id.  per  mile. 
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holiday  times.  This  might  be  a  very 
poor  company,  but  if  it  increaaed  its  fares 
at  holiday  times  it  was  the  very  poorest 
class  who  would  have  to  pay  these  iu- 
creased  fares,  and  what  they  desired  in 
Bills  of  this  description  was  to  protest 
against  the  alteration  and  increase  of 
ffUQB  on  the  very  days  that  the  poorer 
classes  were  anxious  to  avail  themselves 
of  the  tramways  in  order  to  visit  the 
parks  and  other  places.  He  thought  if 
they  were  wise  those  companies  which 
had  been  in  the  habit  of  altering  their 
fares  on  the  occasion  of  holidays  would 
tftbe  a  note  of  warning  from  the  Debate 
of  this  afternoon,  and  would  understand 
that  they  were  not  to  be  allowed  to  sweat 
the  working  classes  by  the  imposition  of  in- 
creased fares  on  almost  the  only  occasions 
on  which  the  working  classes  had  the 
opportunity  of  using  the  trams. 

Mr.  £.  H.  BAYLEY  (Camberwell,N.) 
expressed  the  opinion  that  in  the  districts 
most  specially  concerned  there  was  not 
the  slightest  feeling  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Peterborough,  but  quite  the  contrary. 
This  tramway  ran  through  districts 
inhabited  by  a  poor  population,  and  it 
carried  people  a  distance  of  Z\  or  3^ 
miles  for  1^.  It  was  in  consequence  of 
the  smalloess  of  the  fares  that  he 
attributed  the  circumstance  of  the  com- 
pany paying  no  dividend.  He  pointed  out 
that  the  effect  of  passing  this  Amendment 
would  be,  in  all  probability,  to  reduce  the 
income  of  the  company  ;  and  the  result 
would  be  that  the  company  would  either  be 
extinguished,  to  the  great  loss  of  the  poor 
population  of  the  districts,  or  the  com- 
pany would  have  to  recoup  themselves 
for  increased  expenses  by  reducing  the 
wages  of  their  employes,  which  he 
ventured  to  think  would  be  a  very  un- 
desirable state  of  things. 

Db.  CLAKK  (Caithness)  observed 
that  the  London  Railway,  Tramway, 
and  OmnlbuR  Companies  were  iu  the 
habit  of  charging  double  fares  on 
holidays,  which  often  led  to  a  deal  of 
trouble.  In  the  Bill  which  related  to 
this  company  it  was  laid  down  that  they 
should  not  charge  more  than  Id.  a  mile, 
or  a  less  minimum  than  2d.  All  his  hon. 
Friend  by  his  Amendment  wished  to  do 
was  to  take  away  the  right  to  charge  2d. 
for  any  distance,  and  even  if  that  were 
assented  to  the  company  would  still 
retain  the  right  to  a  fare  of  Id.  a  mile.  ' 
Mr.  Rowlands 


•Sib  A.  ROLLIT  (Isliogtoa,  S.) 
sympathised  with  the  desire  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Peterborough  to  reduce fsres, 
and  if  he  had  proceeded  by  means  of  i 
general  Bill,  as  he  had  in  some  other 
cases,  he  should  have  supported  the  boo. 
Member,  as  be  had  done  previously.  In 
this  particular  instance,  however,  it  ma 
shown  there  was  not  room  for  a  redae* 
tion,  and  the  fares  charged  even  on  holi- 
days were  below  the  maximum.  He 
did  not  think,  under  the  circumstaiwei, 
that  this  was  a  case  in  which  such  t 
proposal  as  the  hon.  Member  suggested 
could  be  put  in  force;  and  he  would, 
therefore,  press  upon  him  the  desirabiUtj 
of  withdrawing  his  Amendment^  and 
dealing  with  the  question  as  he  hsd 
suggested,  instead  of  by  opposing  each  of 
several  Private  Bills  introduced  for  other 
purposes. 

•Mb.  MORTON  said,  be  should  be  glsd 
to  be  able  to  adopt  the  hon.  Grentlemui'B 
suggestion,  but  it  would  be  impowible 
to  get  such  a  Bill  passed  within  any 

reasonable  time. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  103  ;  Noea 
118. — (Division  List,  No.  167.) 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  223 
and  243  be  suspended,  and  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  the  ^ird  time.  —  {Dr. 
Farquharson.) 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
QUESTIOyS. 


BXPENDITtJRE  ON  PUBLIC  WORKS  K 

INDIA. 

Mb.  NAOROJI  (Fidsbury,  Central) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretuj  of 
State  for  India  if  he  will  state,  out  of 
the  total  racpeuditure  (including  capital 
expenditure  on  public  works)  of 
Rs.85d,000,000  for  the  year  1890-91, 
what  total  amount  (distingnishin^ 
Military  and  Civil  Services)  was  paid  in 
India  and  in  England  for  salaries, 
pensions,  and  all  sorts  of  allowances  to 
Europeans  in  all  departments  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOE  INDIA  (Mr.  Georgk 
Russell,  North  Beds.)  :  This  questioa 
cannot  be  answered  accurately  wt^ont 
an  cUWte  m|ai,^(m  Jggjg  B«  d. 
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total  amouut  as  to  which  my  hoo.  Frieod 
asks  for  iuformatioD  may  he  approxi- 
mately estimated  at  14«d93,000  tens  of 
rupees. 

ENGINE-ROOM  RATINGS. 
Mr.  PENN  (Lewisham)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  there  is  a  serious  deficiency  in 
the  eogiue-roora  ratings  of  ships  ordered 
to  be  mobilised  in  case  of  emergency  at 
Fortsmoath,  Chatham,  and  Devonport ; 
and,  if  BO,  whether  he  will  state  the 
numbers  deficient  in  the  several  ratings, 
and  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  increase 
the  numbers  ;  and  whether  any  difficulty 
is  found  in  supplying  a  sufficient  number 
of  engineers,  engiue-roora  artificers,  and 
stokers  to  ships  ordered  to  be  mobilised 
for  the  Autumn  Manoeuvres  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe) :  With  reserves 
called  out,  there  is  a'sufficieocy  of  engine- 
room  ratings  for  all  the  ships  to  be 
mobilised  in  case  of  emergency.  With 
reference  to  the  second  part  of  the  ques- 
tion, no  difficulty  is  found. 

DUBLIN,  WICKLOW,  AND  WBXFOBD 
RAILWAY. 

Mb.  dank  (Fermanagh,  N.):  I  beg  to 
aak  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
is  he  aware  that  great  apprehension 
exists  amongst  the  public  in  the  Dublin 
Pembroke  Township  owing  to  the 
dangerous  condition  of  the  bridges 
carrying  the  Dublin,  Wicklow,  and 
Wexford  Railway  over  Bath  Avenue 
and  South  Letts  Road  ;  and  whether  he 
will  take  immediate  steps  to  enforce  their 
re-cou9truction  in  compliance  with  the 
recommendations  contained  in  the  Report 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  Inspector  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  I  have  communicated  with 
the  company,  and  they  state  that,  a 
sketch  plan  for  strengthening  the  bridge 
having  been  examined  by  the  Inspector 
to  the  Board  of  Trade,  a  finished  plan  is 
now  being  prej)ared  for  transmission  to 
him  for  approval,  and  that  no  time  is 
being  lost.  I  have  given  instructions 
that  the  company  shall  be  urged  to  push 
on  the  work  as  fast  as  possible. 


THE  RIVER  SCARIFF. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Clare,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  portions  of  the  river  leading 
to  Scariff  are  dangerous  to  navigation 
because  of  boulders  appearing  near  the 
surface,  and  that  a  boat  sustained  in- 
juries some  time  ago  because  of  the  dan- 
gerous .state  of  the  river ;  and  whether 
gome  steps  can  be  taken  to  remove  the 
obstructions  coraplaiued  of  aud  make  the 
river  safe  for  boats  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  kor 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Mohley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  Board  of  Works  Imve 
instructed  their  District  Engineer  to  in- 
quire into  and  report  on  this  matter  ;  bat 
owing  to  other  engagements  he  cannot 
do  this  for  some  dajrs.  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  will  be  good  enough  to  repeat 
the  question  in  a  fortnight. 

EVICTED  TENANTS  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,*  K.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  could 
state  to  the  House  how  many  evicted 
tenants  were  out  of  their  holdings  in 
August  last,  aud  how  many  have  been 
reinstated  up  to  the  1st  June  last ;  and 
whether  he  can  give  the  figures 
separately  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
estates  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  For  the  reasons 
referred  to  in  my  reply  to  a  somewhat 
similar  question  addressed  to  me  on  the 
28th  April  last  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Iluuts,  I  fear  it  is  not  possible 
to  supply  the  information  now  asked  for. 

Mb.  BARTLEY  :  Then  aro  we  to 
understand  that  there  has  been  no  result 
from  the  consideraUe  expenditure  and 
inconvenience  caused  by  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Commission  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  liifornmtion  is 
given  in  the  Report  with  regard  to  the 
number  of  evicted  tenants  and  new 
tenants,  or  planters  as  they  are  called  ; 
and  if  the  hon.  Member  wishes  that  in- 
formation brought  up  to  date  I  will  see 
what  can  be  done.  I  do  not,  however, 
think  it  is  expedient. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
May  I  ask  whether  the  Returns  appear- 
ing in  the  Report  were  furnished  by  the 
police,  or  were  they  merely  sent  in  by 
the  tenants  ?  C^ntr\cf]i> 
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Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  afraid  I  can- 
Dot  answer  that  without  uotice. 

NEW^  MAIL  SEBVICB  BETWEEN 
AUSTRALIA  AND  CANADA. 

Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmnstcr  General  whe- 
ther he  has  observed  a  Cbble  message 
from  Vancouver,  announcing  the  arrival 
of  the  Miowera^  the  pioneer  aleamship  of 
the  new  service  from  Australia  to  Canada, 
subsidised  bj  the  Canadian  and  New 
South  Wales  Governments  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  Minwera  has  brought  a 
mail  from  Australia  to  England  made  up 
by  the  Sydney  and  Brisbane  Postal 
Authorities ;  whether  lie  has  noticed 
that  the  Miowera  accomptished  the 
voyage  from  Brisbane,  her  last  Australian 
port  of  call,  to  Vancouver  in  19  days, 
being  two  days  in  advance  of  her  adver- 
tised time  of  arrival  ;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  foregoing,  and  having  regard 
to  the  fact  that  tUe  steamers  engaged  in 
this  new  service  connect  with  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  therefore 
offer  exceptional  advantages  as  a  postal 
ronte,  passing  through  no , foreign  terri- 
tory* between  Great  Britain  and  Aus- 
tralia, he  will  consider  the  advisability  of 
ntilising  this  new  service  for  Imperial 
postal  purposes  when  opportunity  offers  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLET,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  I 
have  seen  statements  in  the  Press  of  the 
arrival  at  Vancouver  of  the  vessel  named 
in  the  question  ;  but  I  have  received  no 
official  information  as  to  the  despatch  of 
mails  from  Australia  for  England  by  that 
steamer.  According  to  the  newspaper 
aunouncemeats,  whatever  mails  may 
have  been  despatched  for  England  on 
the  occasion  referred  to  have  been  sent 
from  Canada  to  New  York,  and  are  to 
arrive  in  the  German  steamer  Victoria 
Augusta.  I  am  fully  alive  to  the 
advantage  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  route 
as  a  possible  route  through  British 
Dominions  befween  this  country  and 
some  of  her  Eastern  Dependencies,  and 
shall  watch  with  interest  the  develop- 
ment of  the  new  service. 

BRIGADE-SUKGEON  JOYNT. 
Db.  KENNY  (Dnblin,  College  Green): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (1)  whether  his  attention 

baa  been  called  to  the  fact  that,  although 
Brigade-Surgeon  Joynt,  in   1883,  was 


promised  by  the  Bombay  Government 
promotion   to    the    rank    of  Deputy 
Surgeon-General  on  the  expiration,  in 
June,   1884}  of  the  term  of  office  fA 
Surgeou-Genaral  Hewlett,  who  then  held 
the  post,  ou  the  expiration  of  his  term  of 
office   iu   June,  1884,  Surgeon-General 
Hewlett  was  re-nppoiuted  for  another 
term  of  four  years ;  (2)  whether  there 
was  any  precedent  for  such  a  course,  and 
why  was  it  sanctioned  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  ;  (3)  will  he  explain 
on  what  grounds,  when  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment recommended  that   a  super- 
numerary    Deputy     Surgeon  -  General 
should  be  appointed  for  Bombay  dnriug 
the  extra  term  of  service  of  Sui^eon- 
General  Hewlett,  their  recommen&tion 
was  adopted  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  lodto,  and  Dr.  Cook  was  appointed 
to  that  position  instead  of  Dr.  Joynt,  to 
whom   it  had  been  promised  ;   (4)  for 
what   reason   was  Dr.  Cook  promoted, 
seeing   that   he   had   been  previously 
declared  ineligible  for  promotion  ;  (5)  is 
he  aware  that  Dr.  Joynt  has  been  com- 
pelled by  the  Rules  of  the  Service  lo 
retire  at  58  years   of  age,  his  pension 
being  £550  instead  of  £700,  to  which  he 
would  have  been  entitled  bad  fae  re- 
ceived the  promotion  promised  to  him ; 
(6)  and  whether,  seeing  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  Bombay,  with  a  full  knowledge 
of  his  services  and  the  facts  of  his  case, 
recommended  that  Dr.  Joynt  should  be 
awarded  the  full  pension  of  £700,  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  will  now 
advise  the  adoption  of  that  recommenda- 
tion ? 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  :  (1.) 
Brigaiie-Surgeon  Joynt  was  never  pro- 
mised the  promotion  which  fae  claimed. 
(2)  The  Secretary  of  State  is  not  awaic 
of  any  precedent,  but  the  appointment 
was  not  contrary  lo  any  rule.  (3)  The 
Government  of  Bombay,  in  the  exercise 
of  their  discretion,  recommended  Dr. 
Cook,  the  Senior  Brigade- Surgeon,  for 
the  supernumerary  Deputy  Surgeon- 
Generalship  created  to  compensMte  the 
Bombay  Medical  Service  for  the  ukps  of 
promotion  caused  by  Dr.  Hewlett'A^  re- 
appointment. Dr.  Joynt,  as  alreA^y 
stated,  had  not  been  promised  promotion. 
(4)  Dr.  Cook  had  not  been  declared 
ineligible  for  the  promotion  which  he 
received.  (5)  Had  Dr.  Joynt  been  pro- 
moted and  allowed  to  remain  in  thej 
Service  he  would  have  received  a  highej 
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pension  ;  but,  as  stated,  he  was  never 
promised  promotion.  (6)  The  Govero- 
ment  of  Bombay  recommended  that 
Brigade-Snrgeoo  Joy  nt  should  be  aUowe<l 
to  have  bis  service  extended  in  order  ih*t 
he  might  then  qualify  for  the  higher 
pension  of  £700  ;  but  the  Secretary  of 
State  in  CouDcil  did  not  consider  that 
such  extension  would  be  consistent  with 
the  lotere.iCs  of  the  Public  Service. 

Dr.  KENNY  :  In  consequence  of  the 
answer  just  given,  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  I  will,  on  the  Estimates,  call  attention 
to  this  case  of  gross  hardship  and  in- 
justice. 

PRISON  CLERKS  AMD  STOBKKEEPERS. 

Mr.  graham  (St.  Pancras,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  he  can 
now  state  to  the- House  the  result  of  his 
inquiry  on  4th  February  last,  into  the 
cose  of  the  clerks  and  storekeepers  of 
Her  Majesty's  prisons  ;  whether,  in  view 
of  the  Report  of  the  Departmental  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry  of  1886  for  the  amal- 
gamatioD  of  the  first  and  second  class 
clerks,  but  not  yet  carried  out,  he  will 
now  recommend  such  amalgamation ; 
and  whether,  in  the  event  of  such  amal- 
gamation, ho  will  recommeud  that  the 
present  second  class  clerks  shall  each 
be  awarded  the  sum  of  £25  per  annum, 
granted  to  the  second  class  clerks  on 
promotion  iu  1H90,  and  thus  remove  the 
anomaly  of  clerks  performing  duties  of 
signal  responsibility,  and  in  some  cases 
only  a  few  months  senior,  receiving  a 
higher  salary  of  £25  per  annum  in  per- 
petuity ? 

The  secretary  ok  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.) :  As  regards  the 
first  paragraph,  I  have  to  Hay  that  my 
inquiries  into  the  case  of  the  prison 
clerks  went  to  sliow  that  their  grievaacc 
ro'^ted  on  a  block  iu  promotion.  A 
aimilAr  grievance  exists  iu  varying 
degrees  in  almost  every  department ;  but 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  in  the  case  of  the 
prison  clerks  only  one  second  class  clerk 
has,  up  to  the  present,  attained  the 
maKiraura  of  his  scale.  The  case  of  the 
prison  clerks  has  been  fnlly  considered 
both  by  myself  and  the  Treasury,  and 
the  conclusion  arrived  at  was  that  it  had 
been  met,  so  far  as  was  reasonably 
practicable,  by  the  material  improvements 
in  the  position  of  the  staff  effected  in 


1890,  when  the  maximum  of  the  second 
class  was  raised  from  £130  to  £150,  and 
the  number  of  the  first  class  was  raised 
by  proraotiou  from  the  second  from  43  to 
92,  while  that' of  the  second  was  reduced 
from  139  to  88.  As  regards  the  second 
and  third  paragraphs,  I  adhere  to  the 
view  of  my  predecessor,  that  it  is  not 
adviaable  to  amalgamate  the  first  and 
secoud  classes  of  clerks  as  recommended 
by  the  Committee  which  reported  iu 
1890. 

EDINBURGH  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE. 

Mr.  DALZI£L  (Kirkcaldy,  &c.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whetiia* 
he  is  aware  that  on  successive  occasions 
there  have  been  recommended  for  pro- 
motion to  the  rank  of  second  class 
assistant  superintendent  at  Edinburgh 
two  officers  of  the  "  clerks  "  class,  who 
are  not,  and  never  have  been,  capable  of 
performing  the  duties  of  au  officer  of  the 
lowe.st  grade  of  operators,  but  who,  as 
assistant  superintendents,  will  be  called 
upon  to  supervise  operators  of  all  classes; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  vacancy 
has  existed  stuee  August,  1892,  and  that 
the  duties  during  that  interval  have  been 
discharged  by  men  whose  practical  know- 
ledge is  indi.<4putuble  ;  and  is  it  intended 
that  these  men,  who,  in  some  instances, 
possess  longer  service,  shall  be  super- 
seded ? 

Mr.  A.MORLEY:  The  hon.  Member 
appears  to  be  under  a  slight  misappre- 
honsion.  The  fact  is,  that  last  autumn 
a  clerk  on  the  Telegraph  Establishment 
in  Edinburgh  was  recommended  for  pro- 
motion to  a  vacancy  then  existing  on 
the  second  class  of  assistant  superintend- 
ents. This  clerk  was  second  on  his  class, 
and,  although  in  other  respects  au  excel- 
lent officer,  I  was  not  satisfied  that  ho 
possessed  the  necessary  technical  know- 
ledge, as  the  special  duties  he  had  been 
performing  had  exeluded  him  from  the 
opportunity  of  acquiring  it.  In  this 
respect,  he  and  the  senior  clerk  on  the 
class,  who  was  also  an  excellent  officer, 
stood  on  the  same  footing,  and  before 
deciding  the  matter  I  considered  that  an 
opportunity  should  be  afforded  to  them 
both  of  showing  whether  they  could 
acquire  the  necessary  technical  knowledge. 
For  this  purpose,  a  certain  period  of  pro- 
bation was  fixed,  and  until  that  period 
has  expired  tlie  matter  will  not  be 
decided.    It  is  obvious  th^t  until  the 
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technical  kuowledge  was  acquired,  ttie 
clerk  recommended  could  not  be  placed 
on  the  duty,  and  that,  in  the  meantime, 
this  duty  had  to  be  otherwise  provided 
for. 

Mk.  DALZIKL  :  Then,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  since  the  recommendation  was 
made,  the  gentleman  recommended  faaa 
beeu  engHged  in  acquiring  the  necessary 
knowledge  for  the  post.  Is  it  to  the  iii- 
terestof  the  Public  Service  that  he  should 
be  given  a  year  in  which  to  learn  his 
duties  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  He  was  allowed 
six  mouths,  and  not  a  year.  In  all  other 
respects  he  was  thoroughly  well  qualified 
for  the  post. 

TIMBER  BATES  ON  THE  NORTH  BRITISH 
RAILWAY. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  North  British  Rail- 
way Company  has  increased  the  rate  of 
timber  between  I/eith  and  Kirkcaldy 
from  2s.  8d.  to  48.  per  ton,  and  of  furni- 
ture from  12s.  Id.  to  ISs  ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  General 
Manager  of  the  North  British  Company 
stated  before  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  when  the  Kirkcaldy  and 
District  Railway  Bill  was  under  con- 
sideration, that  the  rates  between  the 
places  named  had  not  been,  and  would 
not  l>e,  advanced  because  of  the  erectiou 
of  the  Forth  Bridge,  he  will  take  steps 
to  induce  the  North  British  Company  to 
revert  to  the  rates  formerly  in  force  ? 

Mk.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  commu- 
nicated with  the  Company  upon  the  sub- 
ject (if  the  hon.  Member's  question,  and 
the  Manager  informs  me  that  the  former 
rates  were  unduly  low  for  the  distance, 
and  their  coutlnuance  could  not  be  justi- 
fied. He  adds  that  in  the  general  revi- 
sion the  Company  found  it  necessary  to 
increase  the  rates  to  bring  them  into 
conformity  with  other  rates  for  similar 
distances.  I  have  uo  power  of  further 
interference. 

Mr.  BARRY  (Wexford,  S.)  :  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  iiware  that  the 
North  British  liuilway  Company  have 
also  advanced  their  rates  for  general  mer- 
chandise from  30  to  60  per  cent.,  and 
have,  in  spite  of  repeated  promises,  re- 
fused to  revert  to  the  old  rates  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  that  question. 

itfr.  A*  Morlejf 


RE-DIRECTED  CIBCUI^ABS   AND  POST 
CARDS  FROM  ABROAD. 
Me.HENNIKER  HEATON:  Ibegto 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  if  he  will  ex- 
plain on  what  grounds  circulars  and  post- 
cards arriving  in  this  country  from  traders, 
lottery  agents,  aud  others  on  the  Conti- 
nent, if  directed  to  a  place  of  residence 
which  has  been  given  up  by  the  ad* 
dressee,  are  re-directed  and  delivered  free 
by  the  British  Post  Office,  the  whole  of 
the  postage  on  which  circulars  is  retained 
by  the  Governments  of  the  countries  of 
origin,  aud    in  respect  of   which  the 
English  Post  Office  does  all  the  work 
without  remuuerattou  ;  while  the  British 
Post  Office  refuses  to  re-direct  anddeliva- 
free  circulars  and  postcards  from  mer- 
chants and  traders  in  this  country,  the 
whole  of  the  postage  on  which  is  received 
by  the  British  Government ;  whether 
he  will  give  instructions  to  allow  our 
countrymen  the  same  advantages  as  are 
enjoyed  by  foreigners  in  this  respect ; 
and  whether  he  is  aware  that  a  Bri^ 
postman  frequently  delivers  free  a  re- 
addressed  letter  posted  in  this  eountrr, 
but  is  instructed  to  demand  a  fine  for 
the  delivery  of  a  British  circular  re-ad- 
dressed, and  carried  by  him  in  the  saine 
bundle,  or  bag,  with  the  letter  referred 
to? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY :  The  fr«e  re- 
direction in  this  country  of  postal  packets 
of  all  kinds  received  from  abroad  is  one 
of  the  obligations  assumed  by  the  Post 
Office  of  the  United  Kingdom  under  the 
Postal  Union  Convention,  and  I  maj- 
point  out  that  it  is  our  own  countrymen, 
and  not  foreigners,  as  suggested  in  tbeqnes- 
tioo,  who  are  thus  exempted  from  charge, 
although  foreigners,  of  coarse,  benefit 
from  die  reciprocal  arrangements  which 
apply  alntwd  to  correspondence  sent  out 
from  this  country.  I  stated  only  a  few 
nights  ago,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Peterborough,  that  I  could  not  see  my 
way  to  depart  from  the  decieiou  of  the 
late  Government  confining  the  free  re- 
direction of  inland  postal  packets  to 
letters.  In  regard  to  the  last  question 
of  the  hon.  Member,  it  must,  of  conzse, 
be  the  case  that  re-directed  letters,  on 
which  no  charge  is  made,  and  re-directed 
circulars  for  the  same  address,  which  an 
liable  to  charge,  are  sometimm  found  in 
the  hands  of  the  same  postman. 
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Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  :  I  do 
appeal  to  the  right  hoD.  G-eutleman  to 
re-cousider  his  decision  to  take  away 
that  right  with  regard  to  the  re-directiou 
of  letters  which  Members  of  this  House 
and  the  public  geuerallj  have  hitherto 

INDIAN  PENSIONS  TO  .EUROPEANS. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Seksretary  of  State 
for  India  (1)  whether  a  Mr.  Willmott, 
holding  the  appointment  of  Assistant 
Political  and  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Niaam  of  Hyderabad,  has  induced  that 
State  to  grant  aunuities  of  Kb.60O  each 
per  annum  to  his  four  sons  for  their 
lives  ;  (2)  under  what  circumstances  the 
Resident  of  Hyderabad  sanctioned  these 
grants  ;  and  (3)  vhetfaer  tlie  grants  are 
in  direct  contravention  of  the  Rules  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  as  regards 
the  employment  of  Europeans  in  Native 
States? 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL:  Mr. 
Willmott  is  not,  and  never  iias  been,  in 
the  service  of  the  Government  of  India  ; 
uor  is  he  under  its  control.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  has  not  heard  of  the  grants 
referred  to.  (2)  Such  grants  would  not 
require  the  sanction  of  the  Resident ; 
nor  has  the  Government  of  India  any 
control  over  the  details  of  the  financial 
administration  of  Hyderabad.  (3)  The 
Secretary  of  State,  as  at  present  advised, 
has  n  )  reason  to  suppose  that  the  persons 
to  whom  grants  are  said  to  have  been 
made  are  in  the  empioymeut  of  the 
Hyderabad  State ;  nor  ia  he  aware 
whether  or  not  they  are  Europeans. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  :  I  hope  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  further  inquire  into  this 
matter. 

OSTBND  TRAWLERS  AND  LOWESTOFT 
FISHING  BOATS. 
Mr.  harry  FOSTER  (Suffolk, 
Lowestoft)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  if  his  attention  has  been 
.called  to  the  fact  that,  on  Thursday  night 
last,  a  Lowestoft  fishing  boat,  beloiigiiif; 
to  Mr.  T.  E.  Thirtle,  while  fishiuj^  about 
eight  miles  east  of  Lowestoft,  had  its 
nets  trawled  into  by  an  Osteod  trawler  ; 
and  that,  on  Friday  night  last,  two 
liOwestof  t  fiahiug  boats,  belonging  respec- 
tively to  Mr.  W.  Turrell  and  Mr.  G. 
Watford,  endured  a  similar  experience 
from  an  Ostend  trawler  when  fishingabout 


seven  miles  east  of  Lowestoft ;  whether 
these  facts  were  duly  reported  to  Her 
Majesty's  Customs  at  Lowestoft  on 
Saturday  morning,  with  the  request  that 
the  one  guuboat,  now  on  the  station  for 
fishing  protection  duty,  should  be  rein- 
forced, and  a  sharper  look-out  kept  in 
view  of  the  frequency  of  these  depreda- 
tions during  the  past  few  months ;  and 
whether  any  stops  have  been  taken  by 
the  Admiralty,  in  view  of  these  com- 
plaints and  the  serious  loss  to  the  fisher- 
men which  such  occurrences  frequently 
occasion  ? 

•Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
Inquiry  has  been  made  respectiug  the 
facts  stated  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
question,  and  they  appear  to  be  correct. 
They  were  reported  to  Her  Majesty's 
Customs  at  Lowestoft  on  Saturday,  and 
by  them  to  the  gunboat.  The 
Admiralty  greatly  regret  the  loss  to  the 
fishermen,  but  are  of  opinion  that  for  the 
protection  of  the  fisheries  the  force  at 
present  employed  is  sufficient — namely, 
one  gunboat  and  two  sailing  cruisers,  be- 
sides H.M.S.  Hearty. 

THE  SCOTCH  BOUNDARY  COMMISSION. 

Mk.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
when  the  recommendatiou  of  the  Boun- 
dary Commigston,  that  Couaglon,  Ard- 
gour,  and  Kingairloch  sliould  he  made 
into  a  separate  parish,  will  be  carried 
Into  effect  ? 

Thk  SECRETARY  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Treveltax,  Glasgow, 
Bridgetoo)  :  The  Bouudary  Commis- 
sioners found  two  very  large  parishes, 
Ardnamurchan  and  Kilniallie,  situated 
side  by  side,  and  each  lying  partly  in 
Inverness  and  partly  in  Argyll.  They 
recommended  that  the  In  vera  oss- shire 
portion  of  Ardnamurchan,  and  the 
Argyllshire  portion  of  Kilmallic,  should 
each  be  formed  into  a  new  civil  parish. 
By  the  51  st  section  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Act  of  1889  the  Recrefary  /or 
Scotland  is  empowered  to  carry  out 
these  chauges,  but  ouly  on  the  repre- 
I  scutation  of  a  County  Couocii.  The 
County  Council  of  Inverness  ha^  e  made 
the  necessary  representation  as  regards 
Ardnamurchan,  and  the  Local  Authorities 
interested  are  now  being  consulted  about 
it.  But  no  representation  regarding 
Kilmallie  has  yet  been  made  either  by 
the  County  Council  of  Invemess-fihire  or 
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Argyllsbiro.  Coaagleii  and  Ardgotir  are 
situated  iu  the  ArgylUhire  portiou  of  the 
Parish  of  Kilmallie. 

BIDFOBD  TELEGRAPHIC  FACILITIES. 
Mh.  FREEMAN-MITFORD  (War- 
wickshire, Stratford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  he  will  take 
into  consideration  thedisadvautage  under 
which  the  town  of  Bidford,  in  Warwick- 
shire^  stands  by  having  no  telegraph 
office  nearer  than  Broom  Junction,  a 
distance  of  uearlj  two  miles  ;  whether 
a  promise  was  givBU  by  the  Post  Office 
that  a  telegraph  office  should  be  esta- 
blished at  Bidford  before  the  end  of 
March  last ;  and  whether  he  will  now 
give  effect  to  that  promise  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  telegraphic 
extension  was  sanctioned  and  would 
hare  been  carried  out  before  this,  but 
a  proposal  has  been  under  consideration 
to  include  the  village  of  Welford. 
This  has  now  been  sanctioned,  and, 
subject  to  difficulties  in  connection  with 
wayleaves  being  overcome,  the  work  will 
be  carried  out  without  delay. 

SCOTCH  BDDCATION  MINUTE. 
Mb.  RENSHAW  (Renfrew,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
whether  a  dectsioa  has  yet  been  arrived 
at  in  regard  to  the  Education  Minute  of 
Ist  May  ;  and  whether  he  can  state,  for 
the  information  aud  guidance  of  the 
Couuty  aud  Burgli  Committees,  wliat  the 
precise  change  is  which  ho  has  signified 
his  iutentioD  of  making  ou  the  Minute 
next  year  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN:  With  re- 
gard to  the  current  financial  year,  during 
which  a  sum  of  £114,000  will  be  avail- 
able for  secondary  education,  the  terms 
of  the  Minute  of  May  1  will  be  acted 
upon,  aud  we  shall  accordingly  ask  the 
Couuty  Committees  to  frame  and  submit 
schemes  in  accordance  with  that  Miuute. 
Next  year,  before  the  grant  is  divided  in 
proportion  to  population,  a  sum  of  £200 
will  be  assigned  to  each  County  aud 
Burgh  Committee,  which,  if  they  so  re- 
commend, may  be  allocated  to  the  higher 
class  schools  indicated  as  proper  re- 
cipients of  a  special  grant  under  para- 
graph 8  of  the  Minute  of  January  31. 
In  any  case,  whatever  they  do  with  the 
money,  each  Committee  will  get  the 
£200. 

Sir  G,  Treve^an 


LONG  SERVICE  J)EOORAT!ONS  FOR 
VOLUNTEERS. 

Mk.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Romfcrd): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if,  aud  when,  it  is  intended  to  give 
long  service  decorations  to  non-com- 
miasioned  officers  and  privates  of  the 
Volunteer  Service  who  have  served 
over  20  years  ? 

•The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr,  Campbell  -  Bannebxan, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  It  has  probably  escaped 
the  notice  of  the  hou.  Member  that  I 
stated  last  week,  in  reply  to  a  similar 
question,  that  the  matter  is  not  being  lost 
sight  of.  I  fear  I  caunot  at  present  say 
more. 

THS  SXTBADITIOK  OF  DR.  HERTZ. 
Mb.  W.  REDMOND  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  French 
Government  have  demanded  the  extra* 
ditiou  of  Dr.  Cornelius  Hertz,  and  upon 
what  charge  the  demand  for  such  extra- 
dition has  been  based ;  and  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  decided 
to  accede  to  the  application;  if  so,  what 
is  the  cause  of  the  delay  in  surrendering 
Dr.  Hertz  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Su-  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) ;  The  extradition  of  Dr.  Herts 
was  requested  by  the  French  Govern- 
ment on  the  19th  January  last  on 
charges  of  fraud  and  of  obtaining  mooej 
by  false  pretences,  and  the  necessary  in* 
structions  to  the  Chief  Magistrate  to 
issue  a  warrant  for  his  arrest  were  issued 
by  the  Home  Secretary  on  the  same  day. 
Hertz  was  arrested  at  Bournemouth,  but 
it  has  as  yet  been  impossible,  owing  to 
the  serious  state  of  his  health,  to  bring 
him  up  for  examination  before  the  Chief 
Magistrate  at  Bow  Street.  Dr.  Hertx 
cannot  even  be  moved  from  one  room  to 
another,  and  two  eminent  French  phy- 
sicians who  have  seen  him  lately  haT« 
confirmed  the  opinion  of  the  Englisli 
doctors. 

THE  LIBERATOR  SOCIETrs  FAILDBE. 

Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  (West  Ham,  S.): 
I  begtoask  the  Solicitor  General  wheUier, 
in  view  of  the  widespread  suffering  eaosed 

by  the  failure  of  the  Liberator  Building 
Society,  and  the  fact  that  if  compelled  to 
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immediately  realiee  the  assets  nothing 
like  the  full  value  will  be  obtainable,  the 
GoTernment  can  in  auy  way  intervene  to 
protect  the  depositors  and  shareholders 
against  the  loss  which  would  thus 
ensue  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  RiGBt,  Forfar) :  The  Official  Re- 
ceiver has  taken  all  the  steps  in  his 
power  to  protect  the  interests  of  the 
shareholders  and  depositors  of  the 
Society.  ArraugemeDts  have  been  made 
by  him  and  the  Committee  of  Inspection 
to  realise  the  assets  to  the  best  advantage, 
and  the  Government  cannot  further 
intervene. 

ALLEGED  THEFT  OF  DOCUMENTS  FROM 
THE  FRENCH  EMBASSY. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northamp- 
ton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
there  is  any  foundation  for  the  statement 
made  in  the  French  newspapers  that 
important  documents  have  been  stoleu 
from  Her  Majesty's  Embassy  at  Paris,  or 
for  the  statement  that  a  doc\umeut,  alleged 
to  have  been  obtained  from  Her  Majesty^s 
Embassy,  was  sent  to  the  private  secretary 
of  Lord  Dnfferin  with  a  threat  to  publish 
it  if  it  was  not  purchased,  and  perceived 
by  him  to  be  a  fabrication  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  There  is  no  founda- 
tion whatever  for  the  statement  that 
documents  have  been  stolen  from  Her 
Majesty's  Embassy,  and  what  was  read 
in  the  French  Chamber  is  a  gross  and 
palpable  forgery. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  Is 
there  any  truth  in  the  report  that  these 
forged  documents  were  supplied  to  M. 
Millevoye  from  The  Times  office  by  our 
old  friend,  Mr.  Walter  ? 

[The  question  was  not  answered.] 

LORD  DE  BAMSEY'S    COMMITTEE  ON 
PRISON  SERVICE. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Roches- 
ter) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  the  Report  of 
Lord  De  Ramsey's  Committee  of  1891, 
open  the  position  and  terms  of  service  of 
prison  officers  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  It  would  not  be  in 
accordance  with  usage  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  the  Report  of  a  Departmental 
Oonuuittee  on  an  administrative  matter 
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after  the  lapse  of  two  years,  and  when 
its  recommendations  have  been  largely 
carried  into  effect.  But  I  shall  be  glad 
to  supply  the  noble  Lord,  and  any  other 
hon.  Member  who  desires  it,  with  a  copy 
for  his  own  information. 

CHINA  AND  JAPAN  MAILS. 

Mr.  PROVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  he  is  aware  that  mails 
from  China  and  Japan  are  received  vi& 
New  York  usually  several  days  and  some- 
times a  week  sooner  than  via  Halifax  or 
Quebec  ;  and  will  he  therefore  arrange 
for  these  mails  to  be  sent  forward  by  the 
New  York  steamers  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  During  the 
present  year  the  average  transit  time 
from  Yokohama  to  Loudon  has  been 
nearly  32  days  via  Quebec  or  Halifax, 
and  nearly  31  days  via  Sao  Francisco. 
There  are  cases  in  which  the  mails  sent 
via  Vancouver  might  be  expedited  by 
being  diverted  from  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  and  carried  to  New  York,  there 
to  be  placed  on  board  the  United  States 
packet  for  this  country  ;  but  that  result, 
even  if  it  could  always  be  secured,  would 
deprive  the  service  of  the  advantage  of 
being  wholly  British,  to  which  consider- 
able importance  has,  I  think,  reasonably 
been  attached. 

Mr,  PROVAND  :  WUl  the  Post- 
master General  inform  us  to  what  extent 
the  service  .would  not  be  British ?  If 
Jgjtters  were  carried  by  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  to  Montreal,  theuce  by 
another  railway  to  New  York,  and  by 
British  steamers  across  the  Atlantic,  is 
it  not  the  case  that  the  mails  would  only 
be  for  a  few  hours  between  Montreal  and 
New  York  on  a  foreign  mail  route  ? 
[The  question  was  not  answered.] 

THE  "PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES." 
Mr.  DALZIEL  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  it  is 
the  inreution  of  the  GovOTument  to  carry 
into  effect  the  recommendations  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Parliamentary 
Debateg  f 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldham) : 
New  arrangements  could  not  in  any  case 

be  made  until  the  expiration  of  the  con- 
tract for  the  preseut  Session  ;  and  though 
the  Government  will  give  every  con- 
sideration to  the  Report  of  the  Select 
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Committee,  I  do  not  think  they  could 
atidouDce  a  final  decision  uutil  the  House 
ha»  Itself  had  au  opportunity  of  express- 
ing its  opinion  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  :  Aud  when  will  that 
opportunity  be  provided  ? 

Sill  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  In  Committee 
of  Supply,  on  the  Stationery  Vote. 
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THE  IltlSH  LEGISLATIVE  COUNCIL. 

Mr.  SAUNDERS  (Newington,  Wal- 
worth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  if  lie  can  now  iuform  the 
House  as  to  the  number  of  electors  in 
Ireland  who  would  be  qualified  to  vote 
for  the  Legislative  Council  uuder  the 
proposed  £20  rating  frauchise  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone, 
Edinburgh,  Midlothian)  :  The  number 
of  electors  in  Ireland  who  would  be 
qualified  to  vote  for  the  Legislative 
Council  under  the  proposed  £20  ratiug 
franchise  is  162,007.  From  these, 
18,384  womeu  would  have  to  be 
deducted,  and  19,165  male  owners,  who 
have  votes  as  inhabitants,  added,  giving 
a  net  total  of  162,788. 

THE  LOSS  OV  H.M.S.  "VICTORIA." 
Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  wish 
to  communicate  to  the  House  the 
deplorable  intelligence  that  we  have 
received  of  the  catastrophe  which  has 
occurred  in  the  course  of  the  manoeuvres 
off  Tripoli,  on  the  Syrian  Coast,  by 
which  the  Victoria  has  been  lost  and  the 
Camperdown  injured  toanextcutnotyct 
quite  ascertained.  I  will  read  the  tele- 
gram that  has  readied  the  Admiralty 
from  Admiral  Markham,  the  second  in 
command,  one  of  the  sad  features  of  this 
occurrence  being  the  loss  of  the  Admiral 
in  chief  command.  Admiral  Tryon,  who 
was  one  of  the  most  respected  and 
ablest  of  the  ofiicers  in  the  Navy.  This 
is  the  telegram  from  Admiral  Mark- 
ham — 

"Ue^t  to  re|)nr(,  whilst  muiceuvriiig  thtH 
afternoon  off  Tripoli,  ViHifria.  and  Camper- 
doinn  collided.  I  ictoria  naiik  lii  tninutea  after 
In  80  fathoms,  bottom  uppermoHt. 

CamperdoicH's  ram  struck  VicturUi  before  the 
turret  starboard. 

Following  officers  drowned. 

Com  mandcr-in-Cbief . 

Clerk  Allen. 

Lieateuant  Munro. 

Cbaplaic  Morris. 

Chid  Engineer  Foreman. 

Engineer  Harding. 

Sir  J,  T.Ifibbert 


Assistant  Engineers  Dead  man,  Hatberty, 
Seaton. 

Gunner  Howell. 
Boatswain  Baroard. 
Oar|>enter  Beall. 

MidKhi]>men  Inglia,  Grieve,  Fawfces,  Luiyon. 
Henley,  Gambier,  Scarlett.  , 
Naval  Cadet  Stooks. 
Assistant  Clerk  Savage. 
Fleet  Paymaster  KicRConl. 
Two  hundred  and  fifty-five  men  saved ;  will 
report  their  names  by  telegraph. 

Injury  to  Camperdown  not  yet  fully  ascer- 
tained, but  damage  so  serioos  as  to  necessitate 
docking. 

Pro(xHie  to  send  survivors  to  Malta  at  once. 
Await  instructions. 

M.UtKBAlI.*' 

The  Admiralty  state  that,  according  to  the 
latest  return  (May  25),  there  were  on 
lioard  the  Victoria  718  persons  (611 
officers,  seamen,  and  boys,  and  107 
marines).  Of  this  uuml)er  it  is  feared 
that  upwards  of  430  must  have  been  lost. 
Until  further  inforaiatiou  is  received  it  is 
impossible  to  give  a  more  accurate  state- 
ment, and  it  is  possible  that  at  the  time 
of  the  disaster  certain  men  may  have 
been  lent  to  other  ships.  That  is  the 
only  hojw.  Sir,  of  any  mitigation  of  this 
sad  iutelligcDce,  with  respect  to  which  we 
are  certain  that  the  deepest  sympathy  of  the 
House  will  be  excited,  not  ouly  on  behalf 
of  those  brave  men  who  have  found  an 
early  grave  amid  all  the  circumstaueesof 
peace,  pomp,  and  splendour,  but  also  on 
accouut  of  the  surviving  relatives  and 
families  of  the  large  number  of  persons 
who.se  loss  wc  have  to  deplore. 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON  (Middlesex, 
Kaling)  :  Perhaps  the  House  will  allow 
me,  as  I  had  during  the  time  that  I  was 
tu  Office  the  houour  of  close  personal 
relations  with  Admiral  Tryon,  aud  also 
commissioned  the  ship,  the  loss  of  which 
we  have  to  deplore,  to  add  my  bumble 
testimony  to  the  tribute  paid  by  the 
Prime  Minister  to  those  vlio  have 
perished  iu  this  terrible  calamity.  Heavy 
as  is  the  loss  of  men,  wc  cannot  gauge 
the  extent  of  the  disaster  by  simply 
enumerating  those  who  have  met  with 
this  sad  fate,  for  that  which  J  think 
oppresses  and  afflicts  most  those  who  are 
acquainted  with  the  Victoria  is  the  kuoa'- 
ledge  that  the  men  who  have  perished 
were  the  pick  and  flower  of  the  whole 
British  Navy.  The  tribute  of  the  Prime 
Minister  to  Admiral  Tryon  is  well  de- 
served. He  was  an  officer  of  ran 
capacity.  I  had  the  honour  of  being 
associated  with  him  during  the  whole 
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time  that  I  was  in  Office,  and  I  cuu  truly 
say  that  asa  strategist,  aBadisciptiiiariau, 
as  a  seaman,  he  was  greatly  distinguished. 
Id  action  and  in  council  he  was  equally 
efficieut,  and  those  who  knew  him  best 
predicted  confidently  that  if  he  had  an 
opportunity  he  would  make  a  name  and 
reputation  second  to  none  of  those 
gained  by  the  most  distinguished  men  who 
had  preceded  him  in  a  most  distinguished 
Service.  Such  was  the  officer  who  in  the 
zenith  of  his  manhood  and  intellect  has 
suddenly  perished,  and  I  cannot  better 
describe  the  officers  and  men  who  were 
drowned  with  him  than  by  saying  that 
they  were  worthy  associates  of  Admiral 
Tryon,  for  they  formed  part  of  a  crew 
which,  by  the  universal  testimony  of  all 
who  saw  or  Inspected  it,  was  one  of  the 
most  efficient  and  best  conducted  that 
this  country  ever  sent  afloat.  I  feel  sure 
the  House  and  the  country  will  re-echo 
and  endorse  that  kindly  expression  of 
sympathy  which  fell  from  the  Prime 
Minister.  The  mere  knowledge  that 
those  who  have  perished  were  so  gifted 
increases  the  grief  of  those  who  have  to 
mourn  their  loss.  We  as  public  men  can 
do  little  to  assuage  their  sorrow,  but 
whatever  we  can  do  I  am  sure  we  shall 
do  heartily  and  spontaneously.  There- 
fore, let  us  hope  that  the  graceful  and 
eloquent  tribute  paid  by  the  Prime 
Minister — the  expression  of  genuine 
public  sympathy  which  this  House  is  the 
first  to  utter,  and,  above  all,  that  the  re- 
corded sense  of  the  worth  o(  those  whom 
we  have  lost  may  hereafter  be  some  small 
solace  to  those  upon  whom  this  calamity 
has  so  suddenly  fallen, 

Mr.  KEARLEY  (Devonport)  :  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister 
whether  the  Government  will  consider 
the  necessity  of  making  at  once  suitable 
temporary  provision  for  the  wives  and 
families  of  those  who  have  been  lost  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  That  is 
a  question  which,  of  course,  will  come 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Admiralty 
at  once. 

•Sir  E.  J.  REED  (Cardiff)  :  May  I 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether  he  will 
cause  to  be  placed  in  the  Library  or  the 
Tea  Room  of  the  House  a  drawing  of  this 
ship  which  will  show  the  division  of  her 
watertight  compartments,  in  order  that 
those  who  have  some  acquaintance  with 
the  construction  of  ships  may  be  able  to 
form  a  judgment  as  to  how  it  has 


happened  that  a  single  blow  from 
anodier  vessel  has  sent  so  costly  a  ship 
and  so  many  valuable  lives  to  the 
bottom  P 

Mr.  MACFARLANE:  When  did 
this  deplorable  accident  occur  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Yesterday 
afternoon. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  :  In  daylight  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Yester- 
day afternoon.  I  may  say,  with  respeit 
to  the  question  of  my  hon.  Friend,  it  is 
not  ouly  with  regard  to  the  important 
particulars  he  has  nKmed,  but  with  re- 
gard to  all  the  particulars^  that  it  will, 
of  course,  as  a  nutter  of  public  duty  be 
necessary  to  make  the  fullest  iuveBtig»< 
tion,  and  the  results  wilt  be  made  known 
to  this  House  and  the  country. 

•Sir  E.  J.  REED  :  I  am  afraid  the 
Prime  Minister  has  not  heard  my  ques- 
tion. I  have  no  doubt  that  a  full  and 
complete  investigation  will  be  made,  and 
that  its  results  will  be  laid  before  the 
House.  What  I  asked  was  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  cause  to  be 
placed  in  the  Library  or  the  Tea  Boom  a 
profile  drawing  of  the  ship  showing  the 
division  of  the  bulkheads,  so  that  those 
who  are  closely  concerned  in  matters  of 
tliis  kind  might  see  how  it  is  that  a  ship 
so  largely  sub-divided  has  been  sunk  ? 

•Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
Perhaps  my  hon.  Friend  will  allow  me 
to  answer  the  question.  The  subject 
was  considered  this  morning  at  the  Ad- 
miralty, and  I  think  I  may  say  that  the 
Admiralty  will  be  perfectly  prepared  to 
put  a  profile  drawing  in  the  Library  or  Tea 
Room,  and  also  other  drawings,  showing 
the  very  remarkably  complete  watertight 
compartments  which  existed  in  the 
Victoria^  and  which  are  almost  un- 
equalled in  any  other  ship. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  May  I  suggest  that  all 
these  very  important  questions  relating 
to  this  controversy  may  be  postponed 
to  some  other  day,  and  that  the  universal 
expression  of  sorrow  and  grief  at  this 
great  catastrophe  may  not  ou  this  occa- 
sion be  disturbed  by  premature  views 
with  regard  to  the  cause  of  the  accident  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
Will  the  Secretwy  to  the  Admiralty 
place  in  the  Tea  Room  a  list  of  those 
who  have  been  saved  ? 
•Sir  E.  J.  REED  :  May  I  be  allowed 
to  disclaim  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  has  said,  for  I  aesure  the  House  it 
was  not  with  the  slightest  desire  to  com- 
plain, or  to  hlame,  but  solely  fnr  the 
satisfaction  of  our  minds  in  studying 
such  an  accident  as  this  that  I  asked  for 
the  drawing  ? 

Mr.  GIBSOX  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  Is  the  Tripoli  mentioned  on 
the  African  or  the  Syrian  coast  P 

SiE  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH : 
Tripoli  OD  the  Syrian  coast. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemn  be  good  enough  to 
answer  my  question  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  earliest  possible  information  will  he 
given  to  the  House  as  soon  as  we  know 
the  names  of  the  officers  and  men  who 
hare  been  saved. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAV, 

OOYEBNHEKT  OF  IRELAND  BILL. 

(No.  209.) 

COUHiTTEE.    [Proyrew,  22nd  June.l 

[twenty-seventh  night.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Legi$l(Uive  Authority. 

Clause  4  (Restrictions  on  powers  of 
Irish  Legislature). 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  said,  he  rose 
to  move  an  Amendment  to  add,  after  the 
6th  sub<sectioD,  the  words — 

"Whereby  the  actions  of  any  official  of  the 
Government  shall  be  removeti  froni  the  cogni- 
Hance  of  the  onlinai-y  law." 

The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to  bar 
tbe  introduction  by  the  Irish  Legislature 
of  any  system  of  droit  administratif, 
Buch  as  was  referred  to  by  Professor 
Dicey  in  his  Law  of  the  Constitution. 
This  system  of  droit  admirUttratif  was 
not  one  which  existed  in  England,  but  it 
was  adopted  almost  all  over  the  Con- 
tinent, and  Continental  jurists  who 
studied  our  law  considered  it  a  remark- 
able feature  of  that  law  that  we  had  no 
such  system.  The  principle  of  the 
system  was  to  give  to  the  officials  of  the 
Government  a  very  special  position,  and 
rights  and  privileges  in  the  deciding  of 
actions  brought  against  them,  which 
were  not  possessed  by  ordinary  citizens. 
In  a  previous  sub-section  they  had 
adopted  words  to  the  effect  that  the 

Sir  E,  J,  Reed 


powers  of  the  Irish  Legislature  should 

not  extend  to  the  making  of  any  I^w — 

"  Whereby  any  persoa  might  be  deprired  of 
life,  liberty,  or  property,  without  due  proceas  of 
law,  in  accordance  with  settled  prindples  and 
precedents,  or  may  be  denied  the  equal  protec- 
tion of  the  laws,  or  whereby  private  property 
may  be  taken  without  just  oompensstftsu*'^ 

That  was  the  main  fundamental  protec- 
tion which  individual  citisens  required. 
It  was  further,  however,  a  rec^^nised 
principle  in  Great  Britain  that  every 
man  should  be  subject  to  the  orduiary 
law,  as  administered  by  the  ordinary 
tribunals  ;  but  he  saw  nothing  in  the  Bill 
which  would  make  that  an  essential  part 
of  the  future  rights  of  Irish  citizens 
under  this'  Bill.  Liberty  with  us  had 
been  to  a  large  extent  established  as  the 
result  of  actions  brought  against  officials 
— such  as  proceedings  against  Colonial 
Governors,  and  actions  against  the 
Serjeant-at-Arms,  who  had  been  brought 
before  the  Courts  of  Law  for  refusing  to 
comply  with  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act.  It 
had  been  held  that  every  official  of  tbe 
Government  was  subject  to  every 
tribunal,  and  could  not  defend  himself  by 
his  administrative  position.  But  this 
was  an  exceptional  view — almost  an 
insular  view.  But  on  the  Continent — in 
France,  Germany,  Russia,  and  other 
countries — Government  officials  could  not 
be  made  amenable  to  the  ordinary  Conrts 
of  Law.  Acts  done  by  them  were 
questions  of  administrative  law.  It  was 
before  an  Administrative  Court,  not  com- 
posed of  Judges  of  the  land  but 
of  tiieir  owu  official  superiors,  that  they 
were  brought.  And  the  case  was 
stronger  than  this,  because  even  in  un- 
certain cases,  where  it  was  an  open  ques- 
tion whether  the  matter  was  one  for  the 
ordinary  Courts  or  the  Administrative 
Courts,  it  was  not  the  ordinary  Courts  of 
Judicature  which  decided,  but  the 
Supreme  Administrative  Court.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  these  principles  were 
principles  which  would  be  tempting  to 
the  Irish  Legislature.  Tboy  would  have 
full  confidence  in  themselves,  and  it  was 
highly  probable  that  they  would  fre- 
quently find  the  Judicature  standing  in 
their  way.  They  would  find  that  they 
had  far  more  control  over  their  own 
officials  and  the  members  of  the  Adminis- 
tration than  they  had  over  the  Judges. 
It  was  not  at  all  unlikely  that  they 
would  resort  to  a  principle  of  thb  kind 
— a  principle  which  was  not  only  a  part  of 

Digitized  by  GooqIc 


1789 


Government  of 


{23  Junk  1893} 


Irelajid  Bill, 


1790 


the  existing  law  ia  France,  but  which 
was  according  to  French  ideas  previous 
to  the  Revolution.  Was  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature to  have  power,  subject  only  to  tbe 
invidious  control  of  the  veto,  to  set  im  a 
droit  administratif  of  this  kind  ?  Did 
the  Committee  desire  that  thej  should 
hare  that  power,  and  did  they  consider 
that  under  the  Bill  as  it  stood  they 
would  have  that  power  ?  On  many 
Amendments  the  Solicitor  General  had 
got  up  and  had  said  that  the  proposal  was 
covered  by  words  already  in  the  Bill, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry 
bad  risen  and  said  it  was  an  insult  to  the 
Irish  people  to  suppose  that  they  would 
erer  do  the  particular  thing  it  was  sought 
to  prevent,  and,  at  the  same  time,  that  it 
would  be  an  insult  to  deprive  them  of 
the  power  of  doing  it  if  they  chose. 
Well,  in  regard  to  this  particnlar  matter, 
the  only  words  he  could  see  in  the  Bill 
which  could  possibly  bring  it  within  the 
purview  were  the  words  by  which  every 
citizen  was  given  equal  protection  of  the 
law.  He  would  ask  the  Solicitor  General 
whether  he  considered  that  those  words 
covered  the  matter  ?  [Sir  J.  Rigby 
made  no  response.]  The  words  did  not 
seem  to  him  to  cover  the  matter  at  all. 
Those  general  words  covered  cases  of 
personal  injustice  or  inequality.  They 
had  been  considered  and  dealt  with,  of 
course,  under  the  American  Constitution  ; 
but  too  much  stress  was  not  laid  on 
them.  For  instance,  they  were  not  held 
to  cover  laws  made  against  a  special 
race — the  Chinese.  But,  to  put  it  on  a 
wider  ground,  he  did  not  see  how  it 
could  be  maintained  that  in  France  and 
Germany  men  had  not  the  equal  pro- 
tection of  the  law.  And  he  did  not 
see  how  it  could  be  urged  that  it  would 
be  an  insult  to  Ireland  to  suggest  that 
she  might  desire  to  follow  tbe  example 
of  Continental  jurists.  It  seemed  to  him 
tliat  this  was  not  only  an  extremely  im- 
portant provision,  but  that  it  would 
prevent  what  might  very  easily  arise  in 
Ireland.  Tlie  Irish  Legislature  would  have 
tbe  Administration  practically  under  its 
control.  According  to  the  desire  of 
every  active  Representative  Body,  it 
would  seek  to  get  more  and  more  power 
into  its  hands.  It  would  Bnd  droit 
admimstratif  K'v&rj  straight  and  easy  and 
measured  path  to  that  result,  and  no  one 
would  be  able  to  say  that  its  action  was 
pnjnst,  seeing  that,  after  all,  the  principle 


of  giving  special  privileges  to  servants 
of  the  Government  was  a  principle 
recognised  as  in  the  best  interests  of  the 
country  by  countries  such  as  France  and 
Germany.  That  being  so,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  his  Amendment,  was  simply  a 
corollary  of  the  new  and  most  unpor- 
tant  Sub-section  5.  He  hoped  the  Gro- 
vernment  would  see  their  way  to  accept 
it. 

Amendment  proposed. 

Id  page  2,  after  line  41,  to  insert  as  a  new  sub- 
section, thB  wonis, "  (7)  Whereby  the  actions  of 
any  official  of  the  Government  shall  be  re- 
moved from  the  cognisance  of  the  ordinary  law  ; 
or."— (.tfr.  Parker  Smith.} 

Question  proposed,   That  those  words 

be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY:  The  hon.  and 
learned    Member    has   described  the 

method  in  which  the  Amendments 
moved  by  himself  and  others  have  been 
met  by  Her  Majesty's  Government ;  and 
I  think  I  might,  if  I  were  so  minded, 
make  some  remarks  of  a  recriminatory 
character  on  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber. He  has  been  endowed,  I  hope  I 
may  say  without  discourtesy,  with  the 
gift  of  length.  The  hon.  Member  brings 
forward  something  out  of  the  American 
CoDstitution,or,  as  in  this  case,  out  of  abodk 
by  Professor  Dicey,  and  he  deals  with  it  at 
a  length  entirely  out  of  proportion  to  its 
importance,  then  he  objects  because  we 
do  not  answer  him  at  corresponding 
length.  I  do  not  propose  to  alter  the 
course  we  have  taken  on  previous  occa- 
sions, and  I  will  give  him  as,  short  an 
answer  as  I  possibly  can.  I  quite  agree 
with  what  Professor  Dicey  has  said  as 
to  its  being  a  distinction  to  our  Constitu* 
tional  system  that  we  have  not,  and  have 
not  for  many  generations,  had  a  droit . 
adminigtrati/.  But  why  are  we  to  assume 
that  the  Irish  Legislature  will  be  less 
sensible  of  the  superiority  of  our  system 
than  we  are  ?  The  hon.  Member  talks 
of  Russia,  Germany,  and  France.  As 
far  as  France  is  concerned,  it  is  quite 
certain  that  the  droit  administratif  is 
part  of  the  old  system  of  France,  which 
has  not  been  got  rid  of  any  more  than 
many  other  portions  of  that  system  have 
been  got  rid  of.  But  in  Ireland  they 
will  start  anew,  and  the  whole  habit  of 
thinking  about  these  systems  has  been 
formed  on  diffwent  models.  We  are 
told  almost  with  one  brantb^thiit,  the 
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Irish  Parliament  will  be  a  body  of 
Anarchists,  and  that  tbej  will  resort  to  the 
customs  of  ceutralised  despotism  iuherited 
from  old  France  aud  Prussia..  My  hon. 
Friend  has  done  here  what  he  and  his 
friends  have  done  Id  other  AmeDdments, 
He  has  picked  out  a  single  imaginary, 
though  not  conceivable  folly  and  iutqulty, 
into  which  he  says  the  Irish  Legislature 
might  fall,  and,  in  order  to  meet  it,  has 
drawn  up  an  Amendment  in  terms 
ludicrously  and  recklessly  wide.  My  hon. 
Friend  says  that  the  actions  of  the 
officwls  of  the  Government  are  to  be 
dealt  with  as  the  actions  of  any  other 
citizens  are  dealt  with.  Is  he  aware 
that  there  is  at  this  moment  before 
Parliament  a  Bill  for  the  consolidation  of 
the  laws  protecting  Public  Authorities  ? 
That  Bill  consolidates  Iiuudredi^  of  Acts 
which  give  to  public  officials  a  certain 
priority  and  protection,  and  absolve  them 
from  laws  which  afiect  ordinary  citizens. 
My  hon.  Friend  does  not  desire  to  prevent 
the  Irish  Legislature  making  laws  of  the 
kind  now  before  Parliament.  Why,  then, 
does  he  use  words  which  would  shut  out 
l^islation  of  that  kiod  ?  We  entirely 
object  to  the  Amendment,  aud  regret 
that  so  much  time  has  been  occupied  by 
it. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  Without  complaining  of  the 
argument  with  which  the  Chief  Secretary 
has  met  that  of  my  boo.  Friend,  I  would 
venture  to  point  out  to  him  that  it  was 
qnite  nnuecesBary  that  he  should  have 
introduced  into  that  argument  the 
acrimonious  attack  he  made  on  my  hou. 
Friend.  He  has  singled  out  my  hou. 
Friend^s  speech  as  a  special  illustration 
of  a  type  of  oppositiou  to  which  he 
objects.  He  says  my  hon.  Friend  speaks 
with  unnecessary  length.  I  will  make 
two  remarks  on  that.  The  first  is  that 
the  longest  speeches  made  upon  any 
Amendment  on  this  Bill  have  been  made 
from  the  Treasury  Bench,  whilst  the 
speeches  of  the  Opposition  in  support  of 
that  Ameudment  have  been  extremely 
short,  and  gone  closely  aud  directly  to 
the  question  before  the  Committee.  I 
do  not,  therefore,  think  it  lies  in  the  mouth 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  to  make  such 
an  attack  upon  my  hou.  Friend.  It  is 
quite  true  that  we  do  not  agree  with  the 
Government  as  to  the  time  that  ought  to 
be  occupied  in  the  consideration  of 
Amendments.  Thirty  minutes,  out  of 
Mr.  J.  Morley 
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which  20  minutes  were  occupied  by  the 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister,  were  con- 
sidered enough  to  deal  with  the  intmsta 
of  the  Freemasons. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  My 
right  hou.  Friend  has  entirely  mistaken 
the  time. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  The  total 
time  occupied  by  the  Debate  on  the 
Freemasons  last  night  was  39  minutes. 
I  caunot  say  what  was  the  exact  time 
occupied  by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  but  it 
was  about  20  minutes. 

Mk.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  No. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Well,  I 
expect  my  watch  does  not  keep  the  same 
time  as  that  of  my  right  hou.  Friend. 
The  particular  illustration,  however,  is 
really  of  very  slight  cousequence.  It  can- 
not be  denied  that  on  the  matter  to  which 
we  are  referring  the  Government  took 
themselves  a  large  portion  of  the  short 
time  which  they  considered  sufficient  for 
dealing  with  a  subject  that  interests,  as 
they  will  discover,  an  enormous  niunber 
of  the  voters  of  this  country.  I  come  to 
the  arguments  of  the  Chief  Secretary  in 
reference  to  the  Amendment.  He  asks 
why  we  should  assume  that  the  Irish 
Parliament  will  establish  anything  in  the 
nature  of  a  droit  administratif  f  I 
venture  to  say  that  it  is  the  duty  of  this 
Committee  aud  of  the  Goverumeut  to  pro- 
tect Ireland  against  serious  mistakes  of 
that  kind  ou  the  part  of  the  Irish  Pariia- 
raeut.  The  Chief  Secretary  admits  that 
it  would  be  a  great  mistake,  and  that  it 
would  be  thoroughly  wrong  to  establish 
auythiug  in  the  nature  of  a  drmt  ad' 
ministratif ;  and,  that  being  so,  why  not 
prevent  it  in  the  Bill  How  is  it  possible 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  cau  be  pre- 
pared to  answer  not  only  for  the  Irish 
Legislature  of  to-day,  but  for  the  Irish 
Legislature  in  perpetuity  ?  Will  he  ssy 
that  the  Irish  Legislature  will  under  no 
circumstances  do  foolish  or  WTong  things  ? 
If  so,  that  will  be  an  argument  against 
taking  any  precautions  whatever.  But 
the  Government  have  themselves  intro- 
duced certain  precautionary  provisioiu. 
We  have  not  had  a  single  point  raised 
yet  as  to  which  the  Government  have 
Dot  said  that  they  do  not  believe  the  Irish 
Parliament  would  do  so  foolish  aud 
wrong  a  thing.  What  is  the  ground  for 
the  confidence  of  the  Chief  Secretary  in 
this  matter  ?  It  is,  apj^reutly,  that  we 
have  alleged  thltizijis^  ©^ofeg^tnrt 
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will  be  anarchical,  aud  he  thinks  it  con- 
trary to  the  experience  of  Anarchical 
Bodies  that  they  should  establish  a  droit 
administratif.    I  would  refer  him  to  his 
own  writings  about  the  French  Revolu- 
tion.    The  Govemmeot  of  Robespierre 
aud  his  friends  was  revolutionary  enough, 
aud  yet  never  was  the  droit  administratif 
more  strougly   iusisted    upon  than  by 
them.    lu  those  days  the  officials  were 
the  only  persons  who  could  not  do  wrong. 
The  other  objection  which   the  Chief 
Secretary  takes  to  the  Amendment  is 
that  it  is  too  wide,  and  he  seemed  to 
ttiink  that  the  Opposition  deliberately 
made  all  their  Amendments  altogether 
too  wide  for  their  purpose.    That  may 
be  the  case^  and  I  am  not  particulurly 
coucerued  to  justify  the  Opposition  iu 
such  a  respect.    But  why  do  the  Go- 
verument  make  it  a  crime  against  the 
Opposition  that  our  drafting  is  not  as 
good  as  theirs  ?    The  Government  have 
all  the  greatest  talent  at  their  disposal  in 
the  matter  of  drafting,  and  yet  eveu  they 
fall  into  rery  considerable  mistakes. 
They  managed  to  draft  Sub-section  6, 
for  instance,  so  that,  as  they  themselves 
admit,  it  is  a  mass  of  confusion,  and  is  so 
ungrammatical   that    it   will   have  to 
be     re-drawu     upon    Report.  Why, 
then,   should   thuy  be   so   hard  upon 
US  ?    In  all  former  cases,  when  the  Go- 
vernment have  agreed  with  the  object  of 
Amendments,  but  the   Amendment  is 
badly   drawn,   the    Government  have 
undertaken,  with  the  assistance  of  their 
draftsman,  to  correct  the  wording.  If 
the  Government  think  this  Amendment 
goea  too  far,  they  have  only  to  suggest 
to  us  what  changes  should  be  made,  and, 
provided  such  changes  meet  our  object, 
we  shall  accept  them.    I  do  not  think  it 
necessary  or  desirable  that  a  Del)ate  on 
a  point  of  this  kind  should  be  carried  on 
at  any  great  length.    I  would  only  point 
out,  in  conclusion,  that  the  Amendment 
seeks  to  prevent  what  it  is  admitted  it 
would  be  wrong  to  do,  and  yet  the  Go- 
vernment  will  put  nothing  in  its  place. 

Viscount  CBANBORNE  (Rochester) 
said,  he  did  not  think  the  Chief  Secretary 
realised  the  importance  of  the  Amend- 
ment. Its  importance  consisted  in  the 
fact  that,  even  with  the  best  inteutiona, 
the  Irish  Legislature  was  certaiu  to  pass 
a  great  mauy  laws  which  would  transgress 
jthe  exceptions  laid  dowQ  in  the  Bill. 


What  the  Opposition  feared  was  that 
the  officials  of  the  Government  would  be 
placed  in  such  a  position  as  to  save  them 
from  the  evil  result  of  their  action,  or  to 
deprive  any  party  aggrieved  by  such 
action  of  his  proper  remedy.  It  was  a 
most  amazing  thing  that  this  point  had 
not  occurred  to  the  Government.  They 
had  removed  many  things  from  the 
cognisance  of  the  Irish  Legislature,  but 
they  had  not  removed  what  was,  perhaps, 
the  most  important  of  all — namely,  the 
Courts  that  must  protect  aggrieved  parties. 
The  Irish  Legislature  would  have  the 
power  in  its  hands  of  altering  the  law 
under  nvhich  the  legal  tribunals  in  Ireland 
would  administer  justice  in  such  a  way 
as  to  prevent  them  giving  a  remedy  even 
under  the  excepted  eases  in  Clauses  3 
and  4  of  the  Bill.  For  instance,  he  sub- 
mitted that  the  Irish  Legislature  would 
be  able  to  pass  an  Act  which  would  re- 
HeveBxecutive  officersacting  iu  the  bona 
Jide  execution  of  their  duty  from  liability 
to  be  fined  for  any  mistake  they  made  or 
wrong  they  did.  It  would  also  be  per- 
fectly possible  for  the  Irish  Legislature 
to  change  the  whole  Law  of  Contempt  of 
Court,  so  as  to  deprive  the  Exchequer 
Judges  of  the  power  of  enforcing  their 
decisions  by  imprisonment  for  contempt 
of  Court.  It  might  also  take  cases  of 
grievances  arisiug  out  of  illegal  action 
on  its  part  out  of  the  purview  of  the 
Magistrates,  and  insist  upon  such  cases 
being  tried  before  the  High  Court.  This 
would,  of  course,  amount  to  a  denial  of 
justice  to  poor  persons.  He  thought  it  a 
most  extraordinary  thing  that,  whUst  the 
Government  excepted  certain  subjects 
from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment, they  did  not  also  remove  from  their 
power  the  remedies  to  which  aggrieved 
parties  might  resort  iu  case  the  law  was 
broken. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes  230  ; 
Noes  272,— (Division  List,  No.  168.) 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
the  next  Ameudment  stood  iu  his  name. 
It  was  : — Page  3,  line  1,  leave  out 
"  (7)."  The  sub-section  dealt  with  the  de- 
privation of  equal  rights  respecting  sea 
fisheries.  He  believed  the  Government 
were  willing  to  accept  the  Amendment. 
The  sub-section  was  a  limiting  one,  and 
he  thought  it  should  W  omitted. 
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AmendineDt  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
1,  to  leave  out  «  (7.)  "— (itfr.  Bartley.) 

Question  propOHed,  "  That  *  (7) '  stand 
part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  asked  what  words 
the  Goverument  proposed  to  cover  the 
various  branches  ?  It  might  be  well  to 
omit  this  sub-section,  but  it  was  bu^  riglit 
they  should  understand  the  attitude  of 
the  Government. 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  said,  they  proposed 
to  insert  the  words  "or  of  business,"  and 
they  would  bring  the  amended  form  up 
on  the  Report  stage. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  this 
was  a  ease  of  resident  or  non-resident,  and 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  Government  did 
not  propose  to  give  "equal  rights"  to 
"  any  inhabitant  of  the  United  Kingdom." 
He  thought  the  Amendment  introduced 
should  enable  them  to  discriminate  in  the 
case  of  a  landlord  owning  property  in 
Ireland  but  living  in  England. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  was  understood  to 
say  that  the  Government  would  make 
ample  provision  for  safeguarding  all 
rights. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Do  I  un< 
d^tand  that  the  Government  are  witling 
to  introduce  the  words  "  or  business  "  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Yes. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  in 
that  case  he  should  advise  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Amendment.  The  cou- 
cession  of  the  Government  went  much 
ftu'ther  than  he  had  hoped  for,  and  they 
were  entitled  to  acknowledge  the  manner 
in  which  they  had  been  met. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N)  said,  they 
weore  quite  well  able  by  this  time  to  ap- 
preciate the  amiable  motives  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
BtrmiDgham  in  the  overstrained  praise 
which  he  bestowed  on  the  concession  of 
the  Government.  They  were  not  able, 
however,  to  appreciate  the  force  of  the 
contention  which  had  been  advanced, 
and  they  reserved  to  themselves  the 
right  to  deal  with  the  ultimate  form  of 
words. 

Me.  J.  MORLEY  said,  the  words 
would  be  "  place  of  birth  or  business." 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  said,  the  "  business  "  of  fishermen 
was  in  the  great  waters.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Morley)  seemed  to  be 
under  the  impression  that  fish  coming 
nto  Ireland  from  Scotland  were  articles 
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of  Scotch  manufacture  imported  by 
way  uf  trade,  and  could  be  defined  in 
the  Bill  under  "  trade  "  ;  but  that  was 
not  so.  Scotch  and  other  figbermen 
might  catch  fish  in  the  sea,  and  Irish 
fishermen  might  object  to  the  competi- 
tion, and  might  place  them  under  some 
disability  when  they  came  in  to  land  their 
"  catches."  Was  the  fisherman's  place 
of  business  to  be  considered  the  place 
where  he  went  in  to  deliver  the  fish  ? 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  it 
was  undesirable  there  should  be  any  misun- 
derstanding. When  the  Chief  Secretary 
spoke  first  ho  used  the  words  "  or  busi- 
ness,** and  the  restriction  would  ihea 
have  read  : — "On  account  of  place  of 
birth,  parentage,  or  business.'*  On  his 
speaking  a  second  time,  be  understood, 
his  right  hon.  Friend  to  speak  simply  of 
"  place  of  business."  He  thought  they 
should  hear  from  the  Government  what 
the  words  really  were  to  l>e. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  the  words 
would  be  "  place  of  birth  or  business." 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  was  not  a 
safe  meaning.  He  hoped  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  upon  whose  good  faiih  they 
wished  to  rely,  would  give  an  nnder- 
taking  that  the  object  of  the  Bub-sectim 
would  be  carried  out  as  clearly  as 
possible. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  was  willing 

to  do  that. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  in  that  case  the 
Amendment  might  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  they  should  know 
exactly  what  words  were  to  be  added. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  the  Govern- 
ment were  willing  to  introduce  words 
which  would  carry  out  the  meaning  oi 
the  snb-section. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  the  Govern- 
ment would  do  what  it  was  intended 
should  be  done  when  the  sub-section  was 
introduced  into  the  Bill. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  So  far  as  concenis 
sea  fisheries  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Yes. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (ComwaU,  Bod- 
min) said,  he  was  of  opinion  that  they 
should  allow  the  words  to  stand  nndl 
the  next  stage.  He  was  at  one  with  the 
Member  for  North  Keny  in  saying  that 
they  did  not  know  what  the  eflect  of 
the  new  words  would  be,  and,  if  tbey 
accepted  his  suggestion,  they  could  »t 
the  proper  time  introduce  words  to  giw 
efiTect  to  their  object. 
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Mr.  BARTLGY  said*  his  point  was 
that  the  sub-section  should  be  so  wide 
as  to  include  not  only  fisheries,  but  all 
trades.  This  sub-section  limited  the 
restrictions  in  the  Bill.  They  were 
assured  by  the  (government  that  they 
wished  to  prevent  any  undue  preference 
being  given,  and  he  wanted  the  words  to 
be  as  wide  as  possible.  He  hoped  the 
words  the  Government  would  insert 
would  render  uudue  preference  au 
impossibility. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
said,  he  would  suggest  "  place  of  abode  " 
instead  of  "place  of  business.*'  The 
Division  called  last  night  had  placed  hon. 
Members  in  a  dilBculty  :  but  he  thought 
if  the  Chief  Secretary  would  go  n  step 
further  he  would  carry  out  his  object. 

Mk.J.MORLEY  said,  he  had  already 
explained  what  the  Government  were 
willing  to  do.  He  could  only  say  that 
the  word  "  abode  "  would  be  clearly  out 
of  place. 

Mr.  GOSCHEK  :  Place  of  business 
would  apply  generally  ? 
Mb.  J.  MOBLEY  :  Yes. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

•The  chairman  :  The  decision  of 
the  Committee  disposed  of  .several  of  the 
Amendments  which  stand  next  on  the 
Paper.  The  Amendments  standing  in 
the  names  of  the  hon.  Member  for  YorV 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Wandsworth 
are  out  of  Order. 

Mb.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  said,  in 
reference  to  his  Amendment  which  pro- 
posed to  prohibit  the  Irish  Legislature 
"  altering  its  own  constitution,"  he 
wished  to  explain  

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  I  rise  to 
Order.  I  wish  to  know  is  it  in  Order  for 
a  Member  to  interrupt  the  ruling  of  the 
Chair  by  making  a  speech  ? 

Mr.  KIMBER  :  I  do  not  wish  to 
interrupt  the  ruling  of  the  Chair.  I 
abide  by  the  ruling;  but  I  think  it 
con)])etent  for  an  hon.  Member  to  ask  for 
an  explanation  why  his  Amendment  has 
been  ruled  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  beg  to 
ask  you,  Mr.  Mellor,  whether  you  have 
not  already  ruled  that  it  is  perfectly  in 
Order  to  ask  the  Chair  to  be  kind 
enough  to  tell  the  reason  for  its  niling  ? 

•The  CHAIRMAN:  I  have  already 
said  that  I  am  prepared  to  answer  such  a 
question,  so   long  a^  there  is  no  in- 
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tention  to  dispute  my  ruling  or  to 
raise  an  argument.  With  regard  to 
this  particular  Amendment,  I  have  to 
say  that,  as  the  Irish  Parliament  will 
derive  its  existence  from  this  Bill, 
it  will  be  incapable  of  altering  it  when 
it  becomes  au  Act.  The  Ameuclnient 
proposes  to  prevent  the  Irish  Legislature 
doing  what  it  cannot  possibly  do,  aud  it=, 
therefore,  out  of  Order.  The  next 
Ameudmeut  in  Order  stands  iu  the  uame 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Rochester. 

Viscount  CBANBORNE  (Ro- 
chester) rose  to  move — 

In  pa^  3,  h'lie  2,  at  end,  add,  "  (8)  Affecting 
the  remediea  of  any  person  agsrieved  by  miy- 
thing  done  or  omitt«a  to  be  done  in  pursuance 
of  nuy  Law  maile  in  contravention  of  this 

section." 

He  submitted  that  the  common-seuse 
reading  of  Clause  9,  which  related  to 
the  Exchequer  Judges,  was  that  the 
power  and  jurisdiction  of  the  Judges 

were  to  a  large  extent  left  subjected  to 
the  Irish  Parliament.  But  be  did  not 
coniiue  the  meaning  of  his  Amendment 
to  the  Exchequer  Judges.  The  Com- 
mittee should  recollect  that  every  Court 
of  Justice  iu  Ireland,  from  the  highest 
to  the  lowest,  would  he  called  upon  to 
decide  whether  any  particular  law  passed 
by  the  Irish  Legislature  was  ultra  rires 
or  not.  Therefore,  any  subject  of  the 
Queen  who  felt  aggrieved  might  be 
obliged  to  bring  an  action,  in  the  first 
instance,  before  the  Magistrates*  Court, 
and  if  the  procedure  and  power  of  that 
Court  were  controlled  by  the  Irish 
Legislature,  it  would  be  possible  for  the 
Irish  Legislature  to  alter  that  power  and 
procedure  and  thereby  render  the  safe- 
guards in  Clauses  3  and  4  nugatory.  He 
begged  to  move  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  2,  at  CTid,  tifl.l  "(f)  Affect- 
ting  the  remedies  of  any  jHTson  aggricve«l  by 
anything  done  or  omitted  to  be  done  in  |mr- 
fiiiance  of  any  I>aw  made  in  coutraventiou  of 
this  section." — (^ViteouHt  CmHborne.') 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  RiGBY,  Forfar)  :  We  do  not  think 
that  the  result  apprehended  by  the  noble 
Lord  is  likely  to  arise.  Clause  19 
establishes  the  Exchequer  Judges  as  the 
Judges  who  will  have  to  decide  matters 
outside  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Irish 
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Legielature,  I  do  not  say  these  are  the 
words,  but  that  is  clearly  the  result  

ViscuUNT  CRANBORNE  :  Why 
Dot  use  the  words  ? 

Sir  J.  RIGBV  :  Because  we  have 
drafted  the  clause  far  better.  Why 
should  we  alter  every  section  to  please 
the  fancy  of  those  who  do  not  give  us 
much  assistance  ?  I  say  that  the  Ex- 
chequer Judges  are  the  persons  who 
will  have  to  decide  those  poiuts,  and, 
therefore,  this  Ameudmeat  is  nuneces- 
sary.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the 
suggestiou  made  by  the  noble  Lord  has 
been  made  without  sufficient  considera- 
tion. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

The  chairman  :  All  the  other 
Ameudmeuts  to  the  clause  on  the  Paper 
are  out  of  Order.  The  Question  I  have 
to  put  now  is  "That  Clause  4,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.) :  It  may  be  in  the  recollection  of 
the  Committee  that  when  we  were  dis- 
cussing certain  rather  important  matters 
connected  with  Trinity  College  and 
higher  education  iu  Ireland,  I  put  certain 
questions  to  the  Prime  Miuist«r,  and  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  pointed  out  that 
these  questions  would  be  more  appro- 
priately put  when  the  Question  that  the 
Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill  was  ,put 
from  the  Chair.  In  conformity  with  the 
wishes  of  the  Prime  MinistO'  I  adjourned 
these  questions  to  the  {vesent  stage  of 
the  clause.  But  before  I  put  these 
questions  let  me,  without  at  all  going 
into-  the  subjects  we  have  already 
decided  on  this  clause,  point  out  that  our 
decisions  cannot  really  be  said  to  have 
left  the  clause  in  a  very  satisfactory 
condition.  We  liave  been  discussing 
the  clause  now  for  some  days,  and  yet  I 
find  that  the  Government  have  post- 
poned from  this  stage  to  the  Re- 
port stage  all  kinds  of  questions 
of  importance  connected  with  the 
drafting  of  the  clause,  and  some  ques- 
tions substantially  connected  with  the 
clause.  So  far  from  the  labours  of  the 
Committee  leaving  the  clause  in 
its  final  shape,  I  fiud,  on  looking  to 
Sub-section  3,  that  the  Goverumeut 
admit  that  the  word  "diverting,"  with 
which  that  sub-sectiou  is  opened,  will 
have  to  be  altere<l.  The  Chief  Secretary 
told  us  the  Government  would  be  able  to 
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provide  a  more  satisfactory  word,  but 
evidently  that  word  has  not  yet  be» 
found,  notwithstanding  the  great  talents 
that  are  being  devoted  to  iU  discovm. 
It  is  also  admitted  by  the  Goveranient 
that  Sub-sectiou  6  as  it  stands,  whateva 
definite  meaning  it  may  have,  is  not  the 
meauiug  the  Government  desire  to  attach 
to  it ;  and  again,  notwithstanding  the  long 
time  the  sub-section  has  been  under 
discussion,  the  Government  have  fuled 
to  find  wonls  to  express  their  own  mean- 
ing. Again,  I  find  that  the  GovemmcDt 
expressed  their  intention  early  in  the 
discussions  on  the  clause  to  fiud  words 
which  would  prevent  anything  iu  the 
nature  of  undue  preference  being  shovu 
by  the  Iribh  Legislature  ou  any  matter 
that  might  arise  ;  but  though  words  were 
thrown  out  tentatively  yesterday,  and 
again  tentatively  amend^  to-day,  tbcy 
do  not  seem  to  carry  out  the  object  which 
the  Prhne  Minister  had  in  view.  There- 
fore, despite  all  the  labour  we  have 
devoted  to  this  clause,  it  qtill  remains  in 
the  condition  merely  of  a  noble  ruin,  fx 
perhaps  I  should  say  an  incomplete 
edifice,  and  we  do  not  yet  know  by  wh«t 
steps,  in  what  manner,  and  by  what 
method  its  final  shape  wilt  be  given  to 
the  clause.  I  have  had  a  great  deal  of 
experience  in  dealing  with  Ameudments 
to  Bills,  and  I  cannot  recollect  anv 
Government  or  auy  Ministers  in  charge 
of  a  Bill  who  would  have  been  let  (X 
so  easily  if  it  had  ventured  to  adopt  the 
course  which  the  Government  have 
adopted  on  the  present  occasion.  But  I 
pass  from  that  to  the  questions  which  I 
propose  to  put  to  the  Prime  Minister. 
Let  me  first  remind  the  Committee  that 
on  Sub-section  2  and  Sub-section  3  a 
controversy  was  raised  as  to  the  powff 
of  the  Irish  Legislature  with  regard  to 
the  Training  Colleges  in  Irelaud.  It  was 
pointed  out  to  the  Committee  that  two 
of  the  existing  Training  Colleges  were 
strictly  Denominational  Institutions.  It 
was  further  pointed  out  to  the  Committee 
that  these  Institutions  are  supported  bv 
public  moneys  ;  thut  these  public  moneys 
arc  aimually  voted  by  an  Appropriation 
BUI,  and  that,  therefore,  there  will  have 
to  be  au  annual  legislative  m^tire 
passed  by  the  Irish  Parliament  if  the« 
Deuomiuational  Institutions  are  to  cod- 
tiuue.  I  put  it  to  the  GovemmeDt 
whether  they  think  or  do  not  think  that 
Sub-sections  2  and  3~would  pmmx  the 
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Irish  Legislature  to  vote  and  appropriate 
money  for  the  support  of  those  Institn- 
tious.  It  is  quite  true  that  the  Prime 
Minister  did  say  that,  iu  his  opiQtOD,  it 
would  he  conipeteut  for  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature to  eoutiuue  to  support  these 
Colleges  in  the  future  as  ve  have  done 
in  the  past.  But  the  matter  was  not 
argued  at  length,  and  no  question  was 
asked  as  to  the  bearing  of  that  decision 
upon  the  maiuteuance  and  support  of 
Deoomi national  Institutions  as  set  out  in 
the  sub-sections.  The  next  act  of  the 
drama,  if  I  may  use  the  expression,  arose 
on  the  subject  of  Trinity  College  and 
the  establishment  of  a  Catboliu  University 
in  Ireland.  When  the  fate  and  fortunes 
of  Trinity  College  were  under  discussion 
the  Irish  Members  pointed  out  with  con- 
siderable force  that  they  considered  they 
had  a  right  to  an  Institution  for  the 
higher  education  which  should  be  under 
the  control  of  the  Catholic  clergy,  and 
they  did  not  think  it  would  be  necessary, 
in  order  to  obtain  that  object,  that 
Trinity  College  should  be  despoiled. 
They  argued  that  it  was  not  necessary, 
in  order  to  establish  a  University  or 
College  under  Catholic  control,  to  despoil 
Trinity  College.  Of  course,  their  con- 
tention is  that  they  can  obtain  that 
object  by  voting  money  for  the  establish- 
ment of  such  an  Institution  under  the 
powers  given  by  this  Bill.  Thereupon, 
I  asked  the  Government  whether,  iu 
their  view,  it  would  be  in  the  competency 
of  the  Irish  Legislature  under  this  clause 
to  establish  a  Catholic  College  or 
Catholic  University,  and  that  was  the 
specific  question  which  the  Prime 
Minister  desired  me  to  postpone  to  this 
stage  of  the  clause.  Bat  a  further 
question  arises.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  going  to  answer  this  question 
in  the  affirmative,  as  he  has  already 
answered  the  question  about  the  Catholic 
Training  Colleges,  I  wish  to  ask  him 
further  whether  he  thinks  this  clause 
does  or  does  not  prevent  the  establish- 
ment by  the  Irish  Legislature  out  of 
public  funds  of  primary  schools  all  over 
the  country  of  a  strictly  denominational 
character  ?  I  am  qnite  certain  that  the 
effect  of  the  whole  clause  taken  together 
is  practically  to  prevent  any  change  in 
the  existing  undenominational  system  of 
education  In  Ireland-— seeing  that  public 
funds  are  obtained  by  taxation  from 
Catholics  and  Protestants  alike — in  the 
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direction  of  establishing  Catholic  places 
of  education  throughout  the  country. 
Speaking  for  myself  personally,  I  desire 
to  give  the  Irish  Legislature  the  power 
of  supporting  the  Denominational  Train- 
ing Colleges.  Speaking  again  solely  for 
myself,  I  should  hesitate  greatly  before 
forbidding  the  establishment  of  a 
Catholic  College ;  but  I  could  not  ap- 
prove of  the  general  system  of  education 
— primary  and  secondary — supported  as 
it  Is  out  of  public  funds — to  be  placed  on 
a  denominational  basis.  It  is  true  to  say 
that  iu  a  great  many  of  the  primary 
schools  there  is  a  system  in  vogue  not 
very  easily  distinct  from  a  denominational 
system  protected  by  a  Conscience 
Clause  ;  but  it  is  not  true  to  say  that  the 
system  iu  Ireland  generally  is  a  de- 
nominational system.  We  want,  there- 
fore, to  know  whether  the  existing 
system  is  protected  by  the  clause  as  it 
stands  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am 
anxious  to  meet  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  at  my  request,  or  at  all  events 
in  conformity  with  the  regular  rule  of 
business,  postponed  his  questions  on  this 
subject  until  the  present  stage.  In  the 
little  I  have  to  say  I  shall  not  be  argu- 
mentative, but  simply  explanatory.  It 
would  be  of  little  value  to  be  orgumenta- 
tive,  because  we  have  passed  the  point 
when  we  could  amend  the  danse  or  dis- 
cuss Amendments  to  the  clause.  I  shall, 
therefore,  simply  meet  what  I  think  is 
the  question  put  to  the  Government — 
namely,  as  to  their  view  of  the  effect  of 
the  present  provisions  in  the  clause  with 
regard  to  the  system  of  undenominational 
education  in  Ireland,  embracing  the 
primary  schools  and  reaching  up  as  far, 
at  any  rate,  as  the  College.  With  regard 
to  the  University,I  do  notpretend  to  say 
anything,  because  there  are  so  many 
ways  in  which  the  question  might  be 
brought  forward  that  I  would  require  to 
see  the  particular  form  before  I  could 
possibly  venture  to  give  an  opinion  on  the 
subject.  The  restraining  provisions  on 
the  Irish  Legislature  in  this  important 
matter  are  two  in  number.  First,  there 
is  the  provision  preventing  them  from 
endowing  a  religion ;  and,  secondly, 
there  is  the  provision  aiming  at  undue 
preference  iu  religious  matters.  It  is  \n 
the  light  of  these  two  provisions  that  I 
consider  the  questions  which  have  been 
put  to  me  by  the  right  hon^g^g^. 
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As  regards  the  present  undenominational 
schools  in   Ireland   and   the  Training 
Colleges,  we  accept  in  full  the  incom- 
patibility of  denominational  schools  in 
Ireland}  and,  of  course,  all  future  de- 
nominational schoolSf  if  such  should  be 
founded  with  the  proviBions  of  this 
clause ;  but  we  excepted  the  Training 
Colleges,  though  they  are  strictly  of  a 
denominational   character,    just   as  in 
England   under   our  undenominational 
system,    protected    by    a  Conscience 
Clause,   we    have    Training  Colleges 
which,  though  they  receive  support  from 
the    State   on   liberal   terms,   are  of 
a    denominational    character,    and  so 
mnch    so    that    if     they    were  set 
up      as      independent  Institutions, 
and  not  purely  ministerial  to  the  schools, 
it  would  be  a  question  whether  they  did 
not  come  within  the  meaning  of  undue 
preference.   Then  we  are  asked  to  con- 
sider the  provisions  of  the  clause  with 
respect  to  Colleges  or  higher  educa- 
tion.   It  is  quite  clear  that  to  establish 
a  religious  endowment,  or  anything  that 
is  liable  to  the  charge  of  undue  pre- 
ference, as  described  by  the  Bill,  cannot 
be  done  by  the  Irish  Legislature  ;  but  I 
am  not  prepared  to  say  on  that  account 
that  a  College  establishment  of  a  denomi- 
national character,  bound   by  certain 
conditions,  is  excluded  by  the  BUI.  On 
the  contraiy,  it  would  be  consistent  with 
what  we  have  done — perhaps  it  is  re- 
quired in  coneisfeuce  with  what  we  have 
done   with    regard   to  denominational 
schools — that  we  should  hold  this  ground  : 
that  the  Irish  LegiHlature  should  not  be 
precluded  from  founding  any  Denomina- 
tional College  which  shall  put  no  com- 
pulsion on  those  outside  the  denomination 
in  respect  to  iustniction   or  worship, 
and  which  shall  elect  to  its  professorships 
and  other  appointments,  supported  by 
public  endowment,  irrespective  of  creed, 
except  such  as  in  their  nature  are  asso- 
ciated with  denominational  duties.  So 
far  as  I  can  judge,  that  would  be  in 
clear  analogy  with  respect  to  the  imde- 
nominational  schools,  and  it  would,  in  a 
sense,  correspond  with  the  arrangements 
of  Trinity  College  which  undoubtedly 
as  it  stands,  however  free  and  open  to 
Roman  Catholics  it  may  be  by  Statute, 
is,  for  certain  purposes,  and  especially  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Christian  ministry,  a 
great   Protestant  Training  Institution. 
We  are  all  of  opinion  that  under  the 
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conditions  we  have  described  the  found- 
ing of  such  a  Collie  would  be  within 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  as  it  now 
stands. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  read  us  out  the  care- 
fully-considered judgment  of  the  inters 
pretation  which  he  and  his  friends  are 
disposed  to  put  upon  the  clause.  Would 
it  be  asking  too  much  of  the  Government 
to  consider  whether,  when  the  subject 
comes  on  again  on  Report,  they  could 
not  introduce  formal  words  to  put  it 
beyond  doubt  in  the  clause  itself  that  the 
interpretation  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
puts  on  the  clause  is  the  interpretation 
which  the  Courts  will  put  upon  it  ?  I 
think  the  distinctions  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  drawn  are  of  a  subtle 
character,  and  upon  bo  important  a 
question  as  this  it  is  inexpedient  to  leave 
it  to  the  Courts  to  go  upon  the  narrow 
line  which  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
travels  so  easily  ;  and  I  think  the  Courts 
would  take  a  broader  and  probably  a  cruder 
view  of  this  clause.  The  present  sys- 
tem of  primary  education  in  Ireland  is 
undenominational  in  this  sense :  that 
it  belongs  to  a  Board  consti- 
tuted by  Protestants  and  Catholics,  which 
absolutely  manages  the  whole  system ; 
and  though  there  is  nothing  in  the  regu- 
lations of  that  Board  to  prevent  a  clergy- 
man or  parish  priest  being  a  manager  of 
a  school,  the  system  in  Ireland  is  dis- 
tinctly an  undenominational  system.  I 
am  anxious  to  know  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  finds  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  the  Irish  Legislature  to  alter 
that  system,  and  to  carry  out  what  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  have 
never  concealed  their  desire  to  carry  oat, 
and  that  is,  to  hand  over  the  schools  iu 
which  Ga^olic  children  attend  entirdy 
to  Catholic  authorities  ? 

Me.  sexton  :  That  never  was  de- 
manded. What  was  suggested  was  that 
where  there  was  a  school  for  diffraent 
denominations  in  the  same  locality 
attended  only  by  the  children  of  one 
creed,  that  such  schools  might  be  treated 
as  what  they  really  actually  were — 
namely,  as  denominational. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  was  awsre 
that  that  was  the  particular  demand  put/or- 
ward  by  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way, on  the  supposition  that  the  present 
Board  of  Education  was  to  go  on  as  it 
is,  and  the  present  system  of  adminisM- 
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tioa  was  to  last.  But  what  I  want  to  | 
know  is,  is  it  to  be  iu  their  power  to  | 
modify  from  top  to  bottom  the  whole 
Bjstem  of  primary  education  iu  Ireland 
in  a  denominatioual  senee  ?  I  am  con- 
vinced that  if  the  Gorerument  answer  in 
tho  affirmative,  they  will  be  raising  a 
hornets*  nest  in  this  country  and  in  Ire- 
land, and  they  do  not  know  what  they 
are  doing.  There  is  a  large  section  of 
the  people  attached  to  the  present 
system  ;  vast  bodies  in  this  country  of 
Nonconformists  and  others,  who  certainly 
would  not  look,  without  the  gravest  sus- 
picion and  the  greatest  fear,  on  any  pro- 
posal for  allowing  this  question  to  come 
under  the  influence  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  ;  and  these  people, 
both  in  Ireland  and  England,  are  under 
the  impression  at  present  that  their 
views  are  carried  out  and  their  interests 
protected  in  this  clause.  I  understand, 
however,  that  the  Government  do  not 
take  that  view,  and  their  contention, 
hitherto  unexpressed — up  to  this  date 
quite  unexpressed — is  that  the  Irish 
Legislature  should  be  handed  over,  with- 
out any  other  control  than  that  requiring 
the  imposition  of  a  Conscience  Clause, 
the  whole  machinery  of  primary  educa- 
tion, from  top  to  bottom,  in  Ulster  as 
well  as  the  rest  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  We  have 
never  stated  that  primary  education  is  to 
be  handed  over  unconditionally,  except 
under  the  protection  of  a  Conscience 
Clause.  In  point  of  fact,  the  Govern- 
ment have  followed  the  guidance  of  the 
discussion  which  took  place  iu  the  House 
the  other  day.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  that  the  system  of  Irish  educa- 
tion is  undenominational.  In  my  opinion, 
it  is  practically  pervaded  by  a  strong 
denominational  taint.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  me  whether  it  would  be 
in  the  power  of  the  Irish  Legislature  to 
carry  the  denominational  principle  to 
whatever  length  they  please,  I  should 
say  it  appears  to  me  humbly,  and  speak- 
iug  perhaps  hastily,  upon  my  own  view 
of  the  clause,  that  if  they  did  so  they 
would  certtiiuly  come  into  conflict,  if  not 
with  the  provision  as  to  the  eudowment 
of  religion,  certainly  with  the  provision 
as  to  undue  preference. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  :  There  would 
be  no  preference  in  that  case. 

Mh.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  think 
tiiere  would  be.    With  regard  to  the 


Education  Board  in  Ireland,  I  am  aware 
of  no  feeling  hostile  to  the  existence  of 
that  Board  or  of  any  intention  to  disturb 
it. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Two 
questions  arise  from  the  very  important 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister.  The 
first  is,  as  to  whether  the  interpretation 
the  Government  place  upon  the  Bill  is 
the  correct  interpretation  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (inter- 
posing) :  Allow  mc  to  interpose  just  for 
one  moment.  I  ought  to  have  said,  in 
answer  to  the  appeal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that,  of  course,  I  give  no 
pledge  on  this  matter,  and  I  am  not  con- 
vinced that  further  precision  and  further 
definition  is  required  iu  the  clause.  Of 
course,  we  ought  not  to  leave  this  matter 
in  a  state  of  uncertainty,  and  it  is  a  very 
fair  question  for  consideration  whether 
the  intention  of  the  Legislature  did  or 
did  not  require  to  be  made  more  distinct 
and  clear. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  The  first 
question  is,  whether  the  interpretation 
the  Government  put  upon  the  Bill  is  the 
correct  interpretation,  and  one  that  would 
be  likely  to  be  upheld  IF  ever  questioned 
in  the  Coni'ts  ?  and  the  second  point  is, 
whether  the  interpretation  which  the 
Government  now  put  upon  their  Bill  is 
in  accord  with  the  feeling,  the  sentiment, 
and  the  intention  of  the  majority  of  the 
Committee  and  of  the  majority  of  the 
country.  I  gather  this  is  the  iuterpreta- 
tion  of  the  Government  :  they  consider 
that  primary  education  in  Ireland  is  at 
the  present  time  denominational,  aud 
they  consider  there  is  nothing  iu  the  Bill 
to  prevent  it  from  hmug  denominational, 
at  all  events  to  the  extent  to  which  it  is 
at  present,  and  they  think  that,  iu  regard 
to  secondary  education  and  the  highest 
education — University  education — both 
these  will  be  controlled  by  reference  to 
the  state  of  things  wltli  regard  to  denomi- 
national education  —  that  is  to  say, 
governed  by  what  the  Govorninent 
believe  with  regard  to  primary  education  ; 
and  they  therefore  hold  that,  provided  in 
principle  a  Denominational  College  does 
not  go  further  in  regard  to  denominatiou- 
alism  than  primary  education  at  present, 
the  Irish  Legislature  under  the  Bill  will 
be  permitted  to  regard  Training  Colleges 
as  ancillary  to  and  connected  with  de- 
nominationally-provided schools  and  will 
have  power  to  provide  such  Colleges. 
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Is  that  Iho  case  ?  The  Goverumeut,  iu  , 
accordance  with  that  view,  holds  that  tlie 
Irish  I^egislBture  might  found  aud  eudow 
at  the  public  expense — that  id  to  say,  at 
the  expense  very  largely  of  Proteatants, 
who,  although  not  the  most  numerous 
proportion  of  the  population,  are  at  alt 
events  the  largest  taxpayers — a  Romau 
Catholic  College,  provided  conditions 
were  laid  down,  including  a  Conscience 
Clause,  which  would  preclude  the  idea  of 
compulsion  in  regard  to  education  in  that 
College.  I  suppose,  in  effect,  if  it  gave  a 
Conscience  Clause  so  that  anyone  might 
stay  away  from  any  particular  class  or 
instruction,  and,  secondly,  that  it  did  not 
make  specially  favourable  regulations 
with  regard  to  the  employment  of 
teachers.  I  need  scarcely  say  that 
neither  of  these  conditions  could  be 
regarded  as  of  the  slightest  conceivable 
value  as  safeguards.  Without  makiug  a 
single  regulation  in  respect  to  the  creed 
of  the  teachers  to  be  employed,  it  ie  per- 
fectly certain  that  a  Roman  Catholic 
University,  governed  by  a  Roman 
Catholic  administration,  would  of  course 
only  employ  Roman  Catholic  teachers. 
Therefore,  if  the  view  of  the  Goverumeut 
is  correct,  the  Irish  Legislature  will  have 
the  power  of  founding  a  purely  Denomi- 
national Roman  Catholic  College  at  the 
public  expense.  My  first  question  is,  is 
that  interpretation  correct  ?  In  the 
interests  of  the  Irish  themselves  it  ought 
to  be  made  perfectly  clear  whether  they 
are  or  are  not  to  have  this  power.  1 
should  have  thought  that  the  words 
which-  prevent  the  Irish  Legislature 
from  eiftablishiug  or  eudowing  religion, 
whether  directly  or  indirectly,  would 
absolutely  preclude  such  a  state 
of  things.  To  say  that  a  Romau 
Catholic  University  or  College 
founded  in  Dublin  is  not  an  iudirect 
endowment  of  religion  seems  to  me  to 
be  ignorant  of  the  meaning  of  the  words ; 
therefore,  I  should  say  it  is  a  most 
doubtful  point  whether  the  Goverument 
interpretation  put  upon  their  own  view 
would  be  upheld  in  the  Courts.  1  assume 
the  Government  will  take  care  to  make 
that  clear.  We  ktiuw  what  their  in- 
tentioa  is.  Their  intention  is,  in  the 
first  place,  that  the  Irish  Legislature 
shall  have  practically  full  power  over 
the  primary  system.  That  is  a  course 
which  goes  against  the  views  of  almost 
everyone  who  has  written  or  spoken  on 
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^  this  subject — against  the  views,  strongly 
expressed,  of  all  Nonconformist  Bodi^ 
iu  England  aud  Scotlaud,  because  they 
(the  Goverument)  say  that  the  preseot 
system  is  a  purely  denominational  sys^ ; 
therefore,  they  will  put  no  restrictions 
upon  the  Irish  Legislature  to  prevent  it 
making  it  more  denominational.  They 
can  alter  the  whole  administration  of 
this  ,  denominational  system,  whereby 
every  safeguard  at  present  given  to 
secure  the  uusectarian  character  of  the 
schools  will  be  taken  away.  That  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government ;  that  k 
the  interpretation  of  their  view.  When 
we  come  to  Training  Colleges,  absolutely 
no  interference  with  the  Irish  L^s- 
lature  is  to  be  allowed  ;  and  not  only  are 
the  existing  Colleges  to  be  supported, 
but  the  Irish  Legislature  are  to  liave  s 
free  haud  to  establish  as  many  more 
Denominational  Training  Colleges  as  it 
pleases,  becauses  this  is  ancillary  to 
primary  education.  When  they  have 
done  all  this,  and  when  they  have  made 
the  primary  !<ystem  thoroughly  denomi- 
national, and  handed  it  entirely  over  to 
the  control  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
hierarchy,  and  established  as  many  Train- 
ing Colleges  as  they  please,  they  nuy 
then  go  on  and  make  a  Roman  CathoUc 
University  and  College,  provided  only 
that  the  Romau  Catholics  eonseut  tl«t 
they  will  not  have  printed  regiilatious 
ordaining  the  creed  of  the  persons  whom 
they  will  select  as  instructors  iu  the 
University.  I  say,  the  country  was  not 
prepared  for  that.  This  is  a  most  inh 
portant  change.  It  shows  the  neces- 
sity of  having  this  great  Bill  die* 
cussed  in  the  country.  We  have  been 
for  more  thau  20  days  upon  this  Bill, 
and  it  is  only  now,  at  the  end  of  the 
4th  clause,  that  we  learn  from  the 
Goverument  that  they  intend  to  give 
to  the  Irish  Legislature  the  power  of 
reversing  the  legislation  which  h*.* 
hitherto  prevailed  on  the  subject  yf 
sectitriau  education.  When  the  Bill 
of  1870  was  brought  forwani,  one 
of  the  strongest  points  which  I  and 
others  urged  was  that,  by  the  measure 
the  Government  were  proposing  for  this 
couutry,  they  were  likely  to  undermiDe 
the  uusectarian  character  of  the  Irish 
educational  system.  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
say  that  at  that  time  you  would  out 
have  found  throughout  the  whole  of 
England  a  Noncoofonnist  who  was  doc 
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prepared  to  go  any  length  to  maintain 
in  its  entirety  the  exiBting  educational 
system  in  Ireland.  I  am  tiot  prepared 
to  say  what  the  Noncouformist  CQUscieuee 
is  now  ;  but  this  I  will  say,  tbat  there 
must  have  beeu  many  Nouuonf or  mists 
who  voted  for  Goverument  candidates  at 
the  late  Electiou  who  would  not  have 
done  so  had  they  kuown  that  the  no- 
sectarian  system  of  edncatton  in  Ireland 
is  to  be  revolutioniaed  under  this  Bill. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  (Dublin  University): 
I  do  not  intend  to  press  further  the 
argument     just     addressed     to  the 
Committee  by    the  right  hou.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham.    Jt  appeared 
to   me    his  argument  was  conclusive, 
and   showed  tliat   whatever  might  be 
the  pretences  of  this  section  or  of  any 
other  part  of  the  Bill,  there  is  really  uo 
substantial  restriction  whatever  upon  the 
power  of  the  Irish  Legislature,  which  it 
is  proposed  to  create,  to  deal  as  they  may 
please  at  any  future  time  with  the  rules 
and  principles  which  have  hitherto  con- 
trolled, and  are  still  supposed  to  control, 
the  educational  system  as  at  preseutestab- 
lished  in  Irchmd.    I  dei^ire  to  t^ay  a  word 
upon  another  point  of  view.    This  claut^e 
has  been  held  out  to  iis  from  the  first  in- 
troduction of  the  Bill  up  to  the  present 
time  as  that  part  of  the  measure  which 
would   give   ample   protection   to  the 
minority  in  Ireland.      There  is  not  a 
particle  of  substantial  protection  in  the 
clause.    There  is  nothing  whatever  to 
allay  the  just  apprehensions  we  feel  as  to 
what  may  be  our  fate  uuder  such  a  Legis- 
lature   if    it    were    ever  established. 
Attempts  have  been  made  to  create  a 
feeling  that  something  was  really  being 
done  for  the  protection  of  the  minority  by 
importing    certain    clauses    from  the 
American  Constitution.     These  clauses 
have  been  proved  to  be  utterly  inappro- 
priate to  the  situation  to  which  they  were 
-to  be  applied,  and  utterly  valueless  as  any 
protection  whatever.    There  is,  for  in- 
stance, "due  process  of  law,"  that  ei^ant 
ierrible  of  the  Bill  which,  wherever  it 
occurs,  creates  the  greatest  confusion,  and 
upsets  all  the  other  arrangement  of  the 
dnifting  of  this  clause.    It   is  utterly 
valueless  as  applied  to  the  system  of  a 
couutry  where  it  really  has  come,  in  the 
truest  sense,  in  a  foreign  garb,  and  is 
wholly  unintelligible.    Whenever  we  did 
ask  for  a  clause  from  the  American  Con- 
stitution which  might  have  affonled  some 


real  protection,  we  were  flatly  refused  it. 
We  desired  that  the  Petition  of  Righ^ 

should  be  preserved ;  that  the  writ  of 
habeas  corpus  should  be  preserved,  and 
that  other  protections,  which  were  intro- 
duced into  the  American  Constitution  to 
control  the  action  of  State  Legislatures — 
where  such  protection  was  much  less 
needed  than  it   would  be  in  Ireland — 
should  be  introduced- into  this  Bill,  and  in 
every  case  our  request  has  beeu  flatly 
refused.    The  matters  borrowed  from  the 
American  Constitntion  are  nugatory  so 
far  as  the  protection  of  the  minority  in 
Ireland  is  concerned,  and  those  wi^ich 
would  have  some  protection  iiave  beeu  re- 
fused to  us.    That  is,  I  think,  a  most  un- 
satisfactory state  of  things,  especially  as 
regards  the  Institution  which  I  personally 
am  here  most  directly  to  represent.  We 
have  been  refused  the  adoption  of  an 
Amendment  which  would   have  given 
some  protection  to  Trinity  College  and 
to  the  Dublin  University,  and  we  were 
given  in  exchange  only  a  snb-scetion 
which  was  unintelligible  enough  when 
first  put  upon  the  Paper,  but  which  has 
beou  rendered  more  unintelligible  by  the 
alterations  made  in  it.    The  words  "  due 
process  of  law  "  will  produce  an  opposite 
effect  to  what  was  intended  by  those  who 
framed  the  Bill,  and  that  is  the  only  pro- 
tection left  to  us  in  the  circumstances  of 
danger  and  difficulty  which  are  admitted 
by  the  introduction  of  the  clause  into  the 
Bill  at  all.    But  it  is  uot  only  the  Dublin 
University   and    all  the  other  great 
Chartered  Corporations  which  are  left  in 
this  condition  of  abject  terror  and  danger. 
There  is  another  matter  to  which  I  should 
like  to  refer.     Yesterday  evening  an 
Amendment  was  brought  l)efore  the  Com- 
mittee framed  for  the  purpose  of  protect- 
ing perfectly  lawful  Societies.   I  will  uot 
go  into   the   question   of   what  other 
Societies  would  have  been  protected  by 
that  Amendment  if  it  had  been  introduced, 
but  I  do  say  the  way  in  which  the  great 
Society  of  Freemasons  in  Ireland  has  been 
dealt  with  is  simply  scandalous.  A  clause 
intended  for  their  protection  was  intro- 
duced in  a  speech,  I  think,  of  great  ability 
and  great  force.    What  was  the  answer 
given  by  the  Prime  Minister  ?  Nothing 
but   a   sneer   at  the  Institution  which 
he  said  himself  he  had  never  thought  it 
worth  his  while  to  inquire  into  the  cha- 
racter of,  and  knew  and  cared  nothing 
about;  and,  therefore,  he  would  refusQ 
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^tection  to  it  against  the  efforts  and 
inflnence  of  those  who  have  agato  and 

again  denounced  it,  and,  so  far  as  tlieir 
laugiiage  conveys  any  ineauing,  have 
uttered  most  determined  threats  against 
its  existence.  I  can  tell  the  Prime 
Minister  this  :  there  are  many  people  in 
Ireland  and  England  who  will  be  offended 
and  insulted  by  the  way  he  deals  with 
that  great  Institution;  but  every  man 
who  does  know  it — for  I  had  the  great 
honour  once  of  holding  high  office  in 
that  Order — and  knows  what  it  is  feels 
the  deepest  sympathy  and  greatest  re- 
spect for  it  as  a  Charitable  Institution 
doing  a  great  and  good  work  for 
orphans  and  disabled  old  people,  admin- 
istering large  funds  in  Ireland,  and 
having  no  enemies  in  that  country  except 
those  who  might  have  been  made  so  by 
that  unfortunate  opposition  which  in 
modern  times  had  been  raised  against  it 
by  the  heads  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church.  That  Institution  in  Ireland  is 
part  of  the  great  Institution  of  Free* 
masonry  in  this  country  presided  over  by 
the  Heir  to  the  Throne.  It  is  an  In- 
stitution in  which  the  deepest  interest  is 
felt  by  thousands  and  tens  of  thousands 
in  Irelaud,  and  by  greater  numbers  in 
England,  the  United  States,  and  all  over 
tlie  world  who  sympathise  and  honour  a 
Society  for  which  the  Prime  Minister 
yesterday  could  find  nothing  but  words 
of  obloquy  and  contempt.  ["  No,  no !"] 
In  answer  to  a  request  modestly  put 
forward,  the  Prime  Minister  spoke  of  It 
as  an  Institution  of  which  he  knew 
nothing,  and  about  which  he  cared 
nothing.  ["  No,  no  !*']  I  can  assure 
those  who  say  "  No,  no  I "  that  the  words 
of  the  Prime  Mioieter  have  produced  the 
greatest  possible  feeling  of  irritation  and 
disappointment.  However,  1  do  not ' 
wish  to  pursue  the  subject  further.  As 
to  this  Clause  4,  which  is  offered  to  the 
minority  in  Ireland  as  a  fulfilment  of 
many  pledges,  not  only  to  them,  but  to 
the  electors  throughout  the  Three  King- 
doms, every  so-called  protection  put  into 
the  clause  is  iutroduced  in  such  a  way  as 
to  be  wholly  worthless,  and  every  pro- 
tection asked  for  by  those  who  best  know 
what  they  have  to  fear  has  been  ignomi- 
niously  rejecteil. 

Mr.  ROBERT  WALLACE  (Edin- 
burgh, E.)  said,  he  had  put  down  an 
Amendment  to  each  sub-section  of  the 
clause,  as  well  as  a  collective  Amend- 

Mr.  Plunket 


ment  to  the  whole,  for  the  purpose  of 
rejecting  each  and  all  of  them ;  bnt  he 

thought  it  right  to  spare  the  time  of  the 
Committee  by  only  moving  the  rejection 
of  the  whole  clause.  He  regarded  this 
clause  as  anti-Home  Rule  in  its  spirit 
and  character.  As  it  stood  until  an  boiir 
ago  be  read  it  as  a  declaration  that,  while 
Home  Rule  was  equal  to  every  other 
political  problem  that  might  be  presented 
to  it,  it  curiously  and  inexplicably  broke 
down  in  face  of  the  problems  raised  by 
the  heterogeneous  quartette  of  religion, 
American  extracts,  Corporations,  and  fish. 
One  of  these  had  been  withdrawn,  and  to 
that  extent  the  character  of  the  clause 
was  less  singular;  but  the  spirit  of  it  had 
in  no  way  been  changed  or  improved  by 
that  alteration.  The  policy  of  the  Bill 
was  most  properly  to  give  to  Ireland  the 
freest  possible  hand  in  the  exercise  of  her 
own  self-government,  on  the  ground  that 
the  honour  and  interests  of  a  self-govem- 
ing  people  are  perfectly  safe,  and,  indeed, 
most  secure  in  their  own  bands ;  but  the 
poliity  of  the  clause  was  in  the  teeth  of 
that  description.  Its  policy  was,  to  his 
mind,  one  of  distrust  of  the  Irish  people, 
and  to  tie  their  hands.  The  Committee 
had  intrusted  already  to  the  Irish  people 
far  greater  powers  than  those  which  were 
restricted  by  this  clause,  and  had  refused 
to  protect  the  Irish  Legislature  from 
temptations  far  more  powerful  than  any 
from  which  they  would  be  protected  by 
this  clause.  A  Catholic  people  who  could 
betrastedwithDivorce  and  Marriage Iawb 
and  a  people,  whether  Catholic  or  not, 
who  could  be  trusted  with  the  whole 
Criminal  Law,  were  qualified  to  be  trusted 
with  any  problem  or  any  social  question, 
civil  or  religious.  He  might  be  asked 
whether  he  was  to  allow  the  Irish  people 
to  be  absolutely  free  in  their  self-govern- 
ment. He  would  say  that  he  believed 
far  greater  evils  would  arise,  and  p^haps 
in  the  not  distant  future,  out  of  the  re- 
strictions in  this  clause,  than  would  have 
arisen  from  giving  the  Irish  people  com- 
plete freedom.  If  he  were  asked  whether 
he  would  allow  Ireland  to  begin  at  once 
in  the  possession  of  her  full  freedom,  or 
whether  she  must  not  be  compelled  to 
creep  before  she  walked,  he  wanted  to 
know  why  should  Ireland  be  dealt  with 
as  a  baby  nation — put  in  legislative 
leading  strings  and  administrative  tub 
and  tucker  ?  It  might  be  said  it  wu 
necessary     to     conciliate  oppositicn, 
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possibly  OQ  both  sides  of  the  House. 
With    respect    to    conciliatiDg  hoo. 
and   right    hoo.    Gentlemen  opposite, 
he  had  carefully  observed  their  proceed- 
ings during  the  discussion  of  the  clause 
in  Committee,  and  he  was  of  opinion  that 
nothing  would  reconcile  them.   And  he 
was  not  surprised  at  it,  because  they  were 
debating  the  Radical  distinction  between 
(he  two  Parties — between  the  Party 
whose  watchword  was  "  Trust  in  the 
people  "  and  the  Party  whoso  watchwonl 
was  "  Distrust  in  the  people."    It  was 
impossible   that   there    could   be  any 
reconciliation  between  Parties  witli  these 
respective  watchwords  whenany  question 
arose  that  brought  them  to  close  quarters. 
Even  if  there  had  been  a  desire  to 
conciliate  the  Opposition,  he  wished  to 
know  why  the  (rovernment  had  syste- 
matically refused  things  for  which  they 
had  expressed  the  strongest  desire,  and 
put  upon  them  things  for  which  they 
had  expressed  no  desire  whatever.  He 
had  not   seen  the  conciliatory  temper 
advancing  as  the  discussion  proceeded 
on  the  other  aide  of  the  House.    Jtie  had 
watched  with  a  great  amount  of  ethical 
interest  the  development  of  virtues  in 
the  public  characters  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
and  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  as  these 
controversies  proceeded,  and  he  had  not 
noticed  that  sweet  reasonableness  was 
the  virtue  that  made  the  most  rapid 
progress  in  the  course  of  that  develop- 
ment.   Was  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  conciliate   the  weak 
brethren  on  their  own  side  ?    He  had 
never  thought  it  was  a  wise  policy  to 
trouble  much  about  weak  brethren  ;  but 
he  refused  to  believe  iu  the  existence  of 
many  weak  brethren  on  that  (the  Liberal) 
side.    The  weak  brethren  were  getting 
Terj  much  stronger,  especially  in  the 
power  of  digestion.    They  were  tired  of 
the  prolonged  character  of  the  discus- 
sions and  of  their  evil  efTect  In  prevent- 
ing the  House  from  dealing  with  questions 
of  political,  industrial,  and  8o(m»1  reform, 
and  were  getting  more  and  more  ready  to 
swallow    almost    anything  —  a  most 
dangerous   and   fatal  disposition — that 
was  put  before  them  in  the  shape  of 
Home  Rule  that  would  pass  in  any  way 
in  order  that  they  might  get  to  these 
problems.    He  wished  to  refer  to  the 
religious  sub-sections  of  the  Bill,  and  he 
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wanted  to  ask  with  respect  to  them, 
What  was  the  principle  upon  which 
these  provisions  rested,  if  it  was  not  that 
Ireland  was  not  fit  to  be  trusted  with  the 
control  of  the  State  relations  to  religion  ? 
He  denied  that  wiUi  respect  not  only  to 
Ireland,  but  to  everj  self-governing 
people.  For  his  own  part,  he  was  an 
uucompromisiug  advocate  of  the  principle 
of  religious  equality  and  an  opponent  of 
every  fonn  of  religious  disability  ;  and  if 
he  were  asked  his  opinion  of  the  merits 
of  the  sub-sections  considered  merely  by 
themselves,  he  approved  of  them,  so  far 
as  they  went,  most  cordially.  But  he 
was  equally  attached  to  another  great 
Liberal  principle — a  principle  which  was 
paramount  to  the  principle  of  religions 
equality,  and,  indeed,  paramount 
to  all  other  Liberal  principles — 
he  meant  the  doctrine  that  a 
self-governing  people  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  govern  themselves  exactly  as  they 
pleased.  If  such  people  asked  him  he 
should  advise  them  to  have  nothing  to 
do  with  any  religious  endowment  with 
religious  disability,  or  educational  sec- 
tarianism ;  still,  if  they  refused  to  take 
his  advice,  whilst  he  should  be  sorry  to 
think  they  had  made  a  mistake,  he  should 
have  no  right  to  interfere  ;  it  was  the 
community's  own  business,  and  it  was 
for  them  to  say  what  they  were  to  do 
with  their  own  resources  and  to  order 
their  own  arrangements.  He  should  like 
to  ask  his  Scotch  Home  Rule  friends  a 
question  on  this  matter.  He  was  not  at 
the  present  moment  an  aggressive  Home 
Ruler.  He  bad  not  received  quite 
enough  provocation  even  yet.  The  cup 
of  Governmental  iniquity  was  not  yet 
quite  full.  He  was  a  contingent  Scotch 
Home  Ruler,  contingent  upon  the  ultimate 
deliverance  of  the  Scotch  people — by  no 
means  yet  authoritatively  declared — as 
to  the  whether,  and  what,  or  when,  of  any 
Home  Rule  they  might  desire.  He  knew 
there  were  other  friends  of  his  who  had 
gone  further  ahead.  They  had  gone,  it 
seemed  to  him,  in  front  of  the  people  ; 
and  in  a  spirit  of  what  he  ventured  to 
call  anti-democratic  self-will  they  were 
calling  out  for  Home  Rule  legislation 
for  Scotland  precisely  upon  the  footing 
of  the  Home  Rule  legislation  for  Ireland. 
He  wanted  to  ask  them  how  they  would 
like  this  clause,  and  how  they  could  con- 
sistently press  upon  the  Irish  people  a 


clause  of  this  destaiption  ?. 
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prepared  to  see  the  coutro)  of  religious 
questions  and  of  ecclesiastical  questions 
denied  to  the  Scottish  people  ?  If  uot, 
why  did  they  press  upon  Ireland  a 
meaHure  which  deprived  her  of  the 
absolute  control  of  her  religious  relatious  ? 
He  might  be  told  that  the  Irish  people 
were  witlinf;  to  accept  the  clause.  He 
was  uot  Kure  that  that  was  cutirelj  the 
fact ;  but  if  it  were,  that  was  not  enough 
for  him.  Home  Rule  had  its  duties  as 
well  a«  its  rights  ;  aud  if  they  took  great 
paius  aud  made  certain  sacrifices  in  that 
House  to  put  Ireland  in  possesnion  of 
Homo  Rule,  the  Irish  people  were  bound 
to  carry  away  with  them  every  suhjeet 
that  was  capable  of  being  an  obstruction 
or  aggravation  aud  an  irritation  in  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  He  wanted  to  ask 
what  had  been  the  policy  of  the  Liberal 
Party  in  connection  with  these  religious 
aud  ecclesiastical  questions  ?  Was  it 
uot  that  the  Scotch  ecclesiastical  question 
was  to  be  left  to  Scotland,  the  Welsh 
ecclesiastical  question  to  Wales ;  aud  if 
the  English  ecclesiastical  question  had 
not  been  proposed  to  be  left  to  the 
English  people  as  yet,  he  presumed  it 
was  because  the  subject  was  not  within 
the  range  of  practical  politics  ;  aud  in 
the  same  spirit  he  asked  ought  not  the 
religious  and  ecclesiastical  questions  of 
Ireland  to  be  left  entirely  in  the  hands 
aud  the  control  of  the  Irish  people 
themselves  ?  They  might  tell  him  the 
Irish  people  did  not  want  religious  en- 
dowment and  educational  exclusivism. 
If  that  were  so,  what  was  the  danger  of 
leaving  them  in  the  formal  control  of  a 
matter  they  were  not  going  substantially 
to  meddle  with  ?  Ho  was  not  sure  that 
the  confidence  in  this  matter  rested  on  a 
sound  foundation.  He  did  not  see  why  the 
Catholic  Church  should  not  in  the  course 
of  time — although  at  the  present  moment 
she  might  not — desire  something  in  the 
nature  of  religious  endowment.  Other 
Catholic  countries  called  for  and  had 
State  support  for  Churches  and  State 
support  for  educational  exclusivism,  aud 
why  should  uot  Ireland,  as  its  history 
proceeded,  desire  the  same,  more  particu- 
larly as  they  were  continuing  to  keep  up 
in  England,  and  possibly  in  Scotland  also, 
an  Established  Church  and  a  system  of 
education  which,  though  undenomina- 
tional in  name,  was  substantially 
sectarian  in  character  ?  If  such  con- 
troTersies  as  these  were  to  be  laised  at 
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:  all,  let  them  be  raised  in  Ireland  where 
they  had  a  right  to  settle  them.  Do  not 
let  them  be  raised  here  where,  after 
giving  Home  Rule  to  Ireland,  they  had  % 
right  to  expect  they  should  be  delivered 
from  the  trouble  of  dealing  with  Irish 
problems.  There  would  then  be  lesg 
chance  of  danger  being  done  in  IrvIatHi, 
because  the  expenses  would  come  out 
the  Irish  pocket ;  whereas  if  they  had  to 
do  with  the  matter  in  the  Imperial  Pir- 
Itament,  they  would  have  to  pay  for  it. 
Let  him  say  a  word  on  one  other  clause  (rf 
the  Bill.  He  referred  to  the  5Ui  sub- 
section, which  from  its  parentage  he 
hoped  he  might  not  be  considered 
irreverent  if  he  said  it  might  well  be 
called,  the  "  Yankee-Doodle  sub-section." 
They  had  heard  a  great  deal  about 
insulting  Ireland  and  the  Irish  people. 
He  took  it  upon  him  to  say  that  if  ever 
there  was  an  insult  offered  to  any  pe<^e 
as  betraying  a  want  of  confidence  in  them 
and  suspecting  tbem  of  deficiency  in  tbe 
most  elementary  principles  and  faculties 
of  self-government  thip  wns  exactly  tbe 
clause.  If  language  had  any  meauiug, 
the  only  meaning  that  could  be  put  upon 
the  clause  was  that  there  was  a 
probability  (so  strong  that  it  required  to 
be  legislatively  guarded  against)  that  one 
of  the  first  measures  of  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture would  be  to  pass  an  Act  for  hanging, 
say,  his  hou.  Friend  tbe  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  without  due  process  of 
law,  and  with  nothing  but  due  process  of 
hemp,  and  that  there  might  be  continual 
appeals  to  tlie  country  on  the  question  of 
the  Plnuket  Decapitation  Bill,  or  tbe 
Carson  Cremation  Bill,  or  the  Johnston 
Chains  and  Slavery  Bill.  He  could  not 
understand  how  the  clause  camo  to  t>c 
in  the  Bill.  He  supposefl  it  might  have 
been  out  of  compliment  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  in 
recognition  of  the  splendid  success  of  the 
American  Commonwealth — he  meani,  of 
course,  the  book,  not  the  Republic.  He 
would  only  say  iu  this  conuection,  **01i 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  had  not 
written  the  book  !  " — at  all  events,  nntil 
after  the  Home  Rule  Bill  was  passed  ifw 
when  ail  author  had  written  a  splendtdlv 
successful  book,  it  was  not  iu  hunun 
nature  for  him  not  to  desire  that  the  woriJ, 
or  some  part  of  it,  should  take  a  leaf  or  two 
out  of  it,  to  say  nothing  of  tbe  whole 
edition.  He  hoped  that  the  responaiUe 
editor  of  the  Bill,  the.  Prime.  Minister, 
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would  really  seud  tbis  clause  back  to  the 
place  whence  it  came,  in  the  usual  form 
— "  Returned,  with  thanks,  as  unsuitable 
toonrcolumus,  which,  besides,  are  pressed 
for  space."     As  to  the  6th  and  other 
snb-sectious,  be  should   ouly  submit  to 
the  Committee  whether  it  was  not  per- 
tinent to  ask  that  if  such  questions — eveu 
though  they  were  petty  in  many  of  their 
oharacteristics  and  relations — were  to  be 
left  here  to  be  a  scarce  cf  possible  inter- 
ruption aitd  irritation,  where  was  the 
benefit  to  Great  Britain  to  come  from 
the  passing  of  this  Bill  ?    They  were  told 
that  "Ireland  blocked  the   way,"  and 
that  when  Home  Rule  passed  it  would 
block  the  way  no  longer.      That  all 
depended  on  the  compteteness  of  the 
powers  with  which  the  Irish  Legislature 
was  endowed.      But  if  the  irritations 
arising  from  these  questions  were  to  be 
left  here,  then  they  should  have  Dublin 
resounding  with  Ireland,  while  West- 
minster would  be  simultaneously  re- 
sounding with  Ireland.     la  short,  it 
would  be,  "Ireland;  Ireland  everywhere, 
and  not  a  drop  to  Britain  !**    There  was 
one  other  reason  which  weighed  with 
him  perhaps  more  gravely  than  any  he 
had  mentioned  why  he  desired  to  see 
this  clause,  if  possible,  out  of  the  Bill. 
He  desired  to  remove  every  vestige  of 
an  excuse  for  the  moustrous  and  danger- 
ous proposition  which  he  believed  would 
be  made  by-and>bye,  to  retain  the  Irish 
Members  in  this  House  with  full  powers 
to   deal  with  British  questions  after 
they  had  been  gifted  with  a  Legislature 
of  their  own  for  the  transaction  of  their 
Irish  affairs.    That  proposition  was  of  a 
double  character — it  imported  not  only 
Home  Rule  for  Ireland,  but  Irish  Rule 
for    Britain.     He   had  been  sorry  to 
observe   that    certain    Irish  Members 
appeared  to  be  clutching  at  these  unjust 
and  altogether  intolerable  powers,  for  the 
trumpery   reason    that    certain  Irish 
matters  which  they  did  not  seem  very 
unwilling  to  leave  behind  them  were  to 
be  left  in  tbis  Imperial  Parliament.  In 
that  light  the  provision  of  this  clause 
filled  him  with  suspicion  and  foreboding. 
The  way  in  which  the  matter  stood — if 
he  might  be  allowed  the  language  of 
illustration  —  was  this  :    "  You  and  I 
have   been  keeping  house  together  for 
a  great  many  years,  but  you  are  leaving 
with  all  your  belongings  to  go  iutoa  brand- 
new  house — which,  by  the  way,  has  been 


to  a  large  extent  built  by  my  exertious* 
There  is  an  old  sideboard  and  a  poker 
which  you  do  not  find  it  convenient  to 
take  along  with  you  at  this  moment,  and 
which  you  desire  me  to  give  house-room 
for  ;  but,  no  sooner  have  I  consented, 
than  OD  the  strength  of  my  good  nature 
and  the  alleged  necessity  of  looking  after 
your  articles  of  vertu,  you  insist  that  yon 
must  have  the  full  run  of  the  house — my 
house  now  by  the  hypothesis — with  yoor 
latch-key,  and  your  bedroom,  and  your 
four  meals  a  day,  and  your  hot  and  cold 
water,  and  all  the  modern  conveniences 
as  before,  and  exactly  when  you  like." 
Now  that  was  too  much.  He  said  :  *'  Take 
away  your  effete  sideboard,  your  duty 
poker ;    who   wants     your  ridiculous 
chattels  ?  Mind  you  your  own  house  and 
let  me  mind  mine."    If  his  boo.  Friends 
from  Ireland  insisted  upon  having  some 
of  their  property  left  behind,  then  in  that 
case  he  would  say,  "Leave  it  at  your 
own  risk.      You    must    not  quarter 
yourself    on    me.   on    the  pretence 
of     looking     after     your  things.^' 
No  doubt  the  Irish  Members  would  vote 
against  the  omission  of  the  clause — that 
was  to  say,  they  insisted  on  leaving  some 
of  their  property  behind  them  ;  but  in 
that  case  they  left  it  at  their  own  risk. 
He  did  not  want  their  blessed  things. 
Take  tbem  away,  and  if  they  would  not, 
at  all  events  take  themselves  away.  Let 
them  send  for  their  things  when  they 
wanted  them,  and  they  might  rely  upon 
it  that,  so  far  as  he  was  concerned,  they 
should  be  sent  by  return  of  parcels  post. 
These  were  the  grounds  on  which  he 
opposed  the  clause.    His  was  the  action 
uot  of  an  acti-Home  Ruler,  but  of  a 
thoroughgoing  Home  Ruler  in  favour  of 
a   more  tboroughgoiug  form  of  Home 
Rule  than  that  which  the  Grovernment 
bad  placed  before  the  Committee  and  the 
country,  and  on  the  strength  of  these 
reasons  he  had   considered   it  right  to 
make  his  protest  in  this  way,  and  to 
move  the  omission  of  the  clause. 

Moved,  "That  the  Clause  be  omitted." 
— {Mr.  Robert  Wallace.) 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddington, 

S.)  said,  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Memberwho 
had  just  sat  down  was  undoubtedly  iu- 
terestiug,  forcible,  and  witty ;  but  he 
should  like  to  ask  the  bou.  Member 
what  was  the  meaning  of  it  ?  The  hon. 
Member  had  favoured  the^House ,  with 
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oae  or  two  of  thene  speeches.  Never- 
tlieless,  their  outcome  had  been  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  voted  with  the  Go- 
veromeut  throughout  the  proceediugn  ou 
this  Bill.  The  votes  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
lier  pointed  in  one  direutiou  and  hiR 
ttpeechefl  in  another.  The  hon.  Member 
had  said  that  if  he  did  not  make  the  speech 
he  had  just  delivered  he  might  have  been 
misitnderatood  ;  but  the  fact  was,  the  hon. 
Member  was  the  most  nuHuuderstood  man 
in  the  Houbo,  because  he  never  could 
bring  himself  to  vote  in  accordance  with 
the  views  be  expressed  in  his  speeches. 
The  hon.  Meml>er  ba<l  said  that  the 
Goveniment  ought  to  go  much  further  in 
order  to  gratify  the  Irish  people  ;  but  he 
now  expressed  such  a  want  of  confidence 
in  the  Irish  Representatives  that  lie 
wanted  to  g^t  rid  of  them  altogether. 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  this  clause 
placed  no  trust  in  the  Irish  people  ;  that 
its  restrictions  would  produce  great 
irritation  in  Ireland,  and  would  l>e  useless 
for  good  but  most  eifective  for  harm. 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  the  great 
difference  between  himself  and  his  Party 
and  the  Unionists  was  that  the  former 
had  adopted  the  principle  of  trusting  the 
people.  But  now  the  hon.  Member  said 
that  the  Government  had  inserted  this 
clause  in  the  BiU  because  they  could  not 
trust  the  people. 

Mb.  R.  WALLACE  said,  that  his  con- 
tention was  that  the  Government  had  not 
trusted  the  Irish  people  sufficiently. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  said,  he 
thought  the  argument  of  the  hou. 
Member  went  far  beyond  that.  The  hon. 
Member  ought  not  to  make  speechesof  the 
kind  that  he  had  just  delivered  unless  he 
was  prepared  to  act  up  to  them.  The  hon. 
Member  laid  down  without  auy  qualifica- 
^n  whatever  that  the  Irish  people  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  govern  themselves  exactly 
as  they  pleased  in  all  things.  The  hon. 
Member  would  give  the  Irish  Legislature 
the  power  of  doing  what  they  chose 
with  regard  to  the  endowment  of  educa- 
tion and  religion.  He  said  that  the  Irish 
people  would  change  in  their  feeling 
about  this  question  ;  but  if  the  hon. 
Member  was  honest  in  his  condemnation 
of  the  proposals  of  this  Bill,  be  ought  to 
vote  against  them.  He  did  not  see  how 
he  reconciled  trust  as  to  endowment  in 
one  case  with  distrust  in  another,  and  he 
feared  the  hon.  Member's  manner  of 
dealing  with  the  question  would  turn  the 
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whole  Bill  into  ridicule.  It  was  difficoh 
to  conceive  that  he  would  vote  for 
clauses  that  he  thought  so  ridicnlom. 
With  regard  to  the  attitude  of  the  Go- 
vernment, he  should  like  to  refer,  if  not 
out  of  Onler,  to  the  Amendment  brougbt 
forward  last  night.  He  could  not  uttder- 
stand  how  the  Chief  Secretary  could 
allow  a  Bill  for  which  he  was  reeponsible 
to  be  turned  against  an  Institntion  tike 
the  Masonic  Body,  which  had  many 
merits,  and  which  had  never  been  detected 
in  any  errors  of  policy  or  in  errors  in  the 
management  of  its  affairs.  Why  shonld 
such  an  Institution  be  treated  as  if  It 
were  the  most  mischievous  and  worth- 
less Body  that  ever  existed  ?  Why 
should  it  be  left  without  the  smalleei 
protection  for  its  property — propoty 
which  it  had  in  Dublin  and  in  msDj 
parts  of  Ireland — when,  rdraining  from 
the  expression  of' political  opinion  of  anj 
sort,  it  was  quietly  devoting  itself  to  lU 
own  charitable  work,  in  which  in  Ireland, 
as  in  other  places,  it  had  accomplished  eo 
much  good  ?  As  the  Bill  stood,  the 
Masonic  Body  in  Ireland  was  left  to  the 
mercy  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Bishops 
and  priests.  He  did  not  know  whethw 
the  Chief  Secretary  would  condesoeiHl 
to  notice  what  he  said  ;  but  if  this  wu 
the  way  in  which  the  rights  of  Instita- 
tions  were  to  be  treated  in  Ireland  by  the 
Chief  Secretary,  they  could  easily 
imagine  how  those  rights  would  be 
treated  by  the  Irish  Parliameut.  He 
could  not  conceive  anything  which  was 
calculated  to  give  a  greater  shock  to  the 
English  people  than  the  treatment  at- 
corded  to  Freemasons  by  the  Prime 
Minister. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  noble  Lonl 
has  failed  show,  as  he  could  not  help 
failing  to  show,  that  I  have  treated  Free- 
masons in  any  objectionable  way  what* 
ever.  Though  not  a  Freemason  myself, 
a  great  many  of  my  friends  belong  to 
that  Body.  I  know,  by  accident*  a 
great  deal  about  Freema.sons  both  in 
Eugland  nnd  in  Ireland,  and  I  go  en* 
tirely  with  the  noble  Lord,  as  also 
with  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment 
last  night,  in  the  praise — and  all 
the  praise — ^bestowed  upon  that  Body. 
I  am  well  aware  of  the  good  and 
charitable  works  which  Freemaaou 
perform.  There  may  be  features  eaa- 
nected  with  the  Body  which  do  not  !»• 
prera  me  with  admiradoii^^JmAs  to  the 
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substautial  worth  of  the  Body,  I  entirely 
agree  with  what  the  noble  Lord  and  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa  the  Member 
for  Dublin  University  (Mr.  D.  R. 
Flunket)  have  said.  But  I  must  deny 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
has  spoken  of  Freemasons  in  language 
of  obloquy.  The  noble  Lord  was  not 
here  

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL:  I  read  it 
this  morning. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  The  noble  Lord 
read  it.  Yes  ;  but  everybody  who 
listened  to  the  language  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  without  desiring  to  import  a 
hostile  meaning  into  it,  must  admit  that 
he  said  nothing  about  FreemasouB  which 
was  calculated  to  wound  the  feelinffs  of 
anybody.  The  Prime  Minister's  argu- 
ment against  the  Amendment  was  timt 
it  was  too  wide,  and  that  it  would  cover 
an  enormous  number  of  Associations  with 
which  no  rational  man  would  deny  that 
the  Irish  Legislature  ought  to  be  coro- 
peteat  to  deal.  That  was  the  foundation 
of  the  resislance  which  the  Government 
offered  to  the  Ameudmeut. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  would  just 
like  to  say  that  so  closely  did  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  think  the  Amend- 
ment connected  with  the  Freemasons  that 
he  disallowed  a  subsequent  Amendment 
mentioning  the  Freemasons  by  name, 
clearly  showing  that  the  first  Amend- 
ment had  reference  to  Freemasons  alone. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  quite  true 
that  Freeninsons  were  not  included  in 
the  scope  of  the  Amendment  by  words  ; 
but  the  speech  of  the  Mover  was  en- 
tirely devoted  to  Freemasons  and  works 
of  the  Association.  But  there  was 
nothing  said  to  show  that  while  in  the 
existing  state  of  things  there  is  a  hostile 
feeling  in  the  mind  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  hierarchy  against  Freemasons, 
there  was  nothing  to  show  thnt  the 
Irish  Legislature  would  be  animnted  by 
tliesiinie  feeling.  1  may  be  right  or  I  may 
l>e  wroug  in  this  argument,  but  I  wish  to 
disclaim  the  imputation  cast  upon  me  of 
thinking  or  doing  anything  which  would 
indicate  hostility — hostility  which  I  do 
not  feel,  aud  which  it  is  impossible  I 
should  feel,  towards  &  Body  with  respect 
to  whom  I  entertain  nothing  but  sym- 
pathy, and,  in  many  respects,  admira- 
tion. 


•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  ho  did  not  know  how  English  and 
Scotch  Radicals — who  had  declared  that 
the  question  of  Church  Establishment 
and  Endowment  must  be  left  to  be  settled 
by  the  separate  peoples  who  made  up 
the  United  Eingdoiii — .were  going  to 
deny  this  very  ri^ht  to  the  Irish  people 
as  they  did  in  that  clause.  It  was  per- 
fectly well  understood  that  the  Scottish 
Establishment  would  uot  endure  any 
longer  than  Scottish  opinion  permitted  it. 
This  applied  also  to  Wales  ;  and  he  sup- 
posed the  English  might  claim  to 
settle  the  matter  for  themselves  also. 
Would  the  Radicals  not  graut  the  same 
right  to  the  Irish  people  as  to  the  others  ? 
Why  did  they  not  do  so  ?  He  knew  the 
reason.  If  they  hod  told  the  English 
people  at  the  last  Election  that  the  Irish 
Parliament  was  to  be  at  liberty  to  endow 
Roman  Catholicism,  the  present  Govern- 
ment would  uot  have  been  in  OflBce. 
He  might  be  told  that  the  Irish  Members 
consented  to  this.  They  knew  what  Dr. 
Doyle,  Bishop  of  Kildare,  said  before  a 
Committee  of  this  House  in  1829 — that 
the  Church  Establishment  in  Ireland 
would  never  be  touched.  Dr.  Doyle 
could  not  bind  his  successors. 
Neither  could  the  Irish  Members  of 
to-day.  He  had  always  held  that  re- 
ligion could  be  endowed,  not  directly, 
but  indirectly  through  education.  Let 
them  take  the  case  of  primary  edu- 
cation. There  was  no  such  thing 
as  a  denominational  system  of  educa- 
tion in  Ireland.  There  were  some 
thousands  of  mixed  schools  which  were 
undenominational  in  attendance,  and  the 
whole  theory  of  the  National  system  of 
education  was  not  denominational ;  it 
was  non-sectarian,  and  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture, by  the  vote  of  English  and  Scotch 
Radicals,  was  to  have  the  power  of  turn- 
ing this  non-sectarian  system  into  a  sec- 
tarian system.  That  was  exactly  the 
power  that  was  being  given.  The  hon. 
Member  for  East  Edinburgh  (Mr.  R. 
Wallace)  told  them  he  would  let  the  Irish 
Legislature  do  as  it  liked.  Was  that  what 
his  constituents  understood  at  the  Gene- 
ral Election  ?  They  were  handing  over 
this  power  of  turning  a  non-sectarian  into 
a  sectarian  system ;  and,  so  far  as  they 
(the  Liberal  Party)  handed  it  over,  they 
would  be  responsible  tor  the  result.  See 
how  it  could  be  worked.  What  had 
been  the  desu-e  of  hon.  Members  below 
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the  Gaugwaj  opposite  all  along  ?  Had 
thej  given  one  ray  of  hope  during  the 
years  they  had  sat  there  that  in  dealing 
with  this  education  question  they  would 
not  be  guided  by  the  Roman  Catholic 
Bishops  ?  What  was  the  claim  of  the  | 
Roman  Catholic  Bishops  ?  Why,  that ' 
they  were  supreme  in  the  region  of  faith 
and  of  morals,  and  whatever  else  might  be 
in  that  region  education  clearly  was,  and, 
therefore,  he  maintained  that  the  gentle- 
men who  would  compose  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature, so  far  as  education  was  concerned, 
would  be  absolutely  under  the  control  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy.  They 
could  not  escape  from  their  own  convic- 
tions and  principles,  and  to  do  them 
credit  they  had  never  shown  the  slightest 
desire  to  oppose  their  Bishops  in  any 
way.  What  would  be  easier  than  this  : 
Suppose  the  Irish  Legislature  desired,  in 
obedience  to  the  Bishops,  to  hand  over 
to  the  Christian  Brothers  and  the  other 
Religious  Orders  in  Ireland  the  education 
of  the  people,  the  Roman  Catholic  lay 
teachers  would  have  to  be  got  rid  of  ; 
but  that  would  lie  easy,  because  they 
might  be  dismissed  by  the  parish  priests. 
[«  No  ! "] 

An  hon.  Member  :  There  is  an 
appeal. 

•Mr.  T.W.RUSSELL:  To  Sir  Patrick 
Keenan  ? 

An  hon.  Member  :  No,  to  the  Dio- 
cesan Antliority. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  An  appeal 
from  the  parish  priest  to  a  Couv/ica- 
tion  of  priests,  forsooth  !  Suppose  the 
Irish  Legislature  did  this,  what  would 
happen  ?  These  Religious  Orders  could 
not  nold  property  

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  They  do  ; 
the  Christian  Brothers  have  plenty  of 
property. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  The  individual 
Brother  could  not  hold  property.  So  far 
as  the  Ortler  was  concerned,  they  were 
Christian  Socialists.  The  maintenance 
of  a  Christian  Brother  cost  a  very  small 
sum.  He  would  get  £100  or  £120  a 
year  as  a  first-ciass  teacher,  and  tlie 
difference  between  his  salary  and  the  cost 
ol  his  maintenance  would  be  handed 
over  to  the  Church.  Whatwas  that  huten- 
dowment  ?  It  was  a  most  effective  form 
of  endowment.  If  this  Legislature  was 
over  set  up  that  was  exactly  wh^t  would 
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take  place  in  Ireland.  Again,  as  regarded 
higher  education,  what  would  have  hap- 
pened if  in  1886  the  Prime  Minister  had 
gone  to  the  coUiiti^  with  the  declaration 
that  as  part  of  the  Home  Rule  policy  be 
proposed  to  give  the  Irish  Legislature 
power  to  set  up  a  sectarian  University  in 
Ireland.  Hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side  know  my  views  on  that  point.  At 
any  rate,  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kerry  knows  them.  Sectarian  education 
— a  Roman  Catholic  University  set  up 
under  the  auspices  and  direction  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  was  one  thing,  but 
such  a  University  set  np  by  the  Irish 
Legislature  and  dominated  by  the  Roman 
Catholic  hirawchy  was  an  entirely 
different  thing  ;  and  what  the  Govern- 
ment were  doine — and  let  there  be  no 
mistake  about  it — was  sectarian ising  the 
educational  system  of  Ireland  from  the 
bottom  to  the  top.  This  De'iate  would 
be  read  by  Kouconformists  in  England 
and  by  Presbyterians  in  Scotland.  Home 
Rule  in  the  abstract  was  one  thing,  but 
Home  Rule  in  the  concrete  was  another. 
The  electors  of  Linlithgow  gave  evidence 
of  that  the  other  day. 

An  hon.  Member:  What  about  &w»d- 
sea  ? 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  The  eiectore 
had  not  the  slightest  idea  of  what  the 
vague  phrase  "  Home  Rule "  meant. 
TheOovernmeiif  had  refused  to  tell  them 
what  it  meant;  but  now  the  Bill  was 
before  them  the  Gox'ernmeiit  would 
the  result  in  due  time.  The  electors  (rf 
the  country  when  they  voted  for  Home 
Rule  had  not  the  slightest  idea  that  it 
meant  giving  the  Irish  Legislature  power 
to  suspend  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act,  and 
to  throw  LIstermeu  in  gaol  by  the 
hundred  without  trial,  and  to  vary  con- 
tracts. Then,  as  to  Freemasons.  He 
himself  was  not  a  Freemason  and  did 
not  belong  to  any  secret  society,  but  the 
Freemasons  left  to  the  tender  merciw 
of  an  Irish  Parliament  would  be  in 
a  very  bad  way  indeed.  Why  did  he 
say  that  ?  Because  they  liad  been  de- 
nounced as  well  as  every  other  secret 
society  by  the  authorities  of  the  Boinan 
Catholic  Church.  Did  anyone  mean  to 
tell  him  that  the  Irish  Bishops  and  priests, 
who  practically  controlled  elections  in 
Ireland,  were  not  going  to  carrv  out 
their  convictions  on  these  matia^ 
as     citizens  ?      ^^Jj     they  would. 
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not  be  the  men  they  were  if  they 
did  not.  They  would  carry  out  their 
convictions  in  thia  Legislature,  and  the 
result  would  be  that  pains  and  penalties 
would  be  imposetl  by  the  Irish  Legislature 
on  all  such  secret  societies.  Here  was  a 
point  which  would  touch  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway,  who  were  interested 
in  the  temperance  movement.  Twenty 
years  ago  the  Order  of  Good  Templars, 
of  which  he  was  not  a  member,  had  been 
iutroduced  into  Ireland,  and  more  than 
500  Roman  Catholic  working  men  iu 
the  City  of  Dublin  joined  that  Order. 
Three  months  after  they  joined,  the 
late  Cardinal  Cullen  issued  a  Pastoral 
denouncing  the  Order  and  everyone 
belonging  to  it,  and  the^e  men  hnd  to 
make  their  choice  between  leaving  it  or 
being  excommunicated  from  the  Church. 
That  was  the  kind  of  spirit  to  which  the 
Government  promised  to  hand  over  the 
Presbyterians  and  Methodists  of  Ireland. 
It  would  be  absolutely  impossible,  even 
if  they  were  willing,  for  such  men  as  the 
bun.  Member  for  North  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Diamond),  who  had  announced  hiinsolf 
an  Ultramoutaue  and  Papist  first,  above 
everything  else,  to  control  this  spirit. 
This  clause  showed  what  Home  Rule 
really  meant.  They  had  it  now  un- 
masked, and  the  constituencies  would 
know  how  to  deal  with  it  and  the  Govern- 
ment at  the  next  General  Election. 
ICHesof  Closure!"] 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  We  have  no  desire  to 
prevent  the  Government  having  this 
clause  to-day.  We  are  prepared  lo  pass 
this  clause  to-day.  We  part  with  it, 
knowing  that  it  is  so  bungled  that  new 
words  have  had  to  be  iutrodnced,  and 
that  constructed  as  it  is  it  does  not  even 
carry  out  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment. We  find  that  the  safeguards 
which  we  expected  are  not  within  its 
four  corners,  and  subjects  such  as  the 
prevention  of  bounties  which  we  wished 
to  put  iu  have  been  refused  by  the 
Governraeut.  We  have  dealt  with  great 
rapidity  with  this  clause.  Such  subjects 
as  the  habeas  corpus,  liberty  of  the  Press, 
and  other  matters,  that  would  have  been 
discussed  for  days  if  they  had  come  upas 
substantive  questions,  we  have  allowed 
the  Government  to  have  with  a  rapidity 
for  which  we  may  almost  reproach  our- 
selvra.  After  all  this,  what  do  we  find  ? 
If  we  bad  really  known  what  was  in  the 
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I  clause  we  might  have  taken  a  great  deal 
j  more  time.  But  what,  I  say,  do  we  find 
now  ?  That,  contrary  to  our  general 
impression,  this  olause  contains  povrers 
for  the  new  Parliament  which,  if  they 
had  been  put  as  snbstantive  proposals 
before  the  House,  would  at  least  have 
taken  a  week — proposals  worse  from  one 
point  of  view  than  uiosewhich  practically 
wrecked  the  Government  in  1873.  These 
proposals  go  infinitely  beyond  those  of 
1873.  Aud  we  have  not  known  that 
they  were  in  the  clause.  Why  did  we 
not  know  it  ?  Why  did  not  the  Govern- 
ment candidly  tell  the  Committee  at  an 
earlier  date  what  was  in  the  olause  ? 

An  hon.  Member  :  We  did. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  No,  the  Govern- 
ment refused  to  tell  us  until  to-day  that 
it  gives  power  to  endow  a  Roman 
Catholic  University.  And  even  as 
regards  primary  education  no  single 
Member  of  the  Committee,  unless  perhaps 
it  was  some  Irish  Member — and  I  do  not 
know  that  even  they  saw  the  paper 
which  has  been  read  out — knew  the 
exact  scope  of  the  Government  proposal. 
This  information  has  twen  concealed  from 
the  Members  of  the  Committee,  and  no 
Minister  has  got  up  to  excuse  the  fact 
that  the  Committee  has  been  kept  in  the 
dark  during  the  whole  of  the  Debate. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  in  a  powerful  speech 
denounced  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment, but  the  Chief  Secretary,  who  could 
find  time  to  get  up  aud  speak  as  to  the 
Freemasons,  did  not  reply  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  Aud  why  ?  Because 
he  had  no  answer,  and  because  he  did  not 
wish  to  bring  this  question  before  the 
country.  Well,  it  will  be  our  business 
to  bring  it  before  the  constituencies.  I 
do  not  know  whether  hon.  Members 
opposite  will  do  the  same.  I  wonder 
what  story  they  will  tell  on  the  platforms 
— whether  they  will  say  that  the  safe- 
guards in  the  Bill  are  drawnso obscurely 
that  nobody  can  tell  what  they  mean, 
and  what  they  authorise  the  Irish 
Legislature  to  do.  After  several  attempts 
had  been  made  during  the  course  of  these 
Debates  to  elicit  the  real  intentions  of  the 
Government,  it  was  found  that  either 
they  did  not  themselves  realise  their 
intentions  as  to  a  Roman  Catholic 
University,  or  that  they  did  not  agree 
with  the  Irish  Meoabers  or  with  the 
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Irish  episcopatijr.  It  was  evident  that 
time  haid  to  be  taken,  and  it  was  necessary 

to  put  oif  the  diflcusfiou  until  the  eud  of, 
the  clause,  wheu  it  is  no  longer  in  the 
power  of  the  Committee  to  amend  it  in 
the  direction  which  I  believe  the 
country  would  have  it  amended  in. 
That  is  the  conduet  of  Her  Majesty't* 
Groveminent,  and  we  now  kuow  that 
there  is  to  be  a  Koman  Catholic  Uni- 
versity endowed  out  of  the  general 
taxation  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Prime 
Minister  said  a  College. 

Me.  GOSCHEN  :  Well,  College.  At 
present  the  University  has  not  been 
settled  ;  that  must  be  kept  perhaps  for 
the  Report  stage.  [Cries  of  "  Divide  ! "] 
We  have  been  deceived — aud  I  call  it 
deception  if  it  was  in  the  miud  of  the 
Government.  That  is  the  dilemma  they 
are  in.  Either  they  knew  what  they 
intended,  and  they  ought  have  told  the 
House,  or  they  had  no  policy,  and  have 
only  adopted  one  at  the  last  moment.  I 
rather  suspect  the  latter  alternative.  At 
any  rate,  ^eir  conduet  this  evening  will 
remain  as  a  monument  of  as  much  mis- 
management as  has  ever  l>eeu  crowded 
into  a  week  necessary  for  the  discussion 
of  the  subject. 

Question,  "  That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Wednesday  next. 

UEBSAGE  FROM  THE  LOBDS. 
They  have  agreed  to — Weights  and 
Measures  Bill,  Duchy  of  Connvall  Bill, 
Local  Government  Proviaional  Orders 
(No.  10)  Bill,  Local  Government  Pro- 
visional Orders  (No.  11)  Bill,  Local 
Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order 
(No.  3)  BUI. 

Amendment  to — Voluntary  Convey- 
ances Bill  [Lords]. 

Amendments  to — Railway  Servants 
(Hours  of  Labour)  Bill,  Water  Pro- 
visional Orders  (No.  1)  Bill,  with  Amend- 
ments. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
"An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
under  '  The  Gas  and  Waterworks  Facilities 
Act,  1870,'  relating  to  Bromyard  Gas, 

Mr,  Goschen 


Llanfairfechan,  and  Aber  Gas,  Otley 
Gas,  and  Swindon  Gas."  [Gas  Orders 
Confirmation    (Bromyard,    &c.)  BiU 

[Lords]. 

GAS  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION  (BROH- 
YARD,  &c.)  BILL  lLardi\. 
Read  the  first  time ;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills,  and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  400.] 

EVENING  SITTING. 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DAW 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  aud  Question  proposed, 
That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair." 

GOVERNMENT  OP  SCOTLAND. 
RESOLUTION. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  moved  the 
following  Amendment: — • 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word 
■*  That,"  in  onler  to  insert  "  in  consequence  (rf 
the  presaure  of  Public  Bue>inc8s,  and  the  failure 
of  this  House  to  deal  with  Scottish  aSurs  in 
acconlancc  with  the  wishes  of  the  Sctrttish 
people,  it  is  desirable  to  devolve  upon  the 
Scottisb  L^slature  all  matters  exdnsively  re- 
lating to  Scotland." 

He  said,  he  thought  there  was  no  difficulty 
in  proving  the  preamble  of  his  Motion — 
namely,  that  there  was  such  a  congestion 
of  Business  at  Westminster  that  it  was 
impossible  for  Scotch  Business  to  be 
transactetl.  The  present  Session  would 
no  doubt  pass  away  without  a  single  Bill 
having  been  passed  into  law  for  Scotland. 
The  difficulty  was  by  no  means  a  new 
one.  Ever  since  the  Reform  Bill  of 
1867  there  had  been  such  a  congestini 
of  Business  that  the  House  of  Commons 
had  been  utterly  unable  to  get  through 
one-half  the  Business  it  ought  to  get 
through.  To  show  that  it  was  not  doe 
to  what  was  called  Irish  obstruction  or 
to  any  temporary  causes,  but  was  po*- 
mancut,  he  would  quote  two  authorities, 
the  Prime  Minister  (Mr.  Gladstone)  and 
the  late  Prime  Minister  (Lord  Salisbury). 
The  Prime  Minister  went  down  to 
Aberdeen  22  years  ago,  before  Isaae 
Butt  entered  Parliament,  and,  in  accepting 
the  freedom  of  the  city,  apologised  to  Uie 
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Scotch  people  for  the  cooclition  of  their 
Business  in  ParliameDt.  The  right  boii. 
Geutlemaa  said — 

"  I  admit,  without  the  least  hcxitAtion,  that 
the  pre«ent  coiKlition  of  the  action  of  ParUa- 
ment  with  regard  to  Scotch  Busineiw  is  unsatis- 
factory.   You  have  much  reason  to  complain — 
or  at  least  to  regret,  for  I  am  not  sure  about  the 
complaint  —  Init  you  hare  much   reason  to 
re^t,  and  I  bare  deep  reason,  as  have  my 
colleagues,  to  ngret  that  we  have  not  been 
able  to  deal  with  several  subjects  interesting  to 
the  feelings  of  Scotlaul,  and  material  to  its 
welfare,  with  the  promptitude  that  we  should 
all  have  desired.   .   .   .   The  difficulty  is  a 
very  great  one.    Parliament  ia  overtaxed ;  it 
perfonna  a  great  deal  more  work,  and  has  pro- 
bably at  all  times— most  certaiol;  for  the  last 
40  years — performed  a  great  deal  more  work, 
than  any  other   Legislative  Assembly  in  the 
world.    .    .    .     Bnt  besi'ies  tcmjwrary  diffi- 
culties, there  are  real  difficulties  of  a  more 
serious  kind  in  the  discharge  of  the  work  of 
legislation.   The  amount  of  demand  upon  Par- 
liament, the  province  marked  out  by  public 
opinion  for  lodslation  is  greatly  enlarged,  and 
that  which  wast,  even  when  my  life  began  quite 
sufficient  for  the  strength  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, has  now  grown  to  such  a  height  and  mn.sH 
that  that  strength  is  insufficient  to  meet  it. 
Parliament  is  now  expected  to  r^ulate  the  re- 
lations of  life  between  differrat  classes  and  to 
provide  for  public  wants  and  against  public 
evils  of  a  description  that  were  formerly  be- 
lieved to  lie  altogether  beyonrl  its  comjietence 
and  its  power.    Legislation  u)>on  health,  legis- 
lation upon  atmosphere,  legislntion  upon  waler, 
legislation  upon  drainage,    legislation  u|>on 
labour  in  all  its  relationn — these  are  topics 
which,  in  few  wonis,  contain  the  key  to  a  vast 
mass  of  work  waiting  to  be-  done  and  which  it 
haa  not  been  found  )Kmstble  to  overtake.    .   .  . 
But  if  doctrines  of  Home  Rule  are  to  be  esta- 
blished in  Irelanil  I  protest  on  your  behalf  that 
Ton  will  be  just  as  well  entitled  to  it  in  Scot 
land,  and>  moreover,  I  protest  on  Iwhalf  of 
Wales,  in  which  1  live  a  good  deal,  and  where 
there  are  800,1KH)  people  who  to  this  flay,  such 
is  their  sentiment  of  nationality,  s|>eak  hanlly 
anything  except  their  own  Oi^ltic  tongue — a 
larger  number  than  speak  the  Celtic  tongue,  I 
apprehend,  in  Scotland,  and  a  much  larger 
number  thaxx  uneak  it,  1  apprehend,  in  Ireland 
— I  prote^  on  behalf  of  Wales  that  it  will  be 
cntitleti  to  Home  Ilule  also." 

Lord  Salisbury  went  down  to  Glasgow  a 
couple  of  yearn  ago  to  receive  the  free- 
dom of  that  city,  and  practical])'  the 
words  he  u.sed  and  the  words  of  the 
present  Prime  Minister  were  identical. 
Xiord  SaliBbiiry  snid — 

"  I  believe  that  the  evils  which  we  all  com- 
plain of  in  tile  proceedings  of  Parliament  are 
not  <lue  to  the  fault  of  Parliament  or  of  thos« 
who  gui<le  it.  It  is  very  common  tt)  say  Par- 
liament would  do  very  well  if  it  were  projierly 
Itid  ;  but  when  you  observe  that  the  same  com- 
plaint arises  in  Ministry  after  Ministry,  and 
gBtn  worse  rather  than  better,  and  when  you 
see  that  the  cleverest  men  who  have  to  lead  the 
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House  of  Commons  effect  no  essential  improve- 
ment in  this  particular  evil  of  which  we  com- 
plain —  the  delay  and  im|>erfectionof  legislation 
— you  naturally  coTicIude  that  this  evil  does  not 
Uein  the  men,  but  lies  in  the  system  and  the 
task  which  they  have  to  do.  .  .  .  Social 
questions  are  pressing  ujion  us  with  unpleasant 
proximity.  They  are  very  difficult  to  solve- 
most  difficult  of  all  to  solve — because  many  of 
them  depend  for  their  solution  u|>on  the  cir- 
camatances  of  the  jmrticnlar  locality  in  which 
they  are  raised.  A  solution  is  good  for  one 
jiart  of  the  country  which  might  nut  be  good 
fur  another  part  of  the  country.  Again,  there 
are  questions  which  it  is  difficult  to  solve  in  a 
mechanical  manner  by  putting  a  formula  u)ion 
the  statute  Book,  but  it  would  be  {tottsible  to 
solve  by  citizens  legislating  for  citizens  whom 
they  personally  know.  Personal  interest,  i>cr- 
fional  proximity,  personal  investigation  into  the 
conilitions  of  these  social  problems  by  thtwe  who 
have  influence  and  power  in  the  locality  where 
they  arise  might  often  famish  a  vray  oui  of  the 
perplexity  and  avoid  raising  all  the  passions 
by  which  the  fobric  of  our  society  is  threatened, 
if  only  we  would  give  greater  trust  to  Locjil 
Bodies  and  not  insist  on  piling  upon  the  Central 
L^slature  work  for  which  it  is  unfit,  and 
which  it  is  unable  satisfactorily  to  perform." 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  Scotch  Business  was 
practically  in  the  seme  position  as  it 
was  immediately  after  the  last  Reform 
Bill.  Only  two  Bills  had  been  passed  for 
Scotland  staee  1885.  One  of  these  was 
a  measure  which  was  iutetidcd  tcvsolve 
the  Scotch  University  question,  and 
which  constituted  a  Commission,  some 
of  whose  Ordinances  the  Scotch  Members 
had  compelled  tbem  to  withdraw,  and 
whose  work,  to  all  appearances,  wonld 
have  to  I>e  done  over  again  when  the 
opportunity  arose  ;  whilst  the  other  was 
the  Burgh  Police  Bill.  The  last-named 
was  chucked  through  the  House  anyhow, 
the  result  being  that  the  Secretory  for 
Scotland,  before  the  Bill  came  into 
operation,  had  to  bring  in  an  amending 
Bill.  There  was  no  doubt  other  Bills 
passed,  hut  they  were  consequent  upon 
English  legislation.  Mr.  McLagaiiV 
Permissive  Bill  bad  received  the  sup]>i>rt 
of  a  large  majority  of  S^'otch  MemlK3rs 
for  three  Parliaments,  and  during  the 
last  eight  or  nine  years  Scotch  Members 
had  ballotted  for  a  place  for  this  Bill, 
but  they  had  found  it  utterly  impossilile 
to  get  a  hearing  for  their  cause.  The 
liquor  traffic  in  Scotland  was  going  on 
causing  misery,  ^wverty,  and  premature 
death,  yet  the  S*'oteh  Memlier.i  who 
were  desirous  of  improving  the  state  of 
things  could  not  get  a  hearing.  The 
right  hoD.  Gentlemau  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  (Mr.  Bryce)  had  a  Bill  in  bis 
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handfi  for  some  years,  and  last  year  he 
withdrew  it  in  order  that  be  might  move 
a  Ke«ohition  on  the  subject.  He  carried 
that  Resohition,  Imt  was  just  ae  far  from 
having  the  Bill  passed  as  ever.  He  (Dr. 
Clark)  had  a  little  Bill  in  reference  to 
the  Scotch  crofters,  but  for  six  years  be 
bad  only  once  been  able  to  get  a  hearing. 
But  this  was  not  the  whole  nf  the  Scotch 
case.  Scotchmen  believed  that  they 
were  very  much  overtaxed,  and  that  they 
got  far  too  little  money  from  Imperial 
sources.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  cotititry 
that  Great  Britain  exploited  was  nor 
India,  or  the  Colonics,  or  Ireland,  hut 
Scotland.  Three  years  ago  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Goschen)  proposed  that,  int^tead  of 
grants,  Scotland  and  Ireland  should 
receive  a  proportion  of  certain  taxes. 
The  Scotch  Members  bad  been  very 
anxious  to  know  on  what  the  proportion 
proposed  to  be  given  was  based,  as  they 
were  certaiu  that  someone  was  blnnder- 
iug.  It  had  now  been  discovered  that, 
as  far  as  Ireland  was  concerned,  her 
proportion  of  the  Excise  Duties  had 
been  erroneously  stated  to  the  extent  of 
over  £360,000,  and  Returns  had  shown 
that  at  least  £1,500,000  was  overpaid  by 
Scotland  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer, 
yet  the  Scotch  Meuiljers  could  uot  even 
get  time  to  have  a  Committee  appoiutcd 
on  the  subject  of  financial  relations  this 
Session.  But  even  when  an  opportunity 
was  obtained  for  bringing  on  Scotch 
Business  Scotch  optntou  was  ignored, 
and  the  Scotch  Members  were  over- 
powered by  the  English  Members.  When 
the  late  Government  wished  to  make 
certain  changes  under  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  the  Scotch  Members  naturally 
wantetl  to  have  the  question  solved  in 
accordance  with  Scotch  wishes,  and  the 
Scotcii  llepreseutatives  were  four  or  five 
to  one  in  favour  of  certain  proposals, 
but  the  English  Members  came  in  and 
overwhelmed  them.  Things  could  uot 
go  on  in  this  fashion.  What  was  the  use 
of  Scotch  Members  coming  to  West- 
minster if  they  could  not  do  anything  ? 
There  was  ouly  one  remedy  for  the  pre- 
sent state  of  congestion,  and  that 
was  devolution.  He  did  not  care  what 
form  it  took.  Some  of  his  hon.  Friends, 
and,  he  believed,  the  Government,  were 
willing  to  have  a  Scotch  Grand  Com- 
mittee ;  but  that  did  not  meet  the  diffi- 
culty, because  they  could  not  get  their 
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Bills  read  a  second  time.  Things  were 
gettiug  worse  and  worse  every  year. 
Civilisation  was  developiug,  and  the 
democracy  was  gettiug  more  and  more 
powerful,  the  result  being  that  more 
legislation  was  wanted.  He  had  no 
objection  to  the  Scotch  Members  meet- 
ing in  Scotland  to  do  Scotch  work  and 
then  coming  to  Westminst-er  for  Imperial 
business.  The  hon.  Member  for  Wig- 
ton  (Sir  H.  Maxwell)}  who  had  given 
notice  of  opposition  to  the  Motion, 
seemed  to  think  that  he  (Dr.  Clark)  was 
desirous  of  repealing  the  Union.  He 
admitted  timt  the  Union  had  been  a  good 
thing  for  Scotland,  but  it  had  been  a 
much  better  thing  for  England.  He 
thought  it  would  be  well  that  Scotchmen 
sliould  do  their  Imperial  business  in 
London,  hut  that  they  should  solve  their 
own  Scottish  difficulties  in  their  own 
way,  and  in  a  way  that  no  Imperial  Par- 
liament could  do.  He  did  not  want  to 
repeal  the  Union,  but  he  should  like  to 
devolve  certain  powers  on  a  legislature 
in  Scotland,  and  he  hoped  on  one  id 
Wales  and  one  in  England.  The  Im- 
perial Parliament  wou'd  then  be  free  to 
do  its  Imperial  work.  Even  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain) had  said  on  the  Second  Re.iding  of 
the  Home  Rule  Bill  that,  if  it  had  beea 
a  Federal  Bill,  be  would  have  supported 
it.  Every  sensible  man  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  only  rational  outcome 
of  this  business  was  Home  Rule  all 
round.  Why  had  the  Liberal  Leaders, 
instead  of  helping  on  the  Scottish  Hmne 
Rule  cause,  done  tlieir  best  to  crush  it  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  bad 
stated  the  reason.  He  said  England  was 
a  Conservative  country,  and  it  was  neces- 
sary to  have  Scotch  Liberal  Members  in 
the  British  Parliament  in  order  to  obtain 
Liberal  legislation.  Tberigbt  hon. Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  said,  in  1890,  that 
he  was  in  the  same  position  witli  regard  to 
Scotcli  Home  Rule  as  he  was  with  regard 
to  Scotch  Disestablishment^  and  he  ^ter- 
wards  voted  for  Scotch  Disestablishment 
because  he  saw  the  majority  of  the 
Scotch  Members  were  in  favour  of  it. 
Scotch  Members  were  about  to  have  an 
opportunity  of  expressing  (heir  opinion 
on  the  question  ot  Scotch  Home  Rule. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  movement 
was  making  progress  in  Scotland.  On 
the  last  occasion  when  the  matter  wu 
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bronght  forward  only  one  Scotch  Member 
voted  against  the  Motion,  and  he  met 
the  fate  he  deserved,  as  be  was  defeated 
at  the  General  Election.  In  1889  the 
Motion  was  rejected  by  a  majority  of 
121  ;  in  1890  it  was  rejected  by  a 
majority  of  40  ;  in  1891  it  was  counted 
out,  and  last  year  it  was  rejected  by  a 
majority  of  20.  The  Liberal  Party  was 
pledged  to  Home  Rule,  and  all  the 
Scottish  Liberal  Associations  were 
pledged  to  it.  The  Scotch  people  were 
not  hysterical  on  the  question,  bnt  they 
were  calm  and  strong  in  their  resolve  to 
obtain  the  management  of  their  local 
affairs. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  (Dumfries,  Ac),  in 
seconding  the  Motion,  said,  he  thought 
his  hon.  Friend  was  entitled  to  say  that 
the  whole  of  the  Liberal  Party  in  Scot- 
land was  iu  favour  of  the  principle  he 
had  affirmed,  and  that  those  Members  of 
the  Cabinet  who  sat  for  Scottish  con- 
stituencies had  delivered  themselves  in 
the  same  sense.  Nor  did  he  question 
that  they  would  vote  in  the  same  sense. 
The  reasons  which  had  created  the 
decided  feeling  were  mainly  discontent 
with  the  manner  in  which  Scottish 
Business  had  for  years  been  transacted 
by  the  House.  When  a  Conpcrvativc 
Government  was  in  power  the  wishes  of 
the  minority  alone  were  considered,  while 
the  Liberal  Party,  when  in  power,  had 
so  much  other  business.  The  Scottish 
Members  were  regarded  as  so  loyal 
under  all  circumstances  that  their 
patience  was  over-taxed.  Unless  Seotti>:Ii 
business  was  more  properly  attended  to 
in  the  future,  there  would  not  be  a 
Liberal  majority  from  Scotland  very 
long.  This  year  things  had  been  worse 
than  usual,  although  bo  did  not  blame 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  to  whom  be 
tendered  his  thanks  for  the  fearlettKuess 
and  courage  with  which  he  bad  facetl 
the  questions  which  came  before  him. 
They  all  knew  that  a  good  deal  of  time 
would  have  to  be  consumed  over  the 
Home  Rule  Bill ;  but  he  confessed  he 
was  not  prepared  for  the  prodigions 
waste  of  time  which  was  threatening  to 
bring  Parliamentary  Institutions  into 
contempt.  Knowing  how  the  Session 
would  be  occupied,  the  Scottish  Members 
proposed  to  the  Government  that  there 
should  be  a  Standing  Committee  of 
Scottish  Members  to  deal  with  the 
Second  Rowling  and  Committee  stage  of 


'  purely  Scottish  Bills.  There  had  been 
no  reply  to  the  suggestion,  and  he  re- 
gretted the  Government  had  not  seen 
their  way  to  grant  the  proposal.  If  it 
had  been  granted,  they  might  have 
carried  through  those  stages  Bills  re- 
lating to  liquor,  the  laud,  the  Church, 
and  registration.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentlejnau  would  be  able  to  say 
that  next  year  such  a  Committee  would 
be  appointed.  The  proposal  was,  of 
course,  merely  a  temporary  expedient, 
intended  to  meet  a  special  emergency. 
No  one,  he  thought,  would  regard  it  as 
a  final  solution  of  the  question.  The 
real  difficulty  was  the  absolute  inability 
of  the  House  to  deal  with  the  nuiKS  of 
business  which  devolved  upon  it,  and 
which  was  increasing  every  year. 
Supply  hatl  to  be  left  to  tbt>  "  dog  days," 
aud  who  could  doubt  that  great  extniva- 
gance  would  arise  from  that  I'  Indian 
fiuance  was  neglected.  The  right  to 
move  the  Adjournment  of  the  House  hod 
been  abridged.  Standing  Committees 
had  Iteen  ineffective.  A  stringent  Closure 
had  been  submitted  to,  aud  the  private 
Member  had  been  absolutely  ex- 
tinguished. His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  WigtoD  (Sir  H.  Maxwell)  was 
going  to  move  the  rejection  of  this 
Motion.  Would  he,  or  anybody,  suggest 
what  remedy  there  was  for  the  present 
state  of  things,  unlet<s  it  Ik;  devolu- 
tion of  business  ;  and,  if  tto,  bow 
could  they  have  it  otherwise  than 
iu  accordance  with  those  differ- 
ences of  nationality,  history,  traditions, 
legal  tribunal.",  and  laws  which  separated 
S(;otlaud,  Kuglaud,  and  Ireland  ?  Ilis 
hon.  Friend  also  would  tell  tbeni  that 
there  was  no  serious  wish  in  Scotland 
for  this  proposal.  Well,  be  would  best 
judge  of  that  when  he  saw  bow  many 
Scottish  Members  would  go  into  the 
Lobby  to-night  in  its  favour.  As  he 
came  from  the  same  part  of  the  country, 
bis  hon.  Friend  would  not  dispute  that 
ail  the  candidates  iu  that  district  who 
stood  for  the  present  Government  advo- 
cated this  Home  Rule  ;  and,  for  himself, 
be  believed  that  the  people  of  Scotland 
did  seriously  desire  to  have  some  efficient 
means  of  getting  their  busioess  done 
properly  and  with  despatch,  to  have 
flieir  money  spent  economically  and  not 
sqiiHudered,  to  have  their  grievances 
soberly  considered  and  temperately  re- 
dressed.. There  was  no  desire  to  term 
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this  a  Natioualist  movement,  or  to  break 
up  old  traditioDs.  He  put  forward  this 
claim  as  a  question. of  bnsioeBS.  He  did 
not  think  there  could  be  the  slightest 
question  iu  the  mind  of  the  most  timid 
UnioniBt  of  the  disruption  of  the  Empire 
hy  reason  of  what  they  asked.  He 
himself  felt  that  for  the  sake  of  Scotland 
it  Would  be  most  undesirable  if  they 
were  to  be  otherwise  than  in  the  closest 
touch  with  the  res^  of  the  Kingdom. 
Nor  could  he  regard  with  equanimitj 
the  desolate  condition  of  England  and 
Wales  if  deprived  of  Scotland's  assist- 
ance. All  they  wanted  was  the  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  the  bustcesa  which  was 
peculiar  to  themselves.  The  chief  causes 
which  made  Home  Rule  for  Ireland 
difficult  were  the  Ulster  question^  the 
predominance  of  Roman  Catholicism,  and 
the  cruel  and  ungenerons  attacks  upon 
the  private  characters  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, concerning  which  he  could  not 
sufficiently  express  his  abhorrence.  But 
in  Scotland  they  had  no  Ulster  question, 
no  predominant  Roman  Catholicism,  and, 
as  to  private  character,  if  anything  they 
were  eminently  respectable.  They  had 
no  Plan  of  Campaign  or  boycotting  ; 
they  had  not  even  criminal  conspirators ; 
they  were  not  even  afflicted  with  the 
mysterious  malady  which  made  Irishmen 
incapable  of  managing  their  own  affairs, 
although  they  were  competent  of  managing 
the  affairs  of  other  countries,  and  they 
were  on  excellent  terms  with  their  police. 
If  it  appeared  that  the  country  which 
was  uncommonly  canny  was  asking 
Home  Rule  merely  because  it  found  that 
this  House  of  CoinmonH  was  unable  to 
transact  their  business,  surely  this  con- 
sideration would  go  some  way  to  recon- 
cile even  the  most  timtd  of  the  English 
electors  to  the  necessity  of  devolving 
upon  the  people  of  Scotland  business 
they  were  able  to  undertake.  They  had 
no  desire  to  prejudice  the  case  of  Ire- 
land ;  but  after  they  had  done  their  best 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  a  great  act 
of  justice  and  policy  towards  Ireland, 
they  would  ask,  and  they  had  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  they  would  be  able 
to  secure,  an  efficient  and  thorough 
measure  by  which  Scotland  might  be 
able  to  discharge  the  business  which  had 
been  so  long  in  arrear. 

Amendment  proposed, 
To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  in 

Mr,  R,  T.  Reid 


ooQMqaence  <d  the  pressure  of  public  ban  new, 
and  the  failure  of  this  House  to  deal  with 
Scottish  affairs  in  accordance  with  the  wisbea 
of  the  Soittish  |>eople,  it  is  desirable  to  devolve 
upon  a  Scottish  L^alstare  all  matters  ex- 
clusively relating  to  Scotland," — C^'-  ^fk,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

•Sib  H.  maxwell  (Wigton),  who 
had  on  the  Kotice  Paper  an  Amend- 
ment 

To  leave  out  all  after  the  word  "  That,"  and  to 
insert  "  having  tegani  to  the  advantage  whidi 
Scotland  has  aerivedfrom  the liC^latiTe  Union 
with  Bugland,  and  iu  the  absence  of  any  seriom 
expression  of  Scottish  opinion  in  bvour  of  its  re- 
adjustment,  this  Home  declines  to  entertain 
the  proposal  for  a  separate  L^slatuie," 

said,  Members  in  all  parts  of  the  House 
would  agree  that  some  of  the  ohewra- 
tions  of  the  Mover  and  Seconder  wctc 

worthy  of  the  consideration  of  the  House ; 
and  whatever  conclusion  they  might 
come  to  by  their  vote,  the  time  would 
not  have  been  altogether  wasted  which 
had  been  taken  up  in  enabling  at  least 
some  of  the  Scottish  Members  to 
ventilate  grievances  which  seemed  to  lie 
so  heavily  upon  their  minds.  When,  how- 
ever, they  considered  that  the  Business  of 
Supply  had  been  interrupted  at  this  period 
of  the  Session  to  diseuss  so  large  a  pro- 
position as  that  of  the  faon.  Member,  he 
thought  they  would  not  all  be  unanimous 
in  congratulating  him  upon  having 
selected  a  propitious  moment  for  bringing 
it  before  the  House.  He  had  invited  the 
House,  not  for  the  first  time,  to  join  with 
him  in  a  proposition,  and  in  advocating 
a  course  which,  as  everybody  knew, 
must,  if  it  was  carried  to  its  ultimate 
conclusion,  be  detrimental  to  die  best  in- 
terests of  Scotland.  He  supposed  there 
was  no  one  present  who  believed  that  if 
this  Motion  was  carried  and  prosecuted 
to  a  practical  conclusion  by  theestabUsh- 
mont  of  a  separate  Legislature  in  Edin- 
burgh it  would  stop  at  the  petty 
Chamber  described  by  tlie  Seconder  trf 
the  Motion. 

Mr.  R.  T.  reid  :  I  said  nothing 
about  a  petty  Chamber. 

•Sir  H.  MAXWELL  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Grentleman  said  nothing  about  a 
petty  Chamber,  but  he  described  a  Legis- 
lative Chamber  with  petty  powers. 

Mr.  R.  T.  R£1ID  :  I  never  said  a 
word  about  its  powers ;  but  if  Uie  boo. 

Digitized  by  Gooole 


1837  Government  of         {23  June  1893}  Scotland.  1838 


Baronet  wishes  to  know  my  opiuion,  I 
will  tell  him  that  the  proposed  Legisla- 
ture ought  to  have  absolute  power 
over  everythiug  solely  couuected  with 
Scotland, 

•Sir  H.  maxwell  said,  that  was 
exactly  what  the  hou.  aud  learned  Mem- 
ber stated  iu  hie  speech.  Did  the  hou. 
aod  learned  Geatleman  remember  that 
for  the  last  28  business  days  in  that 
House  they  had  been  endeavouring  to  dis- 
tinguish between  Imperial  questions  aod 
Irish  local  questions,  and  they  had  made 
very  little  progress,  indeed,  in  the  solu- 
UoQ  of  the  problem  ?  The  complaint  of 
hou.  Members  from  Irelaud  was  that 
they  had  restricted  too  much  the  powers 
of  the  proposed  Irish  Legislature,  and 
given  to  it  too  much  the  character  of  a 
petty  Chamber.  One  felt  a  curiosity  to 
know  what  were  the  opinions  of  the 
Prime  Minister  on  this  point.  The  right 
hoo.  Gentleman  was  a  Scottish  Member. 
It  so  happened  that  his  utterances  on 
this  queatiou.in  the  past  had  been  even 
more  Sphinx-like  than  usual.  In  the 
Debate  on  the  Motion  of  the  hou.  Mem- 
ber for  Caithness  in  1889  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — 

"  I  do  not  feel  myself  to  be  in  a  condition  to 
deul  with  the  question  at  the  present  moment 
definitely  and  on  its  merit*." 

One  naturally  turneil  to  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman's  latest  utterances,  and  that 
was  during  the  General  Election  last 
year.  Speaking  at  Dalkeith  on  the  6th 
of  July  last  year,  he  was  asked  his 
opinion  about  Scottish  Home  Rule,  and 
what  was  the  nght  hon.  Gentleman's 
answer  ? 

Let  me  tell  you  that  it  is  not  given  to  human 
nature  to  dire  into  the  depths  of  this  question 
at  a  moment's  notice." 

If  that  utterance  was  not  Sphinx-like  in 
its  characteristics  it  was  at  least  Delphic. 
The  Prime  Minister  was  not  prraent 
to-night.  The  "  old  Parliamentary  hand  " 
to-night  was,  for  the  purposes  of  this 
Debate,  a  vanished  hand.  They  must 
look  to  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  to  reveal  to  them 
the  miud  of  the  Government  on  this 
question.  He  would  not  venture  to  fore- 
cast what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s 
utterances  might  be,  further  than  to  say 
that  he  was  pretty  confident  it  would  be 
to  the  effect  that  when  it  was  worth  the 
while  of  the  Government  to  give  their 
support  to  this  Resolution,  iu  this,  as 


upon  other  questions,  they  would  adopt 
the  course  which  would  secure  them  the 
greatest  number  of  votes.  [^Ministerial 
cries  oj  *'  Oh  !  "]  Yes  ;  they  had  done 
that  repeatedly.  That  was  Opportunism, 
and  nobody  would  deny  that  this  was  an 
Opportunist  Government.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Caithness  had  referred  to 
popular  feeling  upon  this  question  iu 
Scotland.  Neither  by  Petition  to  the 
House,  nor  by  public  mcetiug,  nor  by 
any  other  evidence  had  the  people  of 
Scotland  given  any  serious  intimation  of 
their  desire  for  a  separate  Legislature  in 
Edinburgh.  There  was  nothing  more 
certain  than  this — and  anyone  who  knew 
Scotland  would  bear  him  out  in  the 
assertion — that  no  sooner  had  they  a 
Legislature  in  Edinburgh  than  they 
would  have  an  agitation  on  foot  for 
one  in  Glasgow.  None  of  his  own 
constituents  had  addressed  him  on 
the  subject — no  one,  indeed,  from  Scot- 
land—with one  single  exception.  He 
was  waited  upon  the  previous  day  in 
the  Lobby  of  the  House  by  an  official  of 
the  Jacobite  White  Rose  League  who 
warned  him  against  the  serious  course  he 
was  taking  in  opposing  a  National 
movement,  and  asked  if  he  was  awjire 
that  the  result  of  the  election  in 
Linlithgowshire  was  due  to  irritation 
caused  by  the  slight  which  the  Prime 
Minister  had  cast  on  the  Home  Rule 
movement.  He  congratulated  hon. 
Members  opposite  on  their  new  ally.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  if  this  movement  for 
Home  Rule  in  Scotland  went  on,  with 
the  assistance  and  approval  of  the 
Jacobite  League,  it  would  also  have,  as 
Irish  Home  Rule  had  already  received, 
the  approval  aud  assistance  of  the 
Vatican.  He  could  well  understand  how 
the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness  exacted 
applause  from  half-educated  or  partially 
educated  audiences  by  the  version  he 
gave  of  the  proceedings  of  this  House  in 
regard  to  Scottish  affairs.  But  had  that 
lion.  Member  uo  recollection  that  Session 
after  Session  proposals  were  made  by  the 
late  Goverumeut  for  dealing  with  the 
Private  Bill  Procedure  for  Scotland,  and 
how  they  were  met  ? 

Mit.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.)  : 
They  were  wretched. 

•Sir  H.  maxwell  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  would  not 
deny  that,  so  far  as  the  scheme  went,  it 
tended  to  relieve  the  pressure  of  Business 
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in  this  Hou«o,  ["No.  uo  !  "]  Tho 
hou.  Montltcr  for  Caitliuc.'«s  even  refused 
to  discuss  the  Bill,  Ou  the  4th 
Decemlier,  1890,  during  au  Autumn 
SeBsiou,  the  Government  for  the  second 
or  third  time  moved  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Private  Bills  (Scotland)  Procedure 
Bill ;  but  tlio  hou.  Member  for  Caithness 
refused  even  to  discuss  it.  Mr.  Sniitii, 
■who  was  Lender  of  the  IIouhb  at  the 
time,  said  that  if  the  hon.  Member  per- 
sisted in  the  opposition  there  was  uo 
alternative  but  to  postpone  the  further 
conaideratton  of  the  Bill. 

"  May  I  point  out,"  said  th<;  hon.  Member  for 
CaitbncBs.  "  that  IhlH  is  one  of  the  mint  revolu- 
tioDary  Bills  ever  intiodoced  into  this  House  7  It 
takes  away  from  the  House  powcre  which  it  ban 
always  poesessed." 

Dr.  CLARK  said,  that  was  because 
the  Bill  proposed  to  give  legislative 
powers  to  a  paid  Commissiou — to  a  few 
Edinburgh  lawyers — whereas  he  pro- 
posed to  give  the  Representatives  of  the 
people  powers  of  legislation, 

*SiK  H.  MAXWELL  considered  it  a 
pity  that  the  hon.  Member  did  not  ex- 
press himself  more  clearly  wheu  the  Bill 
was  before  the  House.  Tlie  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Aberdeen  objected  to  his  using 
the  term  "  half-educated  "  in  reference  to 
the  audiences  addressed  on  this  subject 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness.  No 
one  set  higher  value  on  education  thau 
the  hon.  Member  for  Al>erdeeu  did  him- 
self; but  would  the  hon.  Member  seriously 
contend  that  the  audiences  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Caithness  was  in  the 
habit  of  arousing  to  enthusiasm  on  the 
subject  of  Home  Rule  for  Scotland  could 
he  described  otlierwise  that  as  Iialf- 
eduL'Uted  r*  What  knowledge  had  those 
people  of  tlie  history  of  their  country  ? 
Hehad  lived  in  Scotlaudall  his  life;  he  was 
intimately  acquainted  with  the  people  of 
Scotland  ;  but,  much  as  he  respected  the 
ardour  which  they  had  always  shown  to 
obtain  education,  it  was  incontestable 
that,  in  addressing  the  large  masses  of 
the  people,  they  were  addressing  people 
who  had  not  the  means  and  leisure  to 
acquire  such  knowledge  of  the  history  of 
their  own  country  as  would  alone  enable 
them  to  form  a  true  opinion  upon  a  ques- 
tion such  as  this.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Dumfries  Burghs  had  disavowed  any 
inclination  to  interfere  with  tlie  union  of 
England  and  Scotland.  But  if  the 
Motion  was  carried,  it  pointed  to  a  state 

Sir  H.  MaxweU 


of  matters  which  formerly  existed  in  Ais 
island,  and  which  had  been  ca^t  aside 
when  there  was  a  union  of  Crowns,  hnt 
no  union  of  Legislatures.  In  that  respect 
the  advocates  of  Home  Rule  for  Scot- 
land had  a  much  worse  case  than  those 
who  advocated  it  for  Ireland.  They  had 
only  to  go  back  in  the  case  of  Ireland 
100  years  to  flnd  Ireland  under  Grattan's 
Parliameut,  during  which  time  there  h»l 
been  a  considerable  development  of 
material  prosperity.  \_NaUonalist 
cheeraJ^  Yes ;  that  had  never  been 
denied  by  the  Unionists.  But  in  Scot- 
land they  had  to  go  back  200  years  to 
find  a  separate  Legislature.  And  what 
was  the  state  of  Scotland  then  ?  Scotland 
was  a  by -word  for  poverty  among  the 
nations.  She  had  been  so  for  centuries, 
ever  since  the  Hue  of  succession  had 
failed  by  the  death  of  the  Maid  of  Norway, 
Up  to  that  time  Scotland,  under  her  own 
Monarchs,  had  been  successful  and 
prosperous.  After  that  time  she  became 
a  prize  of  contention  •between  tbe 
Monarchs  of  England,  who  cUimed  tbe 
Throne,  and  her  own  native  chiefs,  who 
claimed  as  being  descended  through  tbe 
female  line  from  the  Pietish  Kings, 
[CnV#  o/""  Bannockbum  !  "]  Hewasnot 
ashamed  as  a  Scotsmau  to  say  that, 
proud  as  they  were  of  Bannockburn,  and 
great  as  was  the  lustre  reflected  upon  the 
Scottish  armsnpon  tbatday,helookedupon 
Bannockburn  as  the  greatest  misfortune 
that  ever  befel  his  country,  and  espe- 
cially tbe  lower  orders  in  it.  Up  to  that 
time  Scotland  had  been  prosperous, 
secure,  industrious,  and  comparativdy 
rich.  After  that  time  Scotland  was  tore 
by  civil  feuds,  and  was  constantly  at  war 
with  her  powerful  neighbour,  England. 
She  was  bled  almost  to  death  by  exac- 
tions and  war  indemnities.  That  state 
of  things  pressed  most  hardly,  uot  upon 
the  Barons  and  the  landowners,  but  upon 
the  people  of  Scotland,  It  was  on  these 
parts  of  history  that  he  invited  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Caithness  to  instruct  his 
constituents,  because  be  could  not  but 
believe  that  if  those  circumstances  vera 
well  known  to  the  people  of  Scotland 
the  Motion  before  the  House  would  not 
receive  any  support  from  them.  Fifty 
years  before  the  union  of  the  Legisla- 
tures General  Monck  appealed  to  the 
Government  in  London  to  have  pity 
upon  the  poor  people  of  Scotland,  for  S5 
per  cent,  of  the  valuatiop  of  iht  conntrr 
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went  in  taxation,  and  the  burden  was 

almost  more  than  could  be  borue.  There 
were  uo  meu  and  means  to  work  tbe 
natural  resources  of  the  country.  Its 
actual  weahh  was  the  same  us  at  the 
present  time.  The  coal  was  in  Lanark- 
shire, tlie  lend  and  iron  in  her  bills,  but 
no  means  to  work  them,  for  the  men  had 
been  drawn  away  for  military  service, 
or  were  making  their  living  in  foreign 
armies'.  Was  that  a  state  of  matters  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  would  revert  ? — 
a  stat«  of  matters  when  there  was  a 
union  of  the  Crowns  and  a  separate 
Legislaturo.  It  got  worse  before  the 
CJuiou  was  actually  brought  about.  The 
very  last  Act  of  any  importance  in  the 
Scottish  Parliament  was  the  Act  of 
Security,  by  which  it  was  provided  thai 
no  individual  succeeding  to  the  English 
Crown  should  succeed  to  the  Scottish 
Crown.  What  did  that  poiut  to  but 
complete  national  separation  ?  Many 
arguments  which  could  be  brought 
against  this  proposal  were  identical  with 
those  which  had  been  already  used  re- 
peatedly against  a  similar  proposition  for 
Ireland.  He  was  bound  to  say  he  relied 
principally  upon  two  qualities  among  liis 
fellow-countrymen.  He  relied  upon 
their  knowledge  of  past  history.  He  bad 
already  said  that  that  knowledge  was  im- 
perfect. But  he  trusted  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeen  and  other  hon. 
Members  would  assist  in  the  work  of 
making  it  more  perfect.  He  also  relied  upon 
their  business  instincts  and  their  sound 
common  sense.  A  story  was  told  by  Dr. 
John  Brown  of  his  father.  He  was 
visited  by  a  Mr.  Husband,  also  a  minister, 
who  wished  to  consult  him  upon  the 
place  which  grace  held  in  tbe  Divine 
ecouoniy,  and  his  answer  was — ''James, 
the  grace  of  God  can  do  muckle,  but  it 
canna  gie  a  man  commou  sense."  Argu- 
meut  might  do  a  great  deal,  but  common 
senae  would  do  a  great  deal  more.  If 
it  was  not  possible  to  instruct  the  masses 
with  a  sufficient  knowledge  of  history  to 
insure  the  rejection  of  any  such  measure 
as  was  shadowed  forth  by  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  MembOT  for  Caithness,  it  was, 
at  least,  possible  that  their  common  sense 
would  prevent  them  being  beguiled  by 
what  he  was  bound  to  call  the  pinchbeck 
patriotism  and  the  tinsel  nationalism 
which  served  the  hon.  Member  in  the 
place  of  arguments,  and  would  prevent 
them  giving  aby  support  to  a  course 


which  would  surely  jeopardise  the  welfare 
of /he  land  and  people  of  Scotland. 
•The  secretary  fou  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  TitEVELVAN-,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  The  hon.  Baronet  made  a 
very  interesting  ppeech,  in  which  I  can 
only  liud  one  fault,  and  it  is  that  he  bus 
given  me  very  little  to  answer.  One  or 
two  of  the  latter  parts  of  the  speech  I 
am  inclined  to  say  a  word  or  two  about. 
The  hon.  Baronet  says  he  has  been  born 
and  bred  iu  Scotland.  I  was  not  born  and 
bred  there,  but  I  have  been  for  a  quarter 
of  a  century  a  Scottish  Member,  and  I 
utterly  deny  that  his  view  of  the  founda- 
tion of  Scottish  politics  is  tho  right  one. 
I  «ay  that,  compared  with  ulinot^t  any 
other  people  in  the  world,  their  political 
feelings  are  founded  upon  their  sound 
knowledge  of  the  part  of  their  history 
which  it  is  important  for  them  to  know. 
Scottish  Liberalism  is  founded,  if  it  is 
founded  upon  any  oue  thing,  upon  the 
recollections  which  great-grandfathers 
have  handed  down  to  grandfathers  and 
sons  of  the  terrible  time  at  the  end  of 
the  last  century  and  the  beginning  of 
this,  of  tbe  repression  which  was  m- 
Hicteil  upon  humble  Scotsmen,  who 
endeavoured  to  stem  the  tide  of  political 
reaction  when  reaction  was  vindictive  and 
powerful.  I  would  like  to  know  how 
many  English  Radicals  there  are  who 
thoroughly  know  the  whole  story  of  the 
persecutions  of  those  days  ;  how  mauy 
English  Radicals  are  acquainted  with 
the  story  of  the  prosecution  of  Thelwall 
and  Holcroft  and  Home  Tooke  ?  And 
yet  few  Scottish  Radicals  are  there 
who  thoroughly  know  the  whole  story  of 
Muir  and  Palmer,  and  the  other 
martyrs  who  suffered  in  1793.  The 
lion.  Member  talks  of  the  lower  orders 
and  the  uuetlucated  audiences  who  listen 
to  my  hon.  Friend  tbe  Member  for  Caith- 
ness. Why,  300  years  ago,  and  ever  since, 
the  lower  orders  in  ScotUmd  were  edu- 
cated in  a  manner  better  thau  the  middle 
class  in  England  ;  and  if  a  pei-sou's  his- 
torical knowledge  does  uot  exteud  down 
into  the  time  when  ScottMh  schools  were 
set  up  after  the  Reformation,  all  I  can 
say  is  that  the  historical  knowledge  that 
he  has  before  that  time  is  worth  very 
little  indeed.  The  hon.  Baronet  says 
tbat  our  constituents  do  not  care  about 
this  question,  and  that  they  have  not 
petitioned.  If  our  constituents  are  uot 
unea'^y    at    the    state    qf  Scottish 
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BusiDess  in  the  House  of  Commons 
during  the  last  six  yean,  and  during 
this  year  also,  our  constituents  are 
wrong.  The  hon.  Baronet  asks  me 
to  wpeuk  out  ou  behal  f  of  the  Government. 
1  shall  speak  clearly  enough.  He  talks 
of  the  utterances  of  the  Prime  Mintster 
as  being  Sphinx-like  and  Delphic.  1 
will  quote  to  him,  before  I  sit  down, 
the  latest  utterance  of  the  Prime 
Minister  about  Scotticih  Home  Rule, 
which  is  clear  enough.  But  at  present 
I  will  only  say  tliat  we  are  uncom- 
mouly  glad — that  is  not  a  Sphinx-like 
mode  of  expression — to  see  this  Hesolu- 
tion  OQ  the  Paper,  and  that  we  were  not 
sorry  to  hear  the  speeches  which  sup- 
ported it.  There  was  plenty  of  energy  in 
those  speeches.  They  went  to  the  heart  of 
the  question  instead  of  touching  the  fringe 
of  it,  aud  if  at  any  time  they  were  out- 
spoken enough  to  the  very  verge  of 
energy  speech  permits  of,  I  will  ouly  say 
that  in  the  political  world  as  at  present 
constituted,  whether  as  regards  causes 
or  uations,  it  is  a  case  of  the  silent 
goin<?  to  the  wall.  I  do  not  think  this 
Motion  is,  in  the  very  least,  either  pre- 
mature or  uDcalled-for.  If  we  look  back 
for  the  last  six  years,  and  especially  to 
the  present  Session,  it  is  high  time  that 
a  Motion  should  be  made  expressing 
the  dissatisfaction  of  Scotii^  Mem- 
bers with  the  conditions  of  Scottish 
Business,  aud  it  is  high  time  that 
net  only  such  speeches  as  those  we  have 
beard  from  my  two  hon.  Friends  should 
be  made,  but  that  likewise  a  record  of 
the  dissatisfaction  of  Scottish  Members 
should  bo  placed  on  the  Journals  of  the 
House.  There  is  no  record  of  that 
dissatisfaction  as  yet  which  people  can 
point  to  who  want  this  state  of  things 
clianged.  For  five,  ten,  twenty  years  past, 
Scotland  has  been  in  favour  of  measures 
of  reform  which  could  not  be  passed  in 
this  House,  and  that  for  two  reasons — 
either  Scottish  Business  is  crowded  out, 
or  the  opinion  of  Scottish  Members  is 
over-ruletl.  I  waut  it  to  l>e  understood 
that  I  refer  to  all  the  Scottish  Members, 
and  not  only  to  Liberal  Scottish  Mem- 
bers, because  it  is  uot  only  a  question  of 
Liberal  Scottish  Members.  When 
Imperial  questious  are  before  the 
House,  Scottish  Members  vote  stoutly 
with  their  Party  ;  but  when  Scottish 
questious  are  being  discussed,  and 
Scottish  Institations  are  being  over- 
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hauled,  then  .  Scottish  Conservative 
Members  frequently,  aud  Scottish 
Liberal  Unionist  Members  still  more 
frequently,  vote  on  the  side  of  reform. 
But  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  in  dealing 
with  Scottish  questions  English  Members 
never  forget  that  they  are  Party  men, 
and  the  consequence  is  that  Scottish 
opinion  is  over-ruled  by  miisses  of  gentle- 
meu  who  pour  into  the  House,  and  who 
know  uothiug  whatever  except  the 
Lobby  into  which  their  Whip  tells  them 
to  go.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Paddiugtou  went  down  to  Scotland  not 
very  long  ago  and  made  a  great  attack 
ou  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Caithness.  I  will  not  read  the  most 
telliug  sentences,  because  they  are  not  to 
the  purpose,  and  they  would  sound  very 
incongruous  in  my  mouth,  but  the  speech 
goes  on — 

"  What  a  moment  has  Dr.  Clark  choeeo ! 
The  moment  of  all  others  when,  during  s  lou 
ami  laborious  Session,  Parliament  has  derotea 

almoKt  the  wbole  of  iis  time  to  establish  t 
popular  local  government  tbroughoat  the 
length  and  breadth  of  Scotland — the  eatablidi- 
meut  of  that  local  govemmeDt  in  entire 
accordance  with  Scottish  opinion.** 

That  is  the  announcement.  What  is  the 
truth  ?  The  Scottish  Local  Govon- 
ment  Bill  is  an  English  Code  imposed 
upon  Scotland  against  the  opinioiu  of 
the  enormous  majority  of  Scottish  Men* 
bera,  in  obedience  to  English  prejudices 
and  to  English  interests.  I  am  uot  going 
to  read  the  points  to  which  I  refer.  I 
am  not  speaking  to  men  whoare  ignorant, 
to  men  who  have  not  passed  through  that 
ordeal  ;  aud  I  siiall  have  them  with  me 
when  I  maintain  that  there  are  at 
least  10 — I  should  say  12 — of  the  leading 
principles  of  the  Scottish  Local  Goveni- 
ment  Bill,  on  all  of  which  from  39  to  53 
Scottish  Members  voted  in  the  miiMMi^, 
and  from  18  to  10  Scottish  Members 
voted  in  the  majority.  These  were  not 
only  Liberal  Members.  On  the  question 
of  rights  of  way,  in  which  38  Scotiieh 
Members  were  defeated  by  1 1  Scottish 
Members  by  the  help  of  the  vote  of  tlie 
rest  of  the  House  of  Commons,  seven  of 
the  38  were  our  political  opponents.  My 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Dumfries,  whose  speech  was  listened  to 
with  an  interest  all  the  greater  beeanse 
it  was  something  fresh  after  so  many 
weeks  spent  over  a  controversy  thrt 
is  already  stale,  brought  in  a  pro- 
posal to  enable   Town  and  County 
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ConDcils  to  buy  land.    Fortj-one  or  46 
Scottish  Members — I  am  not  sure  which 
— voted    for    the    proposal,    and  12 
voted    against    it.      Of   41  Scottish 
Members  10  were  our  opponenta.  But 
it  did  not  matter   whether  tbey  were 
Liberals  or  Liberal  Unionists  or  Con- 
servatives.   They  were  all  voted  down, 
and  their  opinions  were  voted  out  of  the 
Bill  by  men  who  did  not  do  iis  the  grace 
to  listen  to  otir  argnmenta — by  men  who 
did  not  even  underetand  the  names  of 
those    institutions    which   they  were 
moulding  into  a  shape  which  was  not 
consonant    with  the    wishes    of  the 
people  who  were  to  live  under  them. 
All  I  can  say  about  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act  is  this  :  I  had  occasion  with 
my  hoD.  Friend  on  my  left  (the  Lord 
Advocate)  to  consider  an  Amendment  in 
connection  with  the  Local  Government 
Act,  and  the  guiding  principle  which  we 
found  that  we  had  adopted  almost  uu- 
consciously  was  in  almost  all  respects  to 
follow  the  opinion   of  those  Scottish 
Members,  which,  when  it  came  before 
the  House,  was  voted  down  as  if  it  was 
the  opinion  of  people  who  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  business.    That  single 
illustration  is  quite  sufficient.     It  shows 
the  fallacy  of  this  House  deuliug  with 
Scottish  affairs  in  accordance  with  the 
wishes  of  the  Scottish  people.     I  leave 
it  there,  and  go  to  the  part  which  refers 
to  the  pressure  of  Public  Business.  The 
Tioe  of  the  last  Parliament  was  ignoring 
and  over-riding  Scottish  opinloa.  I  have 
given  a  good  instance  of  that.    I  will 
give  another.    A  unanimous  vote'  was 
passed  in  this  House  to  the  effect  that 
access   to  mountains  should  be  given. 
The  Government  brought  in  an  Access 
to  Mountains  Bill — a  capital  Bill,  enact- 
ing  that   everyone — tourist,  wayfarer, 
traveller,  or  man  of  science — should  be 
able  to  walk  over  any  mountain  or  deer 
forest,  but  be  was  not  to  do  so  from  the 
beginning  of  August  till  the  beginning  of 
November.     That  is  the  way  Scottish 
opioion  was  regarded  in  the  last  Parlia- 
ment.   The  evil  of  this  Parliament  is 
that  Scotland  can  get  no  share  in  legisla- 
tion at  all.     The  evil  of  this  Parliament 
is  not,  perhaps,  a  very  just  expression. 
This     Parliament     sympathises  very 
greatly  with  Scotland,  and  when  it  has 
been  able  to  show  that  feeliug  by  its  vote 
it  has  done  so.    In  this  Parliament  there 
is  a  Government  which  lias,  I  maintain, 
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done  as  mnch  for  Scotland  as  for  the  rest 
of  the  country.    If  I  can  establish  this 
position,  I  think  I  shall  strengthen,  and 
not  weaken,  the  argument  of  my  hon. 
Friend.     Because,  if  in   a  Parliament 
which  has  a  kindly  feeling  to  Scotland, 
and   with   a   Government  anxious  to 
give  Scotland  public  time,  its  business 
cannot  be  done,  it  is  quite  plain  the 
evil  must  be  cured  by  certain  remedies 
we  have  not  already  got.      How  stands 
the  case  of  Scotland  ?    Two  Bills  are 
well  forward — the  Employers'  Liability 
Bill  and  the  Bill  for  the  protection  of 
railway  servants.     The  benefits  of  the 
former  of  these    Acts    go  as  much 
to   Scottish   workmen  as   to  English. 
The     Railway     Servants'  Protection 
Bill   is    rather    more    Scottish  than 
English.     A   Scottish   strike  brought 
about  the  appointment  of  a  Committee, 
and  the  appointment  of  the  Committee 
brought  about  the  Bill.    Then,  when  we  ' 
come  to  legislation  which  is  not  forward, 
the    Registration    Bills  for  the  two 
countries  will  go  on  together ;  and  if  the 
Parish  Council   Bills  for  England  has 
had  a  Second   Beading,   so  has  the 
Fisheries  Bill  for  Scotland.   Now,  that 
is  the  best  that  can  be  said,  and  the  best 
is  very  bad  indeed.     ["  Hear,  hear  I  " 
from  the  Opposition.']    Yes  ;  and  that  is 
the  reason  why  we  are  going  to  vote  for 
this  Motion.    July  is  nearly  upon  us, 
and   on   no   Scottish   measure   is  the 
Speaker   out   of   the   Chair.  Private 
Bills  in  ^at  numbers,  on  which  Scottish 
opinion  is  all  but  unanimous,  which  have 
been  waiting  many  years  to  be  brought 
forward,  either  are  crowded  upon  the 
Notice  Paper,  or  have  been  withdrawn 
in  despair.     There,  again,  I  will  spare 
hon.  Members  an  enumeration  of  Bills  on 
which   Scotland    is   quite  unanimous, 
which  hon.  Members,  who  are  quite  fit  to 
carry  them  through,  have  got  in  charge, 
but  for  which  no  time  can  be  found. 
It  is  quite  true  that  after  12  o'clock  there 
is  a  chance  of  passing  some  uncontested 
measure,  but  how  is  Scotland  treated  in 
this  resjiect  ?   I  just  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  consider  this :  There  is  a  Bill 
brought  forward    in    the  interest  of 
Scottish  landlords — a  Bill  which  enables 
Scottish  landlords  to  have  the  same  ad- 
vantages to  borrow  money  on  settled 
estates  for  planting  which  English  land- 
lords have  had  for  the  last  10  years 
Every  night,  when  the  Bill  is  reached 
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au  Eoglisb  landlord  get^  up  opposite, 
and  for  no  reason   whatever   that  he 
chooses  to  give  he  blocks  a  Bill  in  which 
he  has  no  interest  whatever.    Like  a 
dog  in  the  manger  he  refuses  to  allow 
that  to  be  done  for  Scotsmen  which  he 
himself  has  had  for  10  years  ;  and  his 
single  voice  night  after  night  prevents 
a  Bill  of  about  six  lines,  which  Scots- 
men would  be  Hslmined  to  oppose,  and 
which  no  Scottish  Member  does  oppose, 
from  being  passed.    When  the  state  of 
things  is  that  before  12  oVlock  no  time 
can  be  found,  after  12  o'clock  Bills  are 
objected  to  en  bloc  witliout  any  reference 
to  the  value  of  the  question  itself.    Is  it 
wondetful  that  Scottish  Members,  as  I 
think    we   shall    see    to-night,  find 
that,  under  our  present  Parliamentary 
system,      there      is     no     hope  for 
Scottish  Business  ?     It   may    be  snid ' 
a  great  measure  is  passing  through  the 
Honse.    Yea,  a  great  measure  is  passing 
at  the  rate  of  one  clause  in  seven  or  eight 
days.    That,  we  are  'told,  is  not  due 
to  obstruction.    I  accept  the  statement. 
It  proves  my  argument.    If  it  is  not  due 
to  obstruction  ;  if  it  is  the  natural  rate  at 
which  a  great  measure  should  be  dis- 
cussed ;  if  this  IB  the  normal  and  ordinary 
meUiod  of  doing  all  Public  Business,  then, 
indeed,  Scotland  may  despair  not  only  in 
this  Session,  but  every  Session  to  come. 
Some  remedy  must  be  found.    If  it  is 
not  due  to  obstruction,  then  Parliament 
has  ceased  to  bo  an  adequate  and  effective 
machine   for   turning    out  legislation. 
When  that  conviction  comes  home  to  tiie 
Scottish  people   they   will  refuse  any 
longer  to  try  to  walk  in  the  old  Palia- 
mentary  ways,  across  which  there  is  a 
board  erected  with  "  No  thoroughfare  " 
written  upon  it.   If  we  are  not  to  go  on 
in  the  old  way,  what  remedy  is  there  for 
a  state  of  things  which  is  i^olutely  un- 
endurable ?    Two  plans  have  been  pro- 
posed.   One  was  proposed  originally  in 
the  last  Parliament,  and  obtained  a  good 
deal  of  support — that  is  to  say,  a  Scotch 
Grand   Committee.     My   hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Dumfries  supported  that 
Committee  in  the  shape  which  would 
be  very  effective,  for  he  gave  it  the 
power  of  reading  Bills  a  second  tiine. 
But  I  own  that  in  the  shape  in  which 
he  brought  it  forward  it  would  be 
no  leas  an    important   measure  than 
the  question  of  Home  Rule  itself.  With- 
out the    power  of   Second  Readings 
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before  that  Committee,  It  would  not  be  t 
complete  remedy,  and  in  it  I  must  say 
there  are  two  very  serious  drawbacks. 
The  Scottifih  Members  are  Members  of 
this  Parliament  not  only  for  Scottisli 
purposes,  but  for  Imperial  and  alt  pnr- 
poses ;  and  if  their  time  is  to  be  takoi  up 
on  the  details  of  Scottish  Business  in 
Committee,  it  will  seriously  draw  them 
away  from  their  general  duties.  But  thtt 
is  not  all.  This  House  is  an  important 
House ;  but  it  is  tot  the  only  House. 
There  is  another  which  is  co-ordinate,  lud 
has  theaameamountof  iK)wer;  and iu that 
House  of  the  16  Scottish  Representative 
Peers  I  doubt  if  there  is  a  single  one  who 
holds  the  opinions  which  in  every  Parlia- 
ment are  held  by  great  a  majority  of  Scot- 
tish Members,  and  in  some  Parliameutft 
by  an  overwhelming  majority.  But  sach 
is  the  evil  plight  of  Scottish  Business  that, 
with  a  full  recognition  of  its  impcrfectioue, 
the  Government  will  take  the  earliest 
opportunity  in  their  power  to  propose 
such  a  Committee,  and  I  believe  and  tnist 
that  80  moderate  a  power  will  not  be 
strongly  resisted, 

Mr.  B.  T.  REID:  Will  that  be  for 
Second  Readings  also  ? 

•Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I  think  I 
said  that  would  be  almost  as  stroag  a 
measure  as  Home  Rule  itself.  The 
other  remedy  is  that  proposed  by  mj 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Caidi- 
ness.  It  is  no  new  story.  As  far 
back  as  1890,  at  a  time  of  the  Session 
when  the  House  was  quite  fresh  and 
full  (not  in  a  snap  Division,  because  it 
was  an  Adjourned  Debate),  1 40  Members 
of  this  House  voted  in  favour,  not,  indeed, 
of  this  Resolution,  but  of  its  princi[^. 
That  was  a  Parliament  that  was  not  veiy 
fond  of  progressive  Liberal  measures. 
And  I  know  no  reason  why  this  Parlia- 
ment, which  takes  very  much  stroagff 
views  on  Scottish  matters  thim  the  hist 
Parliament,  and,  above  all,  in  this 
Session,  which  affords  such  an  object- 
lesson  of  Lhc  personiil  inconvenience  and 
discomfort,  and  the  immense  natiotttl 
disadvantage  of  an  over-concentrated 
Parliament,  this  Resolution  should  not 
receive  a  much  better  hearing.  I  most 
say,  if  I  may  be  allowed  to  make  one  re- 
mark about  hon.  Members,  that  it  seemt> 
to  me  there  are  two  consolations  in  public 
life.  One  is  the  pleasure  of  seeing 
Public  Business  done  and  good  measures 
carried,  and  the  other  the  ambitioD  of 
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taking  an  hononrable  part  in  the  Buai- 
ness  of  the  House.  Now,  so  far  as 
Scottish  Members  are  coDcemed,  both  of 
these  Bonrces  of  satisfaction  are  as  much 
denieil  them  as  if  they  were  ou  a  tread- 
mill, instead  of  iu  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. On  the  question  of  Scottish  Home 
Rule  the  argument  in  favour  of  it  is 
tbe  solid  fact  of  the  state  of  Public 
Business.  But  the  only  argument  I  have 
beard  against  it  is  tbe  words  "  Home 
Rule "  pronounced  in  different  accents 
of  disapprobation  and  dissatisfaction. 
Instead  of  talking  of  it  as  a  thing  that 
is  not  to  be  oousidered,  if  you  would  only 
analyse  what  it  means,  it  is  a  pro- 
posal against  which  it  is  very  difficult  to 
find  an  argument.  Let  us  take  it  to 
pieces.  Is  Scotland,  I  ask,  unfit  to 
manage  Scottish  education  ?  Scotland 
had  a  system  of  education  centuries 
before  England — the  system  on  which, 
the  true  greatness  of  the  country  is 
founded.  In  1870,  when  we  firi*t  had 
popular  education  in  England,  to  what 
countries  did  we  look  for  an  example  ? 
To  Saxony  and  Switzerland,  both  with 
smaller  populations  than  Scotland. 
Yet  we  had  at  our  doors  a  country 
which  for  300  years  had  a  system 
of  education  worthy  to  rank  with 
that  of  Saxony  and  Switzerland. 
And  what  do  we  say  to  that  nation  ? 
Last  Session  it  was  proposed  by  Scotch- 
men that  15  should  be  tbe  age  at  which 
children  should  leave  school.  There  was 
a  majority  of  two  to  one  of  Scottish 
Members  in  its  favour  ;  but  Parliament 
said,  **  No  ;  English  Members  know 
better  than  you  ;  shall  be  tbe  age," 
and  H  it  is.  Is  Scotland  less  able  to 
manage  its  own  Universities  ?  I  suppose 
that  for  every  young  man  in  England,  in 
proportion  to  the  population,  who  goes 
to  the  University  there  are  about  six 
Scottish  lads  who  go.  The  interest 
taken  by  the  people  in  the  Universities 
is  immense ;  yet  when  we  come  to 
legislate  for  the  Universities,  Scottish 
opinion  is  over-ridden  by  Englishmen, 
and  I  do  not  believe  there  is  1  in 
20  of  the  English  Members  who 
know  the  difference  in  constitution  and 
character  between  the  Senatus  of  a 
Scotch  University  and  the  Senate  of 
Cambridge.  Is  Scotland  not  able  to 
manage  her  own  local  affairs  ?  Look  at 
Glasgow.  Look  at  what  a  splendid 
instance  the  Scottish  Municipalities  are 


when  they  get  a  free  hand  ;  yet  this 
Faritament  insisted,  against  the  will  of 
the  enormous  majority  of  Scottish  Mem- 
bers, upon  the  parishes  of  Scotland  and 
the  eutire  treatment  of  the  poor  being 
managed  by  Boards  which  in  their 
composition  are  semi-ecclesiastical  and 
almost  worthy  of  the  Middle  Ages. 
And  on  the  question  of  county  govern- 
ment, Scotland  is  in  no  respect  at  ■ 
lowed  to  have  her  own  way.  Does 
Scotland  not  understand — and  I  say 
more,  does  any  other  section  of  mankind 
even  pretend  to  understand — Scottish 
Church  matters,  and  Scottish  ecclesiastical 
arrangements,  aud  (what  is  more  im- 
portant to  Scotchmen)  their  inner  feel- 
ings and  sentiments  on  questions  of 
religious  conscience  and  religious  duty  ? 
In  those  debates  which  so  deeply  interest 
Scotchmen — the  debates  of  their  General 
Assemblies  and  their  Synods,  who  but 
Scotchmen  could  take  part,  and  who 
but  a  Scotchman,  unless  he  bad  spent 
weeks  aud  even  mouths  in  reading  up 
Scotch  history  and  books  of  doctrine, 
could  follow  them  with  the  slightest 
advantage  or  intelligence  ?  Hon.  Menlbers 
opposite  are  very  much  afraid  of  Home 
Rule  being  given  to  Ireland  for  fear  of 
a  Church  being  disestablished  or  dis- 
endowed, or  a  Denominational  College 
set  up.  They  need  not  fear  that  with 
regard  to  Scotland.  In  this  very  Parlia- 
ment, by  35  to  14,  the  Scottish  Members 
have  deciaretl  in  favour  of  religious 
equality.  I  really  think  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  who  cheer  me  will  not  be  pre- 
pared to  maintain  that  their  own  country- 
men— the  countrymen  of  Chalmers  and 
Guthrie — are  uot  fit  to  manage  their  own 
ecclesiastical  affairs.  And  once  more, 
when  we  consider  that  Scotland  has  led 
the  van  in  temperance  legislation,  and  how 
well  it  knows  its  own  mind  on  that 
subject,  why  should  not  Scotland  have  the 
care  of  tbe  morality  and  order  of  her  own 
streets  and  her  own  villages  ?  Norway 
is  held  up  as  an  example  of  liquor  legis- 
lation, yet  Norway  has  a  population  not 
one-half  that  of  Scotland,  and  why 
should  not  Scotland  have  the  same  power 
whieh  Norway  has  of  regulating  a  ques- 
tion  which  she  has  proved  she  under- 
stands much  better  than  England  ? 
Recently  Scottish  Members  supported  a 
Bill  for  the  closing  of  public-houses  at 
10  o'clock.  The  very  powerful  Goveni- 
ment  which  lately  w^»8  ip  Office  opposed 
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that  Bill ;  but  in  a  cardinal  Division  in 
this  Hoiise  the  Bill  was  supported  by  29 
Scottish  Members,  including  a  great 
number  of  Conservatives,  while  only 
three  voted  against  it.  The  Bill  went 
up  to  the  Lords,  and  the  Lords  took 
away  from  the  large  cities  the  power  of 
closing  public-bouses — a  power  which 
has  aince  been  used  by  every  Munici- 
pality in  the  country  which  has  the 
liberty  to  use  it.  It  is  a  monstrous 
thing  to  put  such  a  nation  as  Scot- 
land in  leading  strings  on  such  a  ques- 
tion as  temperance.  Let  hon.  Mem- 
bers show  that  Scotland  cannot  with 
advantage  to  herself  and  with  safety  to 
the  Empire  be  entrusted  with  her  own 
municipal,  ecclesiastical,  and  educational 
legislation,  and  then  we  will  vote  against 
this  measure.  But  by  the  bugbear 
of  the  name  of  Home  Bnle  you  will  not 
ultimately  frighten  the  Scottish  people 
from  supporting  a  measure  for  which 
they  are  perfectly  fit,  and  a  measure 
on  which,  as  Session  after  Session  with 
their  melancholy  experiences  go  by, 
they  are  more  set  than  ever.  The  last 
utterance  of  the  Prime  Minister  relating 
to  Scotland  was  made  at  Edinburgh  on 
the  30th  of  June  last. 

•Sir  H,  maxwell  :  My  quotation 
was  the  6th  of  July. 

*SiR  G.  TREVELYAN:  I  do  not 
think  that  the  hon,  Baronet^s  quotation 
went  to  the  root  of  the  question  at  all. 
The  Prime  Minister,  speaking  of  the 
Irish  Bill,  said,  for  himself  and  his 
colleagues — 

'•  Tlie  fourth  condition  was — ami  here  we 
have  Scotland  speciall;  in  view  —  that  no 
principle  should  be  laid  down  tor  Ireland  with 
respect  to  which  we  were  not  to  admit  that 
Scotland,  If  she  thoaght  fit,  was  entitled  to 
claim  the  benefit." 

That  cannot  be  construed  into  an  under- 
taking immediately,  at  once,  and  irre- 
spective of  the  great  task  which  daily 
and  nightly  we  have  before  us,  and  the 
tremendous  difficulties  under  which  it  is 
being  carried  on,  to  take  Scottish  self- 
government  in  hand ;  but  it  is  a  pledge 
that  the  movement  for  Irish  self-govern- 
ment shall  not  close  the  way,  but  shall 
smooth  and  pave  the  way  for  Scottish 
self-government,  if  the  Scottish  people 
want  it.  And  it  is  a  pledge,  and  an 
absolute  pledge,  that  Scotland  shall  not  be 
refused  that  whichScotlaud  asks.  Butdoes 
Scotland  desire  to  obtain  it  ?  In  the  words 
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of  the  Prime  Minister,  does  she  "  claim  the 
l>enefit  ? "  I,  for  my  own  part,  am 
heartily  glad  that  the  Motion  of  my  hou. 
Friend,  so  far  as  the  Government  is  cod- 
cemed,  is  an  open  question.  PersonaUj 
speaking,  I  have  seized  every  opportanity 
1  could  fiud  to  give  my  vote  in  favour  of 
a  generous  measure  of  self-goveniment 
for  Scotland,  and  I  certunly  shall  not 
lose  that  opportunity  to-night.  And  I 
earnestly  trust  the  Division  will  show 
that  such  and  no  other  ia  the  opinion  and 
the  wish  of  the  great  majority  of 
those  whom  Scotland  has  commissioned  to 
speak  in  her  name  at  Westminster. 
*SiR  C.  PEARSON  (Edinburgh  and 
St.  Andrews  Universities)  :  Up  to  a  cer- 
tain point,  I  believe,  we  are  all  agreed 
regarding  the  matter  under  discussion. 
We  all  regret,  whatever  Government  is 
in  power,  that  Scottish  Business  does  not 
get  along  faster  than  it  has  been  in  the 
habit  of  doing  of  late  years,  but  I  have 
heard  the  same  complaints  with  regard 
to  English  and  Welsh  Business.  The 
question  before  the  House  now  is  very 
far  beyond  the  mere  question  of  whe- 
ther there  is  a  grievance  of  the  nature  1 
have  indicated.  There  is  no  doubt  what- 
ever that  the  Resolution  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Caithness  does  introduce  an 
important  and  serious  organic  change  in 
the  Constitution  of  tlie  country.  The 
questions  the  House  has  to  deal  with  are 
these — first,  whether  there  is  a  grievance 
existing  which  cannot  be  remedied  other- 
wise than  by  such  a  drastic  proposition 
ag  that  of  the  hon.  Member  ;  and, 
secondly,  whether  there  is  such  a  con- 
sensus of  opinion  in  Scotland  as  to  con- 
stitute a  demand  from  Scotland  in  favour 
of  the  proposal  now  before  the  House  ? 
I  entirely  dispute  both  the  one  proposi- 
tion and  the  other.  The  Secretary  for 
Scotland  used  a  familiar  rhetorical  device 
when  he  asked  ns  to  take  Home  Bnle  to 
pieces,  and,  holding  up  the  pieces  one 
after  another,  asked  the  House  whether 
Scotsmen  were  not  capable  of  managioi^ 
their  own  local  affairs.  Of  course,  we 
all  think  tbat  Scotsmen  are  capable  of 
managing  their  own  local  affairs  ;  bat 
that  is  not  the  question.  The  question 
is,  whether  the  grievance  upon  which 
alone  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  founded 
himself — to  wit,  the  congestion 
Public  Business  —  demands  a  remedy 
of  the  nature  of  a  Scottish  Legis- 
lative Body  ?    Now  Uiere  I  am  entirely 
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at  issue  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ; 
and  I  do  not  believe,  when  I  come  to  the 
second  part  of  my  remarks,  there  will  be 
any  dispute  that  the  evidence  which  is 
laid  before  the  House  is  grievously  in- 
sufficient to  demonstrate  that  there  is  any 
demand  for  such  a  Legislative  Body  in 
Scotland.    The  Resolution  speaks  of  the 
failure  of  this  House  to  promote  Scottish 
Business.    I  have  already  admitted  that 
there  is  a  grievance  in  this  direction, 
although  the  causes  attributed  for  that 
grievance  have  varied  very  much  in  the 
speeches  of  hon.  Members.  Again,  I  think 
that  a  consideraUe  part  of  the  remarks  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  taken  up 
with  reminding  us  that  according  to  the 
constitution  of  the  House,  being  a  Parlia- 
ment for  the  United  Kingdom,  the  Mem- 
bers for  each  part  of  the  United  Kingdom 
are  entitled  to  vote  according  to  convic- 
tion or  Party  allegiance,  as  the  case  may 
be,  upon  any  matter,  either  Imperial  or 
local,  which  comes  up  for  the  decision  of 
Pariiament.    Now,  I  do  not  dispute  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness  may  have 
a  certain  funoimt  of  logical  backing  for 
his   argument   that  there   should  be 
Home   Rule   all   round,  but   that  is 
not  the  position  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man.   We  have  not  heard  a  single  word 
about  a   Home   Rule   Parliament  for 
England,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  the 
absence  of  that  suggestion  on  the  part  of 
the  Grovemraent  leaves  this  question  in  a 
position  of  the  utmost  difficulty  and  uncer- 
tainty, and  renders  it  impossible  for  them 
to  carry  out,  bit  by  bit,  and  piecemeal, 
the  policy  which  is  iudicated  in  this 
Resolution  in  the  three  or  four  parts  of 
the  United  Kingdom.    I  am  not  going 
to  enter  into  the  comparison  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  invited  between 
the  amount  of  Scotch  Business  in  the 
present  and  'in  the  last  Parliament.  In 
my  opinion,  the  last  Parliament  has  a 
record  for  Scottish  Business  completed, 
and  well  done,  which  will  bear  favourable 
comparison  with  any  Parliament  that 
existed  for  the  same  time,  and  I,  for  one, 
do  not  recognise  the  picture  drawn  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Caithnras  of  Scot- 
tish legislation,  positive  and  negative^ 
passed  and  not  passed,  during  the  last 
»ix  years.    What  is  certain  is  that  the 
block  is  now  abr^otute.    That  is  admitted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.    The  hon. ' 
Member  for  Caithness  says  it  is  due  to  i 
the  failure  of  the  House  to  deal  with 


Scottidi  afiiiira  in  accordance  with  the 
wishes  of  the  Scottish  people.  I  do  not 
want  to  impute  anything  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government ;  but  it  is  notorious  that, 
prima  facie,  the  Government  have  the 
disposal  of  the  Business  of  the  House, 
and,  what  is  more,  this  Government  have 
the  disposal  of  the  whole  time  of  the 
House.  That,  Sir,  is  an  incident  in  the 
present  situation  which  does  not  apply  at 
all  to  the  Parliament  which  finished  in  the 
month  of  Jnly  last.  That  seems  to 
me  to  differentiate  the  present  sitnadon 
altogether  from  that  of  the  last  six 
years  ;  and  I  will  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Caithness  and  tor  the  Dumfries 
Burghs  who  is  to  cast  the  first 
stone  at  this  House  for  failing  to  get 
on  this  Session  with  Scottish  Business  ? 
Is  it  to  be  those  Members  who  sup- 
ported the  Government  in  their  demand 
for  the  whole  time  of  the  House, 
public  and  private  ?  Remedies  have 
been  suggested  for  this  deadlock,  and 
amongst  them  the  minor  remedy  has 
been  proposed  by  the  other  side  of  the 
House  of  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  Scottish  Members  in  order  to 
carry  through  certain  preliminary  stages 
of  Scottish  legislation.  It  is  an  interest- 
ing fact  to  note  that  this  is  by  no  means 
the  first  time  that  that  proposal  has  been 
brought  forward  in  this  House ;  but 
never  yet — although  the  Leaders  of  the 
Liberal  Party  have  always  shownakindof 
hesitating  approvitl  of  that  proposal — 
have  they  committed  themselves  to 
appoint  any  such  Committee,  and  the 
reason  is  simple.  A  demand  for  such  a 
Committee,  which  woiild  represent  not 
the  majority  and  minority  of  the  House 
but  of  the  Scottish  representation,  would 
immediately  be  followed  by  a  demand  for 
a  simitar  Committee  for  England  ;  and 
what  would  be  the  position  of  a  Liberal 
Government  committed  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  such  a  Body  for  the  earlier 
stages  of  Bills  for  Scotland,  and  yet 
harking  off  from  the  appointment  of  a 
similar  Committee  for  England,  for  the 
sole  reason  that  there  they  know  they  are 
in  a  substantial  minority  r  Now,  there  is 
another  remedy  which  the  late  Grovem- 
ment  pledged  themselves  to^  for  which  I 
think  a  great  deal  cui  be  said,  and  which 
I  hope  will  some  day  be  carried  into  full 
effect.  Whatever  ^e  hon.  Member  for 
North  Aberdeen  might  say  of  it.  It  seems 
to  me  one  of  the  strongest  pc^ible  8t»p6 
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that  can  be  taken  in  the  direction  in 
which  this  Resolution  points  ;  and,  what 
is  more,  it  is  a  step  which  has  been 
thorougldy  canvassed  among  Public 
Bodies  and  meetings  in  Scotland,  and  the 
public  opinicm  of  Scotland  is  pretty 
nearly  unanimous  in  favour  of  it.  The 
last  Government  introduced  more  than 
once  a  proposal  for  tbe  appointment  of  a 
.tribunal — call  it  what  you  will,  for  the 
purpose  of  relieving  this  House  of  tbe 
Private  Bill  legislatioa  of  Ireland  and 
Scotland ;  and  I  venture  to  say  that  if 
tiiat  were  carried  out,  it  would  be  uot 
only  a  relief,  to  this  House,  but  it  would 
give  Scotland  all,  or  almost  all,  she 
wants  and  f»n  fairly  demand  in  the  direc- 
tion of  this  Resolution.  As  this  is  very 
germane  to  the  question  of  Home  R\ile, 
perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  read  just  a 
few  Hues  from  a  speech  that  was  made 
in  1889  in  Glasgow  by  a  prominent 
Scotchman  of  whom  we  are  proud  and  a 
leading  Member  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment— Lord  Rosebery.  I  am  uot  quite 
sure  whether  he  is  iu  very  good  odour 
witii  Scottish  Home  Rulers.  I  have 
reason  to  think  he  is  not,  from  a  some- 
what careful  study  of  the  literature  of 
the  question.  What  Lord  Rosebery  said 
on  that  occasion,  when  presiding  over  the 
National  Conference  of  Liberal  Associa- 
tions, was  this — 

"  The  question  of  Scottish  Home  Rule  reeolvea 
itself  into  aqueation  of  degree.  You  mast  know 
exactly  what  you  waut,  and  then  proceed  by 
degrees.  The  first  question  is,  I  believe,  to  get 
your  Private  Bills  attended  to  on  the  spot.  At 
present  they  have  to  go  to  London,  and  meet 
with  very  expensive  and  inconsiderate  treatment 
there.  When  you  have  once  got  your  Private 
Bill  legislation  localised  in  Scotlaod,  then,  in 
my  opinion,  it  will  be  time  enonvh  to  settle  tbe 
qaestion  with  regard  to  yonr  Foblic  Bills." 

Now  these  are  reasons  why,  I  think,  the 
grievance  by  no  means  demands  the 
remedy  proposed,  I  am  uot  going  to  ex- 
amine that  remedy  itself,  because  the 
House  has  been  taking  Home  Rule  to 
pieces  very  much  indeed  during  the  last 
four  weeks,  and  we  have  been  considering 
the  question  of  what  a  Legislature  in  one 
of  these  separate  Kingdoms  ought  or 
ought  not  to  do.  My  point  as  to  devo- 
lution is  that  you  can  have  the  prin- 
ciple of  devolution  without  devolving 
upon  a  Legislature.  I  should  have  likM 
to  know,  further,  whether  this  Legis- 
lature is  to  carry  with  it  a  Scottish 
Executive,  because  unless  wc  have 
an  "Aye"  or  "No"  as  regards  the 
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existence  of  a  Scottish  Executive,  then 
we  are  all  speaking  in  the  dark,  and  we 
do  not  kuow  what  the  real  objections 
may  be.    I  take  note  that  nothing  is 
said  about  the  existence  of  a  Scottish 
Executive  in  the  proposals,  and  that 
mention  of  it  is  entirely  omitted  from  the 
Resolution.    I  shall,  before  I  sit  down, 
very  briefly  give  a  few  facts  in  reference 
to  tbe  supposed  existence  of  feeling  in 
Scotland  on  this  subject.      The  hon. 
Member  for  Caitlmess  asked,  iu  a  perti- 
nent and  somewhat   plaintive  manner, 
why  have  the  Liberal  Leaders  given  no 
aid  to  this  Scottish  Home  Rule  move- 
ment, but  have,  on  the  coDlxary,  done 
their  best  to  crush  it  ?   I  think  I  can  tell 
him  why.    I  have  suggested  one  or  two 
reasons  why  the  Liberal  Leaders  do  not 
look  kindly  in  the  direction  of  this  Home 
Rulemovement  in  Scotland,  but  I  think 
an  additional  reason  is  this  :  that  they  do 
uot  believe  in  the  reality  of  the  move- 
ment  as   representing  Scottish  public 
opinion.     Where  are  the  usual  expres- 
sions of  public  opinion  and  feeling  on 
the  question  ?    Are  the  exprest^ions  of 
public  opinion  to  be  found  in  public 
meetings?  [Minitierktl  cries  of  ^^YeaV 
and    Elections  I "]    I  am  prepared  to 
dispute  altogether  the  view  mat  the 
question  was  a  crucial  one  at  elections. 
It  is  the  easiest  thing  for  a  man  to  ask 
questions  about  Home  Rule  for  Scot- 
land, and  for  another  to  make  answers, 
without    having    this    Resolution,  or 
anything   approaching  it,  in  the  mind 
of  the  one  or  the  other.    But  how  does 
this  question  stand  in  Parliament  itself  ? 
Is  there  within  this  Imperial  Parliament 
any  evidence  of  tfaeexistence  of  this  public 
feeling  iu  Scotland  ?    Why,  in  1891,  as 
the  hon.  Member  frankly  reminded  us, 
the  qumtion  when  it  came  up  was  counted 
out.    Positively  this  body  of  40  or  45 
Scottish   Home   Rulers   could  not  get 
enough  of  their  own  number,  in  addition 
to  those  whose  duty  it  was  to  be  here, 
to  make  and   keep   a   House   on  tbe 
question.    Last  year  it  may  be  in  the 
recollection  of  the  House  that  for  the 
first  time  a  Bill  of  an  extremely  interest- 
ing nature  was  tabled,  and  the  same  fata 
was  met  by  this  Bill  as  was  met  \yf  tbe 
Resolution  of  the  previous  yetv — that  ts, 
it  was  counted  out.  There  is  one  interest- 
ing point  about  the  count  out  on  the  boo. 
Member  for  Al>erdeen'8  Bill  of  last  year 
which  bears  so  closely  upon  the  subject 
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we  are  uow  diacusylng  that  I  nhould  like 
the  House  to  be  aware  of  it.  The  Bill 
was  practically  ou  the  lines  of  the  Irish 
Home  Rule  Bill  of  1886,  adapted  to 
Suotlaod.  It  was  counted  mit  on  the 
Secood  Reading  stage  i^ter  a  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  him- 
self. What  use  does  the  House  think 
was  made  of  that  in  Scotland  during  the 
past  year,  and  in  particular  by  a  body  of 
whom  I  shall  have  something  to  say  pre- 
sently, and  of  which  the  Member  for 
Caithness  is  President  —  namely,  the 
Scottish  Home  Rule  Association,  where 
one  might  expect  to  look  for  the  crystal- 
lisation of  opinion  on  this  subject  ?  I 
hold  in  my  hand  one  of  the  publications 
of  that  Association^  which  deals  with  the 
Bill  of  the  hou.  Member  for  North  Aber- 
deen, whose  name  I  see  as  one  of  the 
Vice  Presidents  of  the  Association,  but 
who,  I  hope,  has  not  been  aware  of  this 
mode  of  dealing  with  the  count  out.  It 
is  dealt  with  thus — 

"Without  inquiriDg  too  minutely  who  was 
responeible  for  the  success  of  this  maiiceuTre, 
it  funiisbes  one  other  illustration  of  the  neglect 
of  Scottish  Business  which  has  rendered  the  pre- 
sent  Bill  necessary." 

And,  therefore,  forsooth,  hon.  Gentlemen, 
Scottish  Home  Rulers,  by  neglecting 
Scottish  Business  themselves,  are  thus 
to  furnish  the  evidence  of  that  grievance 
which  they  are  to  cure.  I  mentioned  the 
absence  of  ordinary  evidence  outside 
Parliament  of  the  existence  of  any  public 
feeling  on  this  question.  I  know  there 
is  a  good  deal  of  literature  on  the  subject, 
and  we  have  been  reminded  lately  by  one 
— do  not  know  whether  be  is  a  Scottish 
Home  Ruler,  I  should  think  from  the 
article  from  his  pen  that  he  has  ceased 
to  be  so — but  the  hon.  Member  for 
Easl  Edinburgh,  in  an  article  he 
wrote  in  the  month  of  January, 
told  us  that  the  Scottish  Home  Rule 
Association  was  at  its  wits^  end  to  raise 
money  for  the  purpose  of  its  propaganda 
and  literature.  This  Association  boasts 
of  having  as  its  members  a  large  majority 
of  the  Liberal  Members  of  Scotland,  and 
in  an  appeal  which  is  signed  by  the 
Treasurer  of  the  Association  there  is  this 
statement — 

But  the grountis— historical,  financial,  Bocial, 
ami  political — on  which  the  demand  of  Scotlami 
for  Home  Rule  is  based,  require  still  to  be  ex- 
plained to  many  electors,  so  as  to  disabuse  their 
minds  of  ignorance  and  prejudice,  and  to  satisfy 
the  great  body  of  the  people  that  the  proposed 
change  is  necessary  and  would  be  beneficial." 
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When  the  only  Association,  so  far  as  I 
know,  which  exists  for  the  promotion  of 
this  object  grounds  its  appeal  for  funds 
on  a  desire  to  eidighten  and  satisfy  the 
body  of  the  people  that  the  proposed 
change  is  necessary  and  would  be 
beneficial  I  did  not  Uiink  it  too  strong 
for  us  to  say  that,  at  the  present  moment, 
the  great  body  of  the  people  are  not 
satisfied  either  of  the  benefit  or  of  the 
necessity.  I  observe  that  one  of  the' 
members  of  this  Association  is  the  hon. 
Member  for  Peterborough,  to  whom  we 
are  all  indebted  for  the  great  interest 
which  he  has  developed  in  Scottish 
afifairs.  He  is  one  of  the  Vice  Presidents 
of  the  Society,  and  he  is  responsible, 
I  think,  for  the  statement  that  this 
Scottish  Home  Rule  movement  had  made 
the  Irish  Home  Rule  movement  respect- 
able. 

•Mh.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough)  : 
I  never  matle  any  such  statement.  That 
statement  was  made  by  an  English  Tory 
to  me. 

•Sir  C.  PEARSON  :  It  was  certainly 
repeated  by  the  hon.  Member  without 
any  symptom  of  disapproval.  I  think 
there  is  one  thing  we  are  entitled  to  ask 
from  the  Scottish  Home  Rulers,  and  that 
is  that  they  should  try  to  agree  among 
themselves  as  to  what  they  want.  AU 
good  Home  Rulers,  we  know,  find  a 
difficulty  in  doing  that.  There  are 
certain  statements  which  have  been 
made  with  reference  to  the  Leaders 
of  the  Liberal  Party  and  the 
bulk  of  the  U  beral  Party,  and 
which  demonstrate  this  :  that  although 
the  Scottish  Home  Rule  movement,  so 
far  as  one  can  see  in  the  public  papers, 
holds  itself  aloof  from  Party  politics,  yet 
it  does  not  very  well  know  its  own  mind 
with  reference  to  who  are  friends  and 
who  are  not.  I  observe,  for  example,  at 
a  meeting  in  Dumfries  of  the  Scottish 
Home  Rule  Association,  presided  over 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness,  one 
of  the  chief  officers,  in  moving  the  adop- 
tion of  a  manifesto  to  the  electors,  said — 

"  Who  were  these  men  who  were  standing 
between  Scotland  ami  her  National  rights 
They  were  Mr,  Marjoribaaks,  the  LibcraJ  Whip' 
the  Earl  of  Elgin,  and  the  Earl  of  Bosebery., 
The  part  that  Mr.  Marjoribanks  played  was  to 
make  their  cause  ridiculous  in  the  House  of 
Commons." 

It  is  a  great  pity  the  Member  for  Ber- 
wickshire is  not  here.  We  should  have 
liked  very  much  to  have  he^rd  his  ex- 
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Elftnation  of  that  allnsion,  and  whether 
e  accepted  it  or  not.  There  is  ooe  other 
statement  I  cannot  refrain  from  quoting 
here.  It  occurs  in  a  pamphlet  which 
has  been  printed  in  the  offices  of  the 
Scottish  Home  Rule  Association,  and 
freely  circulated  at  the  end  of  last  year. 
The  pamphlet  deals  with  the  impossibi- 
lity of  taking  the  Prime  Minister  to  task 
during  his  election  campaign  in  Mid- 
lothian, and  states  that  in  an  address 
submitted  to  him  by  certain  of  the  Mid- 
lothian electors  they  had  put  this  question, 
among  others,  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man— 

"  If  returned  to  power,  will  jou  give  Home 
Rule  to  Scotland  as  fully  as  to  Ireland  and  at 
the  Bune  timer  " 

The  writer  said — 

"The  wayin  whicfa  the  Graud  Old  Manager 
de«lt  with  these  queBtdons  was  one  of  the  finest 
examples  of  his  electioneering  nibUety.  But 
the  verbosity  to  which  be  resorts  on  such  occa- 
siont  forbids  quotation  from  hia  speech.  .  .  . 
The  only  remedy  he  proposed  was  that  the  Scot- 
tish people  should  return  a  Liberal  majority,  in 
whicri  case  our  M.Fb  would  not  be  outvoted  on 
Scottish  questions  by  English  Tories.  But  this 
would  only  be  doing  similar  injustice  to  our 
Bi^lish  neighbours,  who  are  mostly  Tories,  and 
would  then  be  outvoted  on  English  qoestione 
by  ficotU^  Welsh,  and  Irish  Liberals." 

The  pamphlet  to  which  I  have  referred 
goes  on  to  say  

Mr.  PAUL  (Edinburgh,  S.)  :  Who  is 
the  author  of  the  pamphlet  ? 

Sir  C.  PEARSON  :  The  author  is  the 
General  Treasurer  of  the  Scottish  Home 
Rule  Association. 

Mb.  PAUL  :  Who  is  he  ? 

Sir  C.  PEARSON  :  I  am  surprised 
that  any  Scottish  Home  Ruler  should  not 
know  the  name  of  the  Treasurer  of  his 
Association.  The  name  on  the  face  of 
the  pamphlet  is  "  W.  Mitchell,  Hon. 
General  Treasurer  of  the  Scottish  Home 
Bnle  Association,"  aud  at  the  foot  of  the 
page  are  these  words,  "  Offices  of  the 
Scottish  Home  Rule  Association."  This 
same  pamphlet  goes  on  thus — 

"Bnt  Mr.  Gladstone  is  still  the  manager  from 
London,  and  our  Scottish  Company  have  not 
been  slow  to  follow  his  lead.  Dr.  Hunter,  one 
of  the  ablest  of  them,  had  brought  in  last 
Session  a  Scottish  Home  Bul6  Bill — not  a  bad 
imitation  of  the  Irish  Bill  of  the  G.O.M.  The 
Scottish  Home  Rule  Members  who  might  have 
secured  it  a  reading,  had  their  sincerity  been 
equal  to  their  numbers,  allowed  it  to  be  counted 
oat  Since  the  Dalkeith  speech  " — that  is  the 
speech  which  has  been  referred  to  as  unquotable 
— "  the  aathor  of  the  Bill  has  dropped  ft  like  a 
hot  potato." 

Sir  C.  Pearson 


There  are  difficulties  which  I  have  not 
even  adverted  to  in  the  way  of  the  pro- 
posal which,  if  it  were  to  be  seriously  made, 
would  require  to  be  seriously  argued  ouL 
I  have  mentioned  the  difficulty  from  the 
English  point  of  view,  and  that  appears 
to  me  to  be  the  kernel  of  the  difficult; 
which  hon,  and  right  hoc.  Gentlemen 
opposite  have  to  meet.  They  have  to 
consider,  on  the  part  of  the  Liberal  Partjr, 
the  inexpediency  of  letting  go  the  Scottish 
Liberal  vote.  In  speaking  in  Edinbn^h 
on  the  2Dd  December,  1886,  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  dealt  with  the  subject  of 
Scottish  Home  Rule.  At  that  date  the 
Irish  Home  Rule  Bill,  which  held  tiie 
field,  provided  for  the  exclusion  of  the 
Irish  Members  from  Westminster ;  sod 
the  way  in  which  he  put  the  matter  is 
very  well  stated  in  an  address  to  tbe 
people  of  England,  which  has  recently 
been  published  by  the  Scottish  Home 
Rule  Association — 

"  Why,  then,  is  this  obvious  way  out  of  a 

freat  difficulty  not  embraced  by  the  Liberal 
arty  ?  Because  they  are  seeking  a  Party  id- 
vantage  at  the  expense  of  Kngland.  It  was  fm 
this  reason  that  Mr.  Morley,  at  Edinburgh,  ia 
December,  1886,  cursed  Home  Rule  for  Soot- 
luid.  He  said :  '  I  only  ask  myself,  sni^wtinK 
that  the  Sa)tti6h  Liberals  were  to  be  hj  an; 
calamity  withdrawn  from  tbe  Legislative  Bodj 
when  the  affairs  of  England— poor  England  !— 
are  transacted,  I  ask  mvself  how  we  should 
fare  without  you  ?  And  1,  for  one,  am  not  at 
all  willing  to  lose  the  advantage  ci  tbe  noble 
Liberalism  of  Scotland.* 

"This,  in  plwn  terms,  means  that  the  Scotdi 
voters  are  to  be  used  to  coerce  the  people  d 
England.  We  venture  to  say  there  is  not  an 
honest  Ei^lisbman  alive  but  would  scorn  to 
call  in  foreign  aid  to  enable  him  to  domineer 
over  his  own  oountiTmen." 

My  reason  for  referring  to  the  remarks 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  at  Edinbnrgh  is 

to  show  that  the  Association  which  pro- 
fesses to  gather  up  Scottish  opinion  on 
this  question  repudiates  his  suggestion 
as  unworthy.  Well,  now,  Mr.  Speaker, 
there  are  many  other  difficulties  to  which 
I  might  refer  ;  but  I  shall  merely  toocb 
upon  one — and  that  is,  the  question  of 
finance.  I  cannot  but  congratulate  the 
Member  for  Caithness  in  having  on  bi$ 
side  a  Government  which  lias  had  ample 
exp^enoe  as  to  the  financial  side  (tf 
Home  Role.  You  My  that  the  finaneial 
relations  of  the  two  conntries  onght  to 
be  re-adjusted.  It  appears  to  me  tbat 
the  financial  relations  between  England 
and  Scotland  might  be  cleared  up  with- 
outgoiug  the  length  of ^rantuw  a  sepaiate 
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Legislature.  I  thiok  you  can  have  your 
roaat  pig  without  burning  your  house 
down.  But  are  hon.  Members  opposite 
aware  of  the  magnitude  of  this  subject  ? 
It  has  been  shown  by  the  authority 
I  have  quoted  that  Scotland  has  been 
overtaxed  as  compared  with  the  rest 
of  the  United  Kingdom  to  the  ex- 
tent, iu  30  years  only,  of  £92,684,000, 
and  during  the  same  period  Scotland 
has  been  underpaid  to  the  extent 
of  £39,000,000  more.  So  that  the 
Government,  before  approaching  this 
question,  would  have  to  recoup 
£131,000,000.  This  slightly  indicates 
the  difficulties  that  lie  in  the  way,  and 
I  shall  look  with  interest  to  see  how  the 
Government  propose  to  deal  with  the 
matter. 

Dr,  hunter  (Aberdeen.  N.)  said, 
he  regretted  the  tone  of  the  speech  of  the 
right  boD.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down.  He  regretted  that  in  a  question 
so  serious  he  should  have  descended  to 
trivialities,  and  many  personajities  which 
were  beneath  contempt.  He  (Dr.  Hun- 
ter) had  seen  three  Governments  in  thut 
House — two  Liberal  and  one  Conserva- 
tive. When  the  Tories  were  in  Office  the 
Scotch  Members  were  outvoted,  and  they 
were  refused  the  measures  tbey  desired. 
When  the  Liberals  were  in  Office  they 
were  not  outvoted  ;  they  were  overlooked. 
Therefore,  whether  it  was  a  Liberal  or  a 
Tory  GoTemment,  it  was  much  the  same 
thing  to  Scotland.  No  one  could  say  the 
wants  of  Scotland  could  ever  be  satisfied 
by  the  House  of  Commons.  He  should 
have  thought  a  review  of  the  financial 
relations  of  Scotland  and  England  fur- 
nished one  of  the  strongest  arguments 
for  Home  Rule.  When  a  Committee 
was  once  appointed  ou  the  subject,  it 
met  and  appointed  a  Chairman  and  never 
met  again  ;  but*  Returns  were  furnished 
giving  information  that  had  formerly 
been  denied.  During  the  last  three 
years  Scotland  had  overpaid  to  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  no  less  than 
£4,000,000 ;  and  the  worst  charge  of 
Scotch  Members  against  the  present 
Government  was  that  it  had  not  ap- 
pointed a  Committee  to  go  ioto  the  ques- 
tion. There  was  no  reason  why  such  a 
Committee  should  uot  be  appointed  now, 
and  he,  for  one,  would  be  satisfied  with  its 
verdict.  Home  Rule  for  Ireland  neces- 
sarily involved  Home  Rule  for  England 
and  Scotland  ;  and  no  solution  of  the 
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question  would  be  satisfactory  that  did 
not  extend  the  principle  of  devolution  to 
all  parts  of  the  Kingdom. 

Mr.  THORBURN  (Peebles  and  Sel- 
kirk) said,  it  had  been  pointed  out  that 
the  state  of  Scotch  Business  was  very 
unsatisfactory,  and  that  they  could  not 
deal  with  it  in  that  House.  It  was  said, 
also,  that  the  Scottish  Members  over-ruled 
the  English  Members  in  the  House  on 
matters  that  were  purely  Scotch.  Had 
not  the  English  Members  the  same  reason 
to  complain  of  over-ruling  ?  For  his  own 
part,  he  was  opposed  to  Home  Rule  root 
and  branch,  whether  for  Scotland,  Eng- 
land, or  Ireland — more  particularly  if  it 
was  accompanied  with  an  Executive.  He 
thought  it  should  be  the  duty  of  every 
Government  ruling  a  nation  such  as  this, 
composed  of  different  nationalities,  to 
endeavour  to  make  that  United  Kingdom 
a  homogeneous  nation  rather  than  em- 
phasise nationalities,  and  thereby  insti- 
gate disintegration.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Aberdeen  (Dr.  Hunter)  had  referred 
to  unfair  taxation  of  Scotland.  He  would 
give  the  hon.  Member  all  the  aid  he 
could  to  remedy  that  state  of  things  ; 
but  if  they  had  a  Scottish  Parliament 
established  the  hon.  Member  would  find 
that  if  the  taxation  under  it  was  not  un- 
fair it  would  in  all  probability  prove 
excessive,  because  the  expenses  of  ad- 
ministration must  necessarily  be  great. 
As  he  had  said,  the  only  complaint  he 
had  heard  about  their  Local  Grovemment 
Bill  was  that  it  had  very  nearly  doubled 
the  rates  in  Scotland.  They  were  told 
that  Scottish  Business  was  neglected. 
Well,  he  would  suggest  a  remedy.  Let 
them  boycott  all  Irish  questions  iu  this 
House  for  the  next  five  years.  By  that 
means  he  thought  they  would  get 
Scottish  Business  attended  to.  If  it  ever 
became  a  practical  question  they  would 
find  a  decreased  number  of  Gladstonian 
Liberals  and  a  majority  of  Unionists 
returned  to  that  House.  He  thought  the 
last  Election  in  Scotland  was  a  pretty 
good  indication  of  what  the  opinion  in 
Scotland  was.  They  were  told  that 
Home  Rule  was  progressing  in  Scotland. 
He  asserted,  with  confidence,  tliat  the 
question  had  not  for  a  single  moment  been 
serioualycousidered  by  the  electors  of  Scot- 
laud.  The  majority  of  Scottish  Members 
were  said  to  be  pledged  to  Home  Rule ; 
but  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Edinburgh 
(Mr.  B.  Wallace)  said  that  a  number  of 
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the  Members  on  these  Benches  were  pre- 
pared to  swallow  anTthing.  He  thought 
the  majoritj  of  Scottish  Members  would 
be  prepared  to  swallow  Home  Eule, 
Disestablishment,  or  anything  else  if 
tbey  thought  it  would  secure  them  a  few 
votes.  They  were  told  by  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  that  tbe  Cburch  question 
was  the  one  upon  which  the  majority  of 
Scottish  Members  were  returned  to  that 
House.  He  hoped  they  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  testing  that  question  in 
Scotland,  and  he  ventured  to  say  when  it 
was  tested  that  the  fate  of  that  measure 
would  be  as  unsatisfactory  to  thwe  who 
supported  it  as  would  be  the  Home  Rule 
question.  He  sincerely  hoped  the  House 
would  record  an  emphatic  protest  against 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Caithness. 

Mr.  A.  GRAHAM  MURRAY  (Bute- 
shire) eaid,  it  was  quite  evident  that  he 
would  have  no  time  to  deal  adequately 
with  this  question,  in  which  they  were 
all  so  much  interested ;  but  he  would 
take  advantage  of  the  few  minute  left 
him  to  call  attention  to  the  extraordinary 
attitude  of  the  GoTemment  to-night.  It 
was  all  very  well  for  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  to  oome  down  here  and  tell 
them  that  he  would  speak  clearly  on  the 
subject.  What  they  wanted  to  know 
was  the  attitude,  not  of  tbe  men  of  senti- 
ment in  the  Government,  but  of  tbe  men 
of  action.  The  last  time  the  Prime 
Minister  took  part  in  the  Debates  in  the 
House  on  this  question  he  said — 

"  I  admit  that  a  sentiment,  as  yet  vagae  and 
unformed,  but  of  considerable  extent,  has  grown 
up  in  Scotland  of  late  years  with  considerable 
rapidity  in  favour  of  something  which  is  repre- 
sented in  the  minds  of  tho<(e  who  consider  it 
nnder  the  name  of  Home  Rale." 

The  Prime  Minister  said — 

"This  subject  is  one,  we  know  ia  the  Irish 
case,  which  involves  lai^  and  numerous  matters 
of  detail.  I  doubt  whether  the  mind  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  or  even  of  the  country, 
sufficiently  rcalisas  the  amount  of  complicate*! 
and  varying  details  which  are  associated  with 
this  question." 

They  had  had  an  object-lesson  in  this 
during  the  past  six  weeks.  They  knew 
how  difficult  their  Constitution-moDgering 
was.  Whatever  might  happen  by  Home 
Rule,  thoy  knew  at  least  this  Imperial 
Mr.  Therbum 


Pu-liament  valued  the  tradition^  of  tbur 
unised  Parliament^  and  he,  standing  there 
as  a  Scoto^win,  respec^ully  protested 
against  having  their  share  in  these  tndi- 
tions  taken  from  them. 

Sir  J,  Carmichael  rose  in  bis  place, 
and  claimed  1o  move,  That  tbe  Question 
be  -DOW  put ; "  but  Mr,  Speaker  withheld 
his  assent,  and  declined  then  to  put  that 

Question.  ' 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  said,  that 
he,  for  one,  should  certainly  not  be  « 
party  to  dividing  up  the  heritage  of  sn  i 
Imperial  Parliament  for  uij  misoable  | 
Parliament  that  might  be  onered  in  ite 
stead.  It  was  all  very  well  for  the  hon. 
Member  to  say  that  he  was  exalting 
Scotland  to  a  nation  ;  tbe  truth  was,  tbe  i 
hon.  Member  was  degrading  her  to  I  ! 
parish.  I 

Question  put.  < 

The    Honse    divided  : — Ayes   168 ; 
Noes  150.— (Division  List,  No.  169.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  "That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  Uie  Chair." 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Supply, — Committee  upon  Monday 

next. 

LOCAL    GOVBENMBNT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDBBS  (Na  2)  BILL.— (No.  268.) 
Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

WATER  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS  (Nat) 
BILL.— (No.  338.) 
As  amended,  considered ;  read  the  i 
third  time,  and  passed.  | 

WATER  PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (JSo.  3)  | 
BIL^ 

As  amended,  considered ;  read  the 
third  time,  aud  passed. 

LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  ACTS  (ESTKN- 
SIGN  TO  FISHERMEN)  BILL.— (2^0.  SSa) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
Twelve  o'clock  till  Monday  oexL 
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AnuoA 
Abut 

Board  op  AasiouLTUBB 

BOABD  OF  TbADB 

Civil  Sbbviob 
Colonies 

Customs,  Bxcisk  and  Ih< 
ImUtd  Bbtxhub 


Eduoation 
India 

IBBLAMD 

Labour  Depabtment 
Law  and  Jubtiob  and 
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Local  Govbbnwgnt  Boabd 
Mbbohant  Shipping- 


Metbopolib 
Navt 

Fabliau  ENT 
Post  Office 
Scotland 
Supply 
Wales 


ACLAKD,  Right  Hon.  A.  H.  D. 
(Vice  President  of  the  Council  on 
Education),  York,  W.R.j  Rother- 
ham 

Bishop's  Castle  School  Board,  1464 
Deaf  and  Bomb,  Education  tA,  1463 
Bastboome — School  Accommodation,  1334 
fiducational  Censnses,  771,  1823 
Elementary   Education  (Blind  and  Deaf 

Children)  BiU,  2R.  693 
Free  Education,  78t},  1823 
Norton  National  School,  892, 1648 
nxnlieo — Free  Scbool  Accommodatfon,  533, 

902 

BoTsl  Marriage  Gifts— School  Childim  Sab- 
scribing,  791 
School  Accounts,  1482 
Teachers*  Bnpeiaonaatioii,  &16 
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Aoland,  Bight  Hon.  A.  H.  "Di—eent. 
Technical   Education    and    the  Conntj 

Coundla,  618 
Volnntarr  Bchotds,  Fees  in,  1470, 1471 
Walsall  Blnecoat  School,  816 

Acton,  Lord 
Official  Liqnidaion  (Ireland)  Bill,  741 


Afbica 

Angoni   Macg—Slavt   Irade,  Q.   Ur.  T. 

Bayley ;  A.  Sir  B.  Grey  /sue  8,  607 
MMador  Contulate,  Q.  Hr.  Forwood ;  A.  Sir 

E.  Grey  June  6,  314 
Momha*a  BaUtoay   Swrvey,   Q.  Viscount 

Wolmer ;  A.  Sir  fi.  Grey  Juna  6, 313 
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AwBlOA—eont. 

Swatiland—Sir  H.  Loeh  and  PrttUmA 
Xriifftr,  Q.  Baron  H.  do  Worms ;  A.  Mr. 
S.  Buxton  JuM  5,  192  ;  Q.  Bir  Q.  Baden- 
Powell  ;  A.  Mr.  S.  BuztoD  Juiu  8,  629 ; 
Q.  Bir  B.  ABbmead-BwUett  >  A.  Hr.  S. 
Buxton  June  9,  658 

VOAXDA 

Minions  in— 7^  Vathan  andthe  Britith 

Gowmment,  Q.  Sir  J.  Kennaway;  A. 

Sir  E.  Grey  June  32,  1865 
Sir  a.  PortaVt  ^t«n<m,Q.  Mr.  C.  Daiilng  ; 

A.  Ur.  W.  B.  aiaditone  .Tvm  2,  61 ;  Q. 

Mr.  LaboQcluie :  A*  Bir  B.  Gibt  Am  5, 

207 

Zia%  £a>ilet,  Q.  Baron  H.  de  Wmni ;  A.  Ur. 
8.  Buxton  /km  6, 181 

Agricultural  Depression  Inquiry 
Qb.  Mr.  J.  More,  Mr.  Chaplin ;  A*.  Mr.  W. 
E.  GUdstone,  Mr.  Speaker  Jum  9,  855 ; 
Qb.  Mr.  Everett,  Mr.  Chaplin  ;  Aa.  Mr.W. 
B.  QladBtone,  Mr.  Gardner  June  13,  904  ; 
Qs.  Major  Basch  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morlejr^  Mr. 
Gardner  Jitjw  14,  981  ;  Qs.  MfTTnianning, 
Mr.  Crombie,  Mt.  Chaplin,  Lord  B. 
ChurchiU  ;  Aa.  Mr.  W.  B.  Glwistone,  Sir 
W.  Harcoart  June  15. 1071 

Agricultural  Holdings  Acts 

Q.  Mr.  Unnti ;  A.  Mr.  Lo«n  Jiuu  3,  46 ; 
Q.  Major  Basch;  A.  Ur.  W.  B.  Gladstone 
June  8,  540;  Qa,  Mr.  Cfaanning,  Mr. 
Crombie,  Mr.  Chaplin ;  As.  Mr.  W.  Har- 
court,  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  June  16, 1074 

Agricultural  Holdings — Amendments 

of  Law 

Befl.(Mr.  Logan)  ;  Uain  QnaeUon,  aa  amended, 
pat,  and  agreed  to  June  9,  697 

Agrienltural  Holdings  Bill 

c.  2B. ;  Bill  withdrawn  Junt  6,  288 

Agriculture 
Bread  Stuffs,  Bes.  (Earl  of  Wincbilsea  and 

Kottlngham)  June  19,  1281 
Labour  Market — "Labour  Oazette,"  Qb.  lAr. 
H.  Hobhouse,  Sir  J.  QoTBt ;  As.  Mr.  Uun- 
della  JtiM  22, 1648 

AOBICmTTTRE,  BOAAI)  OF 

President— Mr.  H.  Gabdneb 
Canadian  Beef  in  Scotland,  Q.  Sir  J.  Leng  ; 

A.  Mr.  Gardner  June  5, 191 
Canadian  Cattle,  Bteamination  i/,  Qs.  Ur. 

Cbaplta,  Sir  J.  Leog;  As.  Ur.  Gardner 

JuM  2,   49;    Q.   Mr.  Chaplin;    A.  Mr. 

Gardner  ywne  5,  191  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Chaplin,  Mr. 

8.  Hill ;  As.  Mr.  Gardner  Junti  S,  512  ;  Q. 

Ur.  Chaplin ;  A.  Mr.  Gardner  June  20, 

1477 

Cattle  IHseate  and   Imported   Haf,  Qs. 

Colonel  Gonter,  Ur.  ETersbed,  Ur.  Jeffreys, 

Sir  J.  Eennaway,  Ur.  Chaplin,  Ur.  Field ; 

Aa.  Mr.  Gardner  June  20, 1475 
Jtamptkire  Friendly  Soeiety,  Q.  Ur.  JeBren : 

A.  Mr.  Gardner  Jung  %  US 

leant. 
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Fteuro-Pneumonia  at  Bendon,  Q.  Hr.  W. 

Field ;   A.  Mr.  Gardner  June  2,  48 ;  q. 

Major  Kawsh  ;  A.  Ur.  Gardner  June  6, 5S3 
Storm  Wamimgs,  Q.,Obs.  Earl  of  Btnfloi^ 

Lord  Zeadfl^ton.  Lord  Bibbleidde/va«  2, 

Swine  Atvr,  Qs.  Ur.  Fellowes,  Ur.Chasning; 

As.  Ur.  Gardner  June  6, 187  ;  Qs.  lb. 

Fellowes,  Ur.  Ch^lin  ;  Ab.  Mr.  Gardner 

Jwne  19,  1345 
Motion  for  Adjonnuuent  of  the  Houe 

(Mr.  Fellowes)  June  £0, 1485 
Swine  liver  BUI  {see  that  tiUe) 

Allan,  Hr.  W„  GMeshead 
Jurors'  Bemnnmtion  Bill,  Cmi.  10S9 
Navy 

Engine  Fitters  and  EOiipwri^ts.  1463 
Keyham  torpedo  Tube  Shop,  1473 
Sale  of  Vasseis,  Tenders  for,  770 

Allen,  Mr.  C.  F.  Egerton,  Pembrokcy  ^. 
Indian  Civil  Service  Ezaminationa,  Bes.  136 
Pnblio  Fetittons— Established  Churdi  (Wales) 
BU1,1«6< 

Ambrose,  Mr.  W.,  Middlesex^  Harrow 
Ooveromeot  of  Ireland  Bill,  Ccwl,  Ct.  ItL 
586,  586,  587 

AuERicA. — United  States 

BeKriny  Sea  FUkeries  (see  ihat  title) 
Mails,  Convtyamee  and  Route  ef,  Qs.  Ur, 
Macartney ;  As.  Mr.  A.  Uorley  Juni 
532  ;  June  12,  787  ;  Qs.  Mr.  MacartnCT, 
Ur.  Forwood,  Ur.   W.    Bedmond,  Su. 
Flynn  ;  As.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  15. 1065 ; 
Q.  Ur.  Field ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  20i 
1481 :  Qa.  Ur.  F.  H.  Evans,  Mr.  nynn, 
Ur.  H.  Heaton,  Ur.  Forwood  ;  As.  Mr.  A 
UerlOT  June  32,  1663 
Port  Bleetrie  System      Transportation,  (l 
Mr.  H.  Heaton  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  20, 
1467 

Treaty  qf  Arbitration,  Bes.  (Mr.  CrenNr); 
Motion  withdrawn  ;  Bes.  (Ur.  W.  E.GIad' 
stone)  June  16,  1246, 1258 

Angora  Trials  (see  Armenia) 

App«ali  (Forma  Pauperis)  Bill 

e.  Bead  2*  June  19. 1421 

Con.  in  Com.  B.t'.  June  20, 1684 

Con. in  Com.  aud  Beported;  Bead  f^nd 
passed  June  31, 1SS8 
I.  Betuined  from  tfui  Commops  Jnnm  29^  163Z 

Aroh,  Mr.  J.,  Norfolk,  N,W. 
Local  Gorenunent  FtOVisIonal  Order  (So.  17) 
Bill,  SB.  603 

Argtxl,  Duln  of 

Authorised  Companies  (Liquor)  BIN,  SR. 

297.  mi,  302 
North  Sea  FisheriaB  Bill^SB.  4«%  47» 
WUd  Birds  F|f$«^@iO^TO<S  ■ 
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Abkenu 

-  Anfora  Trial*,  Q«.  Mr.  F.  S.  Storenioa,  Hr. 
6.  Bowleg ;  As.  Sir  E.  Qtej  June  19,  1322  ; 
Qt.  Mr.  F.  8.  8teT«a8en,  Mr.  L«boachere, 
Sir  R.  Temple;  Ab.  Sir  B.  Qmy  Juhm  23, 
1073 

Catholieot  Khrimia*,  Detention  Q.  Mr.  F. 
8.  Stwpoiwm ;  A.  Sir  E.  Qny  Jwm  S,  306 

iBR 

.  Seentur  of  State— Mr.  CUhpbbll-Dax- 

XSRMAS 

Under  Seerataiy  of  State -^Lohl  Saki>- 

Financial  Secretary—Mr.  Woodall 

Barraeki,  Bradford,  Q.  Mr.  Caine  ;  A.  Mr. 
WoodaU  Jwe  8,  612 

Srontndeim  Sifte  Meeting — Ammwnitien,  Q. 
Admiral  Field  ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell  •Banner- 
man  June  16,  1050 

Celehetter  Camp,  Q.  Mr.  Naylor-Leyland  ; 
A.  Mr.  Campbell-B&nnerman  ywTur  19,  1312 

C^raete,  Q.  Mr.  Forwood  ;  A.  Mr.  Woodall 
/km  6,  830 

DUeharged  and  Meaerre  Suldiert,  Employ- 
ment for,  Qa.  Major  Baacli ;  As.  Mr.  Gamp- 
belUBannerman  Jitrte  6,  193 ;  June  16, 
1072 ;  Qa.  Sir  J.  Fergasson  ;  As.  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert,  Mr.  Campbell- Banuerman  Jmne  19, 
1342 

Edvcation  <f  Soldier;  Q.  Mr.  Hanbury  ;  A. 

Mr.  CampbeU-Bannennaa  June  19,  1317 
BnfiAd  Smtul  Armt  Factory,  Wages  in  (lee 

Snb-beadlDg  Wagee') 
So^ital  Stoppage*,  Qs.  Sir  A.  Hayter,  Mr. 

Hanbury  ;  As.  Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman 

Jvns  2f  38 ;  Q.  Mr.  Haubniy ;  A.  Mr. 

WoodaU  /«M  19,  646 

India 

FranJtlin,  Stirgeon-LUmtenaiU- General,  (i. 
Sir  8.  King ;  A.  Mr.  G.  Russell  June  IB, 
1057 

Some  Charge*,  Q.  Mr.  8.  Smith ;  A.  Mr.  G. 
Russell  June  16,  1063;  Q.  Mr.  Macfar- 
lane  ;  A.  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  June  16, 
1196 

Offieera*  TrateUing  AlUnoaneo*,  Q.  Mr. 
Hanbury ;  A.  Mr.  G.  BnsBell  June  22, 
1660 

iBXLAin) 

AldhenmgX  Barraeha,  DvUin,  Q.  Mr.  J. 
Bedmond;  A  Mr.  Woodall  June  22, 
1660 

Canteen*  and  the  Sunday  Cloting  Aet,  Q. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RusseU ;  A  Hr.  J.  Morley 

June  6, 186 
Xeineter  Begiment  at  Alder*hot — "  The 

Oueen  a»d  no  ffome  Rule,"  Q.  Mr.  P.  J. 

O'Brien  ;   A.  Mr,  Campbell- Bannerman 

June  6,  196 
JianeAeeter  Jlegiment  and  the  Limeriek 

Magittratea,  Qa.  Mr.  O'Keeffe,  Mr.  Theo- 
bald ;   As.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 

June  8,  616 
J'etitionaagaitut  Home  Rule,  Q.  Mr.  Flynn  ; 

A.  Mr.  Catnpbell-Bannennan  June  6, 208 
Moyal  Irith  Conttalmlary  Arm*,  Q.  Mr. 

Amold'-FoTiter;    A.    Jir.  J.  Hwley 

Jkm  if  187 


Medical  O^aerf  OriManeea,  Q.  Dr.  Mm- 

gregor;     A.    Mr.  Oampbell-Bannerman 

June  12,  790 
Met*  Plate,  Q.  Mr.  FftrqoharKm  ^  A.  Mr  • 

CampbeU-Bannerman  June  2,  42 
Military  Band*  and  PolUieal  Songa,  Mr. 

Wolff,  Mr.  Macartn^,  Mr.  W.  Johnston ; 
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Btbnb,  Mr.  £.  W.,  £$tex,  ffalt&am' 
How 

OoTemment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com,  64, 386 
CADOOi.N,  E!arl 

•   British  Embassy  at  Pari»— Alleged  Theft  of 
Docamenta,  1760 
Places  of  Worship  (Sites)  BUI.  Com.  144S 
y<dunteer  Inspeimon  in  Hyde  Park,  766,  760 

Cauts,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Bradford^  E* 
Bradfoid  Bamcks,  613 
Oerman  Election,  1386 


Caimk,  Mr.  W.  B.—<!Ont,         .      „,  . 
India 

.  Beogal  Qanja  Ooouniwion,  763, 1642 

Bntma  Prison,  1068 

DIstreaain  the  Oasa  Dlatriet,  631 

L^ilatiTa  AaBamblies,  512 

Maharaja  of  Gwalior,  1643 
Laacar  Firemen,  Mntiny  of,  at  Tilbarv  Docks, 

784 

Maoritiiis  and  Zanzibar,  T^egn^iUo  Com- 

monicatioQ  between,  1649 
Navy— Bom  Batlons,  1662 

Cakeron,  Sir  C,  GUitgowt  College 
Arran,  Island  oC—TliEeatened  Briotlaiis  in,. 
197 

Glasgow,  Vmt  Ednoatton  in,  1060 

CAMPBELL-BANKEBMAN,  Biqqt 
HoH.  H.  (Seoretaiy  of  State  for 
War),  SHrling,  4«. 
Army 

Browndown  Bifle  Heettag— Ammnnitlon,. 
1060 

Colchester  Camp,  1312 

Diacharsed  and  fieserre  Soldiers,  Saploy- 

nwnt  for,  194, 1072. 1843 
Education  of  Soldiers,  1847 
CtoTemment  BstabHshments—LabottXen'' 

Wages,  626 
Ireland 

Leinster  Bsffiment  at  Alderahot— "  The 
Queen  ana  no  Home  Role,"  196 

Manchester  Regiment  and  the  Limerfek ' 
M^lstratee,  &lfi 

Signing  Petitions  against  Home  Bvle, 
208 

Medical  Officera*  Orievances,  791 
Mess  PUte,  43,  43 

Military  Bands  and  FoUtioal  Soi^.  119^ 
Be-enlistment,  1066 
Soldiers'  Hospital  Stoppages,  38 
Staff  College  Bxaminauon^  6S3 
Stirling  Castle,  46 

Tents— Volnnteer  and  Militia  Battalions 
48  ■  -  ' 

Tolnnteem 
Golonr  Sergeant  Sleap,  773,  774 
Decorations,  1189,  1780 
Inqiection  in  H  jde  Park,  1078 

Caupbbdown,  Earl  of 
Clare,  Limerick,  and  Kerry  Counties — Crime 
In,? 

Places  of  Worship  (Bites)  BUL  Gob.  1480, 
1443 

Wild  Birds  Protection  Bill,  Com.  1166 

Canadian  Beifin  Set^land,  Qa.  Sir  J.  Leng, 
Mr.  Chaplin  ;  As.  Mr.  Gardner  June  6, 191 
Cattle,  Examination  of,  Qb.  Mr.'  Chaptta, 
Sir  J.  Leng ;  As.  Mr.  Gardner  June  2,  49  ; 
Qs.  Mr.  Chaplin,  Mr.  8.  Hill;  As.  Mr. 
Gardner  Jane  8,  611  ;  Q.  Mr.  Chaplin  ;  A. 
Mr.  Gardner  ^«M«  20, 1477 
Xtvo  8t»amAi»  Serviee  betioeea  Auttraiia 
and  Cknada,  Q.  Mr.  Hogan;  A.  Mr.  A. 
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Admiralty  Cruiter  Subtmtitmt,  Qs.  Mr. 

Hogan ;   Ai.  Sir  U.  Kaj-Shattleworth 

June  5, 182 
Seal  Fithiny  in  the  NortK  Pacijie,  Q.  Mr.  Q. 
Bowlet ;  A.  Sir  E.  Orejr  Jutu  13,  889 

Seal  Fishing  {North  Panfic)  Bill  (see 
that  title) 

Cuial  BatM,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Pro- 
visional Order  Bills 

I.  UesBage  from  the  House  of  Commons  con. ; 
Joint  Com.  agreed  to  ;  Lnda'  Com.  named 
Ju*9  6,  813 

0.  Mean^  from  the  Lords  June  8, 604 
Heesage  con.  June  »,  696 

Z.  Message  from  the  Commons  June  9,  634 

Cabhakthkn,  Marquess  of,  fAtmbeth, 

Brixton 
Essex,  Crime  in,  1071 
GoTermnent  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.  256 

CARRINGTON,  Lord  (Lord  Chamber- 
lain) 

H.M.8.  "  r*rfor*a"— Postponement  of  the 
State  Ball,  1760 

Oabson,  Mr.  E.,  Bti&lin  UniverHty 
GoTemment  of  Ireland  Bill.  Com.,  CI.  III. 
81,  82,  250,  369,  378,  382,  385,  386,  387, 
398,  399  ;  CI.  IV.  983,  994,  1100,  1103 
mi,  1378,  1382,  1641,  1642,  1548  1644 
1645,  1595,  15B9,  1689,  1702,  1708,  1712, 

Oabtill,  Mr.  P.  G.  H.,  Newry 
Behxing  Sea  ArUtratlon— Coanaef's  Fees,  186 

Oatzeb,  Mr.  C.  W.,  Barrow-in-Furness 
Bombay  Shipping  Begnlations,  786 

Cauflon 

Trimeomiaee  PoH,  Q.  Mr.  Schwann  :  A.  Sir 
TJ.  Kay-Shnttleworth  June  5, 188 

Ohaff-Cntting  Haohines  Bill 

e.  Bead  2"  Jwte  16, 1279 

Chamberlain,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  Birming- 
ham,  W. 

"JJffi/y^aif*"— Question  of  Privileee.  Bes 
211,  215,  224  ^  ' 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI  III. 
60,  61,  275,  278,  283,  285, 430, 431,  456, 458, 
667,  558,  668,  669,  592,  595,  671,  862  ■ 
CI.  ir.  043,  966,  968,  995,  996,  1023,  1024 
1025,  1104,  1106,  1151,  1152,  1206,  1207 
1238,  1239,  1364,  1607,  1508,  151J  1520 
1532,  1546,  1547,  1549,  1650,  1722,  1725 
1733.  1734,  1791,  1792.  1796,'  1798;  1797 
1806 

Financial  Prcposals,  202 

Parliamentmy  Retoms,  1339 
Indian  CiTil  Service  Examinations,  536 
Irish  Post  Office  Expenditore^  1348 


Chauberlatne,  Mr.  T.,  Southampttm 

Cholera  Precautions,  1195 
Customs  Laanch,  Tender  for,  884 

Channing,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Northampton,  E. 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act,  1074,  1075, 1076 
Agricultural  Holdings  (Amendment  ol  Lav! 

Bes.  701,  720,  721,  72S 
Swine  Fever,  187 

Chaplik,  Right  Hon.  H.,  Lincolnshire^ 
Sleaford 

Agricultural  Depression  Inquiry,  656,  90L 
1076,  1076  1  "»  "f 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Amoidment  of  ImIl 
Res.  718,  720,  721,  728,  724,  727 

Canadian  Cattle,  Examination  (A,  49,  60, 19L 
612,  513,  1477 

Cattle  Disease  and  Imported  Hay,  1477 

Indian  Currency  Committee,  514,  906, 106& 
1069 

Swine  Fever,  1S4S ;  Bes.  1492 

Charitable  Trusts  {Bent  Charges) 
Return  ordered  June  9,  740 

Charity  Commissioners 

Parljamentsiy-    Charity  Commiasioner— 
Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis 
Charity  Selumce,  Qs.  Mr.  Storey ;  Aa.  Mr. 

T.  E.  Ellis  Jvne  12,  777 ;  June  22, 1666 
Barwell  Charities,  Serkthire,  Q.  Mr.  Oodd: 

A.  Mr.  T,  E.  Ellis  Junt  2,  35 
Wiltshire    and    Gloticetterthm  Sndemi 

Charity,  Qs.  Mr.  Fnller,  Mr.  H.  W.  L. 

Lawson  ;  As.  Mr.  T.  E.  Rllii  June  IS,  79 

Charity  Commissioners  (Inqniriei)  Bill 

0.  Intro.  Mr.  A.  Morton ;  Bead  1<*  Jwm  3, 101 

Chesnet,  General  Sir  G.  T.,  Oxford 
Indian  Civil  Service  Examinattons,  Bm.  117. 
118, 122  * 

Chesteb,  Bishop  of 
Authorised  Companies  (Liquor)  Bill,  SB, 
289 

Chbbterfzbld,  Earl  of 
Rotten  Row  CTooBinga,  630,  630 

Chimney  Swaepen  Bill 

e.  Con.  In  Com. ;  Be-com,  Jmu  33, 1747 

China 

China  and  Japan  Mails,  Q.  Mr.  Provasd; 

A,  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  23, 1782 
Dr.  Greif't  Claim  gainst  the  Chinese 

vernment,  Q.  Mr.  T.  W.  Baisdl ;  A.  Sir  K. 

Oiey  June  8, 008 

Cholera  (see  Local  Government  Board) 

Cholera  Hospitals  (Ireland)  Bill 
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Church  of  Scotland  Bill 
Q,  Ut.  Hosier ;  A.  Mr.  W.  B.  aiadsbme 
JuM  16, 1 196 

Chdbchill,  Right  Hon.  Lord  B.,  Pad- 

dington,  S. 
Agricaltural  Depiesaion  Inquiry,  1075 
Agiicaltaral  Holdisga  (Amendment  of  Xaw), 

Res.  730,  732.  736,  737 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 

245,  267,  268.  269,  274,  855.  858  ;  CI.  JV. 

926.  936,  937,  940,  971,  972,  999,  1000, 

1017,  1018,  1020,  1027,  1028,  1407,  1408, 

1409,  1S47,  lua,  IMS,  1818. 1819.  1831 
Indian  Ciril  Service  Examinations.  203,  304, 

686 

Indian  Carrency  Committee,  614 
City  and  Sonth  London  Railway  Bill 

I.  Report  from  Com.  of  Selection  Jvne  20. 1461 

Civil  Service 
CuttomM  ClerJu,  Q.  Mr.  S.  Montagn ;  A.  Sir 

W.  Harcourt  Juiw  19, 1318 
JSnaminatmit,  Q.  Mr.  Crilly ;  A.  Sir  J.  T. 

Hibbert  JWnc  13.  885 
Female  Tyjnett,  Q,  Mr.  Labouchere ;  A.  Sir 

W.  Harcourt  June  16,  1194 
Indian  Civil  Service  SaiaMijuitionM  (aee  title 

India) 

Privy  Uountril  Office  Appointment*,  Q.  Mr. 

Weir  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  June  2,  43 
Second  OlvitUm  Clerkx,  Q.  Mr.  Hanbury  ;  A. 

Sir  J.  T,  Hibbert  June  9,  654 
'    Snrvei/orihipe  of  the  Port  of  London,  Q.  Mr. 

Theotiald ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  June  12, 

779 

Writere  and  Abttraetare,  Q.  Sir  B.  Temple ; 
A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  June  13,  788 

<Hvil  Servicee,  1898-4  (Superannuation 
and  Retired  Alloxoances) 
Copy  preB.  June  2,  140 

Clancy,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Dublin  Co.,  N. 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 
286,  409,  686,  667,  809,  831,  833,  836,  838  ; 
CI.  IV.  lOie,  1318. 1288,  1729 

Clabk,  I>r.  G.  B.,  Caithness 
London.  DeptFord,  and  Qreenwich  Tramways 

Bill,  Con.  1767 
Scotland,  Oovernment  of,  Bes.  1828, 1839 

Clarke,  Sir  E.,  Plymouth 

Oovernment  of  Irel^d  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 
841,  844,  8S2:  CI.  IV.  1124,  1149,  1160, 
llBl,  1368 

Cobb,  Mr.  H.    P.,    PTarwich,  S.E.y 
Rugby 

Gftlway  and  CUfden  Railway,  766 
Income  Tax  ConmiissionerB,  1644 
Local  Government  Provisional  Order  (Ko.  17) 

Bill,  2R.  602 
BaUway  Bates-Ulllc,  1833 


Cochrane,  Hon.  T.  H.,  Ayrshire,  N. 
Government  of  Trdaad  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  IT, 
977.  981.  996, 1717, 1737, 1738 

Cohen,  Mr.  B.  L.,  Islington^  E. 
Metropolitan  Infections  Diseases  Hoepltals, 
607,  1669 

CoLLERY,  Mr.  B.,  Sligo,  N. 
Leitrim  Parliamentary  Register,  1179 
Railn»  Rates— London  to  Ballymote,  1662 
Sligo,  Lord  Lieutenant  in.  1680 

CoLLiNos,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Birmingham, 
Bordesley 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  Ill, 
668,  669,  835  ;  CI.  IV.  938. 1678 

COLOHIES 

Secretary  of  State—MarqueeB  of  BlPOV 

Under  Secretary  of  State— Mr.  S.  BUXTOH 

Colonial  Xewtpapere,  Registration  ij^,  Q.  Ur. 

H(^n  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  19, 1815 
InipoH  Duties,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Heabm  ;  A.  Sir  B. 

Grey  June  13,  887 

COKHrCTEE  07  COUHCIL  OH  EDIT- 
CATIOH 

Lord  Fieaident— Barl  of  Kihbeblkt 
Vice  Fresident^Mr.  A.  H.  D.  Aoland 
(See  Utle  Edueatii»i) 

Commons  Sognlation  FioTisional  Order 
(Wert  TUbury)  Bill 

I.  Read  2'  June  b,  179 
Com. ;  Standing  Com.  n^tived  June  6,  313 
Read  3*,  and  passed  June  9,  635 

CoMPTOK,  Earl,  Yorh,  WM.,  BarmUy 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  121B 

CoKNOB,  Mr.  C.  0.)  Antrim,  iV. 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  IV.  1637 

Consolidated  Fund  (Vo.  2)  Bill 

c.  Read  3°,  and  passed  June  3, 101 
I.  Read  1'  June  2,  34 

Bead  2' ;  Standing  Order  dispensed  with ; 
Read  3',  and  passed  June  6, 179 

Boyal  Assent  June  9, 606 

Constantin^le 
Seamen's  Hospital  at,  Q.  Sir  E.  HtU  ;  A.  Sir 
B.  Grey  Jwne  9, 644 

Conveyance  of  Hails  Bill 

e.  Con.  in  Com.  R.P.  June  16,  II66 ;  June  19, 
1420 

CoNTBEABE,  Mr.  C.  A,  V,,  Cornwall, 
Camborne 

Improvement  of  Land  (Scotland)  Bill,  Com. 
1423 

Neir  Licences  (Ireland)  BiIlvCpm^l27^  1276 
Prohibited  PeiBonsiipsyEj^ 
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Cook  Itiatuh 
£ritUk  SetitUnt  Mt  lUretaiigai  Uotfai(Xarl 
of  Onslow)  /WW  9, 609 

Countv  Coundli 

Zambetk,  IntauUary  Artrnt  im,  Q.  Ur. 
Loogh ;  A.  8ir  J.  T.  HlbbeH  June  19. 1S32 

MUlhank  Priton  Site  (Me  that  title) 

JVtfw  Qifloei  in  London,  Site  for,  Q.  Mr.  Whit- 
more  ;  A.  Mr.  B.  LefeTrt  June  It,  7T8 

TSwAtttral  Eimcativn,  Q.  Mr.  RaaUli;  A.  Mr. 
Adand  June  6,  617 

Tkamet  Qinttmummi  Board,  Q.  Mr.  H.  L.  W. 
Lawwn  ;  A.  Mr.  Hmidell*  Jum$  1%  ISIS 

Coun/y  Magutracy  (see  Xato,  4^.) 

County  of  the  City  of  Glugow  Bill 

«.  Select  Com.  Dominated  J%ne  5,  287 

CoQ.  in  Com.;  Reported;   Head  I*,  and 
paeeed  Jime  19,  IMS 
J.  Bead  1'  Jung  SO,  1460 

Conntj  8unr«7ort  (Ireluid)  Bill 

I.  Beported  Junt  6,  Sll 
Amendts.  rntorted  Jwu  8, 
Bead  S*,  and  piMBd  Am  9,  S8S 

CouRTMET,  Right  Hon.  L.  H^Cmtmi//, 

OoTernment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 
lb,  237,  244,  423,  426,  440,  444,  446,  460, 
SOS,  816;  CI.  ir.  987,  977,  979,  1112, 
1874,  1875,  1604,  1606,  1607,  1608,  1690, 
1706,  1707, 1796 

Coventry  Tnduttrial  School 
Qn.  Mr.  BallanUnei,  Mr.  Newdigste  ;  Ai.  Mr. 
Aeqaith  Juno  9, 649 :  Q.  Mr.  Leee>Knowle« ; 
A.  Mr.  Aaqnitb  Juno  16, 106S 

CowPEB,  Earl 
Coan<7   Maglrtntas  —  Appirfntmant*  and 
Politics,  Bee.  146, 166  . 

Cranbobne,  Viscoant,  Roche$ter 
Oovemment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 

428  :  CI.  IV.  1870, 1798,  1798, 1799 
FriKn  Service— Xx>rd  De  Banu^'i  Com- 
mittee. 1761 
Wetoh  8uipenK»7  Bill,  301 

CSANBROOK,  Earl  of  ' 
Bread  titaOi,  B«a.  1299 
EducatioD  (Scotland),  Motion  for  an  Addren, 
486 

Endowed  Schoola  Act,  1869,  and  AawDdiiiK, 
ActB  (Barkisland  Endowed  School),  Be^ 
1757,  1769 

Places  of  Wonblp  (Bitea)  Bill,  Com.  1442, 
1452 

Bale  of  Int«icatliig  Uqaon  (Irebuid)  BilL 
Com.  751 

CRBi.N,  Mr.  E.,  QuttnU  Co,,  Ottory 
"  CaeUetown  v.  Moylan,"  1467 


Crimes,  Ur.W.  B.,  S/MdUdk,  Hmggu- 
tton 

BoTal  Weddlng-^Natlonal  HoUdaf,  79t 
United  States— Treat*  of  Aiiiitation,  lUi 
1340, 1341,  ItBi,  1368 

Cruxt,  Mr.  D.,  Mayo,  Ji. 
Cirll  Serrioe  BxamiiuitioiiB,  885 

Crokbib,  Mr.  J.  KmeardautUn 
Arricnltmal  Depressicni,  1074 
Prison  (OfBcers*  Sapenumaatfan)  (Ho. 

Bill,  Com.  694 
Scotch  Edacation  Qxvat,  41 

Crois,  Visconnt 
Conoty   Magistrates — AppolatmiiiatM  and 

Politiei,  Bes.  149, 161 
Indian  avil  Serrice  BTami  nations,  8T1 
Madias  and  Bombay  Annies  Bill,  SB.  4 
Prison  (Officers'  Bttperannnatton)  Bill,  211, 

1681 

Reform  atoiy  Schools  Acts  Anendment  BQl, 

SB.  1807 

Bivers  Pollution  PnraitlMt  (No.  3)  Bfll, 
Pres.  869  ;  SB.  1639 

Crown  Lands  Bill 

:  Vordorw^tkoJFowI\frott,Q.Ut.JmekM; 
A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  June  33, 1643 

CuRZON,  Hon.    G.  La$tetukirt, 
Southport 
Indian  Civil  Serrioe  WaamlnatloiM^  Bes.  Itf. 
139 

Panjgnr,  Troops  aX,  630 
CutUm*,  Exeiu,  and  InUmd  Bevmmt 

Colonial  ImpoH  Dutiot,  Q.  Mr.  H.  HcatoB ; 

A.  Sir  E.  Orej  Juno  IS,  887 
Contraband    Totaooo,   Deotru^ion  ^,  Q. 

Admiral  Field;   A.   Sir  J.   T.  Hibb«t 

Juno  IS,  896 
Cuotomg  Hmnining  Offiooro,  Qs.  Ur.  ThMH 

bald;  As.  Sir  J.  T.  mbbert  Am  U,  778; 

Juno  20, 1474 
.  CuUomt  Houtt  and  Samj/Ioo  Pott,  Qs.  Ml.  A. 

Gibbs,  Ur.  Uacfarlana;  As.  Sir  W.  Haicooit 

Juno  15, 1066 
Cuotom  Houoe  Employit,  Q.  Mr.  B.  Montsgo ; 

A.  Sir  W.  Hsrcoart  June  19, 1318 
Cuotomt  Lauuek,  Contract  /or,  Q.  Mr.  T, 

Cbambarlayne;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  JiviwUy 

684 

Food  Stuff,  Adulterated  —  Imperiation  4i 
O,  Obs.  Duke  of  St.  Albaju,  UxA.  V)aab»h 
Lord  Belper  Jumo  12, 7S3 
Inetme  Tarn 
ComimeoioMre,  Q.  Hr.  Cobb :  A.  8fc  W. 

HaiGOort  Jumo  3^  1644 
IHvidonde  on  Foroian  SeeuHtieo,  Q.  Xt 
Hartley  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  June 
779 

Provident  Soeietiet,  Qsl  Ur.  B.  H.  Bsyky, 
Mr.  Howell;   As.   Sir  W.  UaraMit 
June  12,  782 
Bobaiot,  <^  Mr.  Digby  ;  As.  Sir  W.  Hw 
coart /mw  6,  337  ;  yww  9,  64« 
IrOand  (oee  that  titleV^  r 
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Omitomt,  Saoite,  and  Inland  Jlw— w  'COBt. 

, .  ZtwiMM,  Lou  of  Rtvenus  from.  Obi.  Ettl  of 
WemysB  JitM  16,  117B 

'  Pott  elf  London  Suxveyorthiptf  Q.  Ur.  Theo- 
bald i  A.  Sir  J.  T..  Hibbert  June  IS,  77» 
Jtogal  Weddinf—yational  Jfoliday,  Q.  Mr. 
Theobald ;  A.  Mr.     B.  GladtUme^KtM  SO, 
1484 

Scotland  (tee  that  title) 

Vaeeinatum  and  the  Cuttomt  Board*  Ur. 

Hopwood ;  A.  Sir  W.  Haroonrt  Juno 

817 

F««Ate,  CvjUm*  Jiogulatione       Q.  Sir  J. 

'    '  BoriDgton  j  A.  Sir  VT.  Haroonrt  Vitiw  9, 
644 

Ctpbus 

nninto — }iavenv4  and  Empenditute — €hta' 
ranteed  Loan,  Sinking  fvnd,  Jfe,  Qf.  Mr. 
JeA«yi,  Mr.  Pierpolot ;  Ai.  Iti.  8.  fiostoQ 
/km  2,  41;  Q.Mr.  PierpoiDt ;  A.  Mr.  S. 
Buxton  June  2,  SI ;  Qs.  Mr.  Plerpdnt, 
Mr.  S.  LeightoD ;  As.  Sir  W.  Hucourt 
JWM  e,  880 ;  g.  Ur.  8.  Letghtou  ;  A.  Mr. 
B.  Bnzton  Jwu  19,  1821 ;  Qi.  CoIoDd 
Bridgeman,  Ur.  Flerimint,  Ur.  8.  Le%ht<n; 
A*.  Sir  W.  ^arooIIrt  Jwu  19, 1824 

"DttUy  Newt**— Mr,  j.  Chamberlain 
•       emd  the  Govemmeni  of  Ireland 
Bill 

^nettion  qf  Privilege  June  8,  811 

Dalrthplk,  Sir  C,  Ipswich 
Peer^ea  and  Voting  in  the  HooM — Sir  H. 

Vivian's  Peerage,  333,  333 
Pablio    PetiUoDt  —  Kstabliibed  Cbnrch 
(Walea)  Bin,  1657 

Dalziel,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Kirkcaldy,  Sfc. 
'  Bdinboigb  Telegraph  Office  PromotloDa^  1774, 
1775 

ParUamentar^  Debates— Report  of  Select 

OommHtee,  1782 
Boyal  Wedding 

Oifta— School  Childmi't  Sabscriptiona,  791 

National  Holiday,  798. 1196 

Dane,  Mr.  R.  M^  Fermanaght  N, 
OoTerament  of  Irelaod  Bill.  CtHO.,  CI.  IV. 

1015 
Ireland 

Acbill  Extension  Light  Railway,  1465 
Claie,  Kerry.  Limerick,  ftc—PereoDa  Be- 

tnrned  for  Trial,  IdO 
Cochrane,  Dr.,  1054 

Dablin,  Wtcdilow,  and  Wexford  B^Iway, 
1769 

Fanell,  Patrick,  Case  of,  1465 
Fermanagh— Boycotting,  10«9 
Fk^wn  Kational  School,  322 
OorUTela  National  School,  82S 
Leitrim— Uoonlighting,  &c.  894,  1054 

.  Dablino,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Deptford 
Ble^op's  Caatle  School  Board,  1464 
Dej^tford  VictuaUing  Tard~Contract  Labour, 
1^88 

leant. 


DABLina,  Mr.  C.  J.—eont. 

Eaat  Nottinghtm  Election— Chargw  agafaut 
Ur.  A.  Mbriey,  330,  906,  907 

GoTemment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.*  CI.  Ill* 
448  ;  CI.  IV.  1029, 1090,  1031,  lOSS,  1088 

MUlbank  Pdioft  Site.  778,  886 

Bojral  Coorti  of  Jnttice— Inadequate  Accom- 
modation, 789 

Sexton,  Mr.— Beported  BesignatlOQ,  707 

Uganda-Sir  G.  Portal'a  Mialoa,  51. 63 

Volnntexx  SdMcda,  Feaa  in,  1471 

Dabwih,  Major  L.,  St^ffordeHre,  Ueh- 

Jield 
Gothenburg  Syttem,  46 
OoTenunent  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CS.  JF* 

1119,  IIM^  USS,  1818 

Dafenpobt,    Mr.    W.  B.,  CIcfAuv, 
Macclesfield 
Improrement  of  Land  (l^cotland)  BiD,  9B. 

1274  ;  Com.  1438 
New  Lieencu  (belsnd)  BiU,  Com.  1S7^  1878 

Datibs,  Mr.  W.  B.,  Pembrokeshire 
Sacred  Music  on  Sonday  Bill,  2B.  1426 

Say  Indutrial  Sohooli  (Sootland)  Bill 
I.  Boyal  Aaaant  June  9, 605 

Detonbhibb,  Duke  of 
Coonty    Ui^Btratea— AppDfntsiwte  and 
PoliUcs,  Res.  163,  166,  174 

Db  Worms,  Right  Hon.  Baron 

Liverpool^  East  To^Hh 
Lancashire  Uiners'  Federation,  1644 
Liverpool  Court  of  Passage  Bill,  Intro.  1564 
Swaziland— Sir  H.   Loch   and  President 

Kriiger,  192 
Zulu  Exiles,  181 

Diamond,  Mr.  C,  Monagkan,  N, 
*< Mu^  v..HDgbes"--Judge  Orr*sBeniarlu^ 


lR7i 


DiOBT,  Mr.  J.  K.  WiHGFIBLD-,  DorMtf 

M 

Income  Tax  Bebates,  827,  648 
School  Accounts,  1482 

DiLKB,  Right  Hen.  Sir  C.  W.,  Gloueeeter, 
Foreei  of  Dean 
Local  GoTemment  FroTiaional  Order  (No,  17} 
Bill,  SB.  1640, 1641  . 

Dillon,  Mr.  J.,  Mago,  E. 
'  Goncnment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com^  G.  IV, 
987,  9B9,  Ifill,  1519  ' 

JKvoroe  Billi 

e.  Select  Cotm.  nominated  Jnjus  15,  1165 

D1XOH-HABT1.ANO,  Sir  F.D.,  JtfMU/e«eK, 

Uxbridge 
Kendngton  loflrmary, 
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DoDD,  Mr.      £tsez,  Maldon 
Clare,  8t«te  of.  and  Jadge  Kelly,  U90 
Harwell  Charity,  35 

DoNELAN,  Captain  A.  J.      Corky  E, 
IreUad 

Boys'  Training  Ships,  15, 1336 
East  Cork,  Abeence  of  Crime  in,  651 


DoRiNGTON,    Sir  J.  £^  Glouettterj 
Tewkesbury 
Ctutonu  B^latioQ  oi  Yachte,  644 

•Duchy  of  Cornwall 

Intanitary  Areat  in  Lambeth,  Q.  Mr.  Lough  ; 
A.  Sir  f.  T.  Hibbert  June  19, 1332 

Dnolif  of  Cornwall  Bill 

e.  CoQ.  in  Com.  June  8,  604 
Amendts.  con. ;  Read  3°,  and  passed  June  9, 
696 

I.  Read  I^JumU,  763 
Bead  3r  June  16, 1166 

Com. ;  Reported  ;  Re-c<Hn.  to  Btaodlng  Com. 

June  19,  1310 
Reported  June  20,  1469 
Read  3%  and  passed  June  22, 1634 

Dtkb,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.,  Kent, 
Dartfwd 
Tolontary  Schools— Fees,  1470, 1471 

Barly  Clonng  Bill 

tf.  Order  for  2R.  read,  and  deferred  June  12 
866 

Lord  Preddent  of  the  C<Kmcil— Earl  of 

ElHBEBLET 

Vice  President— Mr,  A.  H.  D.  Aclakd 

Bithap'n  Cattle  School  Board,  Q.  Mr.  C. 

Darling  ;  A.  Mr  Acland  June  SO,  1464 
Ceneutett,  Qa.  Mr.  Talbot,  Mr.  J.  Lowther; 

As.  Mr.  Acland  June   12,   771  ;  Q.  Mr. 

Talbot ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  June  19,  1823 
Det^f  and  Dvmb,  Q.  Mr.  Field ;  A.  Mr. 

Acland  June  20, 1463 
Eatthtmme  —  School    Aecommodatum,  Q. 

Admiral  Field  ;  A.  Mr.  Achiud  June  19, 

1384 

.Skdouvd  Schfiolt  Aet,  1869,  and  Amending 
Act  (Burhiiland  Endowed  School),  Motion 
for  an  Address,  Viscount  Halifax  Juae  23, 
1752 

.    jFree  Education,  Qs.  Sir  R.  Temple,  Mr.  J.  G. 

Talbot  i  As.Mr.  AclaiidjriMM  12, 788  ;  Qs. 

Mr.  Talbot,  Mr.  Snape  ;  As.  Mr.  Acland 

June  19,  1323 
Pimlicu,  Accommodation  in,   Q.   Mr.  J. 

Rowlands;  A.Mr.  Acland  Jvim  8,  633  ; 

Qs.  Mr.  J.  Rowlands,  Sir  B.  Temple  j  As, 

Mr.  Acland  June  13,  902 
Norton  JVational  Sehoeit  Binglejf,  Qs.  Hr. 
Picton ;   As.  Mr.  Acland  June  13,  891 ; 
June  33,  1648 

{eont. 


EDirCATIOy^—oont. 

Boyal   Wedding  Oifti— School  CkOdm't 

SuheoHpticnt.  Qs.  Mr.  Cald^  lii.  k.G. 

Morton  j  Ai.  Mr.  ActUnd  Juns  12,  791 
School  Aeeounte,  Q.  Mr.  lAghy ;  A.  Mr. 

Acland  June  20, 1483 
Teaeheri  Superannuationy  Qs.  Sir  B.  Tenml^ 

Sir  R.  Paget ;  As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Hi. 

Acland  June  8.  616 
Tiohnieal  InHruetion  and    the  CetuiM 

CeuneUi,  Q.  Mr.  BanUn;  A.  Mr.  Adasd 

June  8,  617 
Voluntary  Soho^,  Jfiet       Qa.  Sir  W,  H. 

Dyke,  Mr.  Darling ;  Ab.  Kr.  Acland  AaaM^ 

1470 

\Faltall  Btueeoat  School,  Q.  Hr.  Talbot;  A. 
Mr.  Acland  June  6,  316 


Edneation  FroTisional  Ordar  Contaa- 

tion  (London)  Bill 

I.  Read  2'  June  12,  762 
Reports  from  Com.  of  Selection  June  3^ 
1461 ;  June  33, 1632 

Education  Provisional  Order  Coaflnur 
tion  (London)  (So.  S)  Bill 

I.  Pres.  Earl  of  Kimberley ;  Read  1'  SS, 
1760 

Education  {ScieTice  and  Art  SekoM) 
Copy  pres.  June  9,  739 

Egxpt 

Corv^  Zaiour,  Q.  Mr.  8.  Smith ;  A.  Sir 

QmyJune  15, 1049 
ffaeheeeh,  Sale  if,  Q.  Mr.  S.  Smith ;  A.  Sir  I. 

Grey  June  8,  634 
Irrigaiion—^Propoted  Raiyan  Beurvoir,  Q. 

Mr.  Pierpoint ;  A.  Sir  B.  Grey  Jvu 

1469  . 

PrUoni.  Q.  Mr.  S.  Smith ;  A.  EBr  B.  Qnf 

JtM«8,611 
Bed  Sea  Lijfhthmuet  (see  that  title) 

Bleotiio  Lighting  Proviaional  ;  Oite 

Bills 
(Ho.D 

I.  Read  2-  June  2,  34 

Com.;  Reported  ;  Standing  Com.  /negatiTel 

June  6,  179 
Read  3',  and  passed  June  6.  311 
c.  Lords  Amendl,  agreed  to  June  12,^867 
I.  Returned  from  the  Commons  Jun4  13,  880 


(Ho.  2) 
I.  Royal  Assent  June  9, 606 

(No.  3) 

I,  Bead  2*  June  2,  34 

Com. ;  Beported ;  Standing  Com.  oegatiTed 

June  ("),  179 
Read  3*.  and  passed  June  6,  313 
Boyal  Assent  June  9,SK 
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Meetrie  Lighting  Provitional  Order  BilU — 
OOnt. 

CHo.  4) 

e.  Bead  3°,  Bnd  passed  June  2, 100 
L  Beadl-^uw  6,180 
Read2' Jkm  12,  762 

Com. ;  Beported  ;  Standli^  Com.  Begattred 

JimelS,  »81 
Bead  3-,  and  paaaed  Jwne  19, 1309 

0.  Lords  Amendts.  agreed  to  June  21,  1627  ; 

June  33, 1633 

1.  Com.  to  Com.  of  the  Whole  Honse  Juru  8f 

491 

Com. ;  Reported  ;  StaDding  Com.  negatived 

June  12,  762 
Amendta.  reported  June  13,  882 
Bend  3*,  and  paaeed  June  IS,  1047 
cBeadl-Jieu  16, 1379 
CopT  prei.  June  19, 1439 
Bead  3°  Jum  31. 163S 

aro.6) 

I.  Com.  to  Com.  of  the  Whole  Honae  June  6, 
492 

Com. ;  Reported ;  Standing  Com.  n^tived 

June  12, 762 
Rend  3*,  and  passed  June  13,  882 
Copy  pres.  June  19,  1428 
Bead  3%  and  passed  June  20, 1564 

(No.  7) 
c.  Copy  pres.  June  3,  140 

Bead  2"  June  IS,  980 

B^xnrted  June  SO,  1664 

As  amended,  Con.  June  21, 1628 

Bead  3**,  and  passed  Jujte  22,  1748 
I.  Bead  1-  June  33, 1634 

Electric  Powers  {Protective  Clauses) 

{Joint  Committee') 
e.  Report  from  Selection  (Standing  Committees) 

June  6,  403 
I.  Message  from  the  Commons  Jum  9,  634 

0.  Lords  Uessage  con.  June  9,  695 

1.  Leave  given  to  hear  Witnesses,  &c.;  Printing 

of  Evideace,  &&  June  12,  760 
e.  Leave  given  to  hear  Parties,  &c  June  12, 
867 

Elementary  Edneatioit  (Blind  and  Deaf 
Children)  Bill 

e.  Bead  2'  June  9,  698 
Select  Com.  nominated  June  21, 1638 

Elementary  Ednoation  Frovisiona 
Orders  Confirmation  (Chiswiek,  6kc,) 
BiU 

I.  Bead  3k  and  passed  June  2,  34 
e.  Read  V  June  7,  464 
Beadfi°,7«iw  20,  1664 
/ 

Elen^entary  Edneation  (Eeligioiu  In 

^tmetion)  Bill 
I.  Rfl^rtod  from  Standing  Com.  June  30, 14S9 


Elgin,  Earl  of 
Bducation  (Scotland), 
Address,  475 


Motion    for  an 


Elliot,    Mr.    G.  W.,    ForA,  N.R,, 
Richmond 
Jurors'  Remuneration  Bill,  Com.  1038,  1039 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Nottingham^  Rtuh- 
clife 

India^piom  Pills  for  Children,  626 
Parliament— Balloting  and  Notioe  GMngf 
1078 

Bailw^y  Batea— Select  Committer  Bvidenoe^ 
866 

Vivisection,  645 

ELLIS,  Mr.  T.  E.  (Parliamentary 
Charity  CommissioDer  and  Lord 
of  the  Treasury),  Meriojiethshire 

Charity  Schemes,  777,  1665, 1666 
Endowed  Charities— WUtshire  and  Olonoes- 

teisbire,  783 
Hanr^  Charities— Berksfaize,  3S 

Employer!*  Liability  Bill 

c.  Report  from  Standing  Com.  on  Law,  &c 
June  33,  1748 

Employers'  Liability  \_Payments'\ 
c.  Com.  June  8,  604  ;  June  9,  658 
Res.  reported  June  12, 868 

Employers*  Liability  {Shipping  Interest* 
j^road) 
Return  pres.  June  16, 1279 

Endowed  Schools  Act,  1 869,  and 
Amending  Act  {Barkisla^  En- 
dowed School) 

Motion  for  an  Address  (Visconnt  Halifax) 
June  23, 1752 

English  Channel — Passenger  Traffic 
Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent;  A.  Mr.  Mondella 
JuneSj  184 

EsMONDE,  Sir  T.      Kerry,  W. 

Ireland 

Leitrim  Parliamentary  Begister,  7S0 
Light  Railways,  1480 
Tralee  and  DUigle  Bailway,  769,  1677 
Samoa  Aftaln,  1318 

Essex,  Crime  in  (see  Law  and  Justice 
and  Police) 

Established  Church  (  Wales)  Bill 

Qb.  Mr.  S.  Leighton,  Visconnt  Cranbome,  Mr. 
A.  Oibbe ;  As.  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  Jwne  5 

200 

J^itions  against,  Qs.  Mr.  Bgerttm  AUen, 
Mr.  OrifBth-Boscairen ;  As.  Sir  C.  Dal- 
rymple  June  32,  1666     p  ^^^,1^ 
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American  M«U  Boat*,  1««3 


Etanb,  Mr.  S.  T.,  Glamorgan,  Mid, 
OoTernmant  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.  398- 
Plomben'  Begbtration  Bill.  Com.  60S 

EvEBETT,  Mr.  B.  L.,  Svfolk,  Wood- 
bridge 

i^rlonltoral  Depremion — loqolrjr,  MM 
OoTenunent  of  Ireland  Bill,  638 

Etershed,    Mr.    S.,  Stafford$kire, 
Burton 

Cattle  Disease  and  Imported  Hajr,  llTfi 

Exciat  Spirit  Duties  (Ireland) 
OapT  pn*-  Aw  8, 7S9 

Exhibitions^  Dangerous 

Q.  Mr.  Bartlej ;  A.  Mr.  Aiqaith  June  2,  47 

Farquharson,  Dr.  B.,  Aberdeenshire^ 
W. 

London,  Deptford,  and  Qroenwlch  Tramwajfl 
Bill,  Con.  16S6 

Scotland 
Fioberr  Distrlcto,  894 
Ftaier.  Alexandiv^-Caie  o^  1648 

Fabqubabson,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Dorset^  W, 
Arm;— Men  Plate,  42, 48 

Fellowss,  Hod.  A.  E.,  Hunts^  Ramsey 
Swine  Ferer,  187,  1341;  Bes.  1485, 1492 

Fkrouson,  Mr.  R.  C.  M.,  Letth^  Ac, 
Bleotrlcal  Conunanicatioa  with  Lightnouea, 
1187 

FiROCssoH,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.^  Man- 
ehestert  N.E. 

Disdhareed  Uoldiers,  EmptoTment  of,  1342, 
1343 

ProN  Telegianu,  1317 
Teleidioiie  Companies,  764 

TertUiien  aadFoAding  Stofb  BOl 

e.  Intro.  Mr.  Gardner ;  Bead  1*  June  S,  288 

Feus  and  Leases  {Scotland) — Select 
Committee 

Dischargea  and  Additions  to  Com.  June  6, 
404 

Field,  Admiral       Sustexy  Eastbourne 
Brovndown  Rifl*   Meeting  —  Ammunition, 
lOfiO 

Contraband  Tobacco,  Destruction  of,  896 
Kastbonme  School  Accommodation,  1884 
Oovemment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III., 

Amendt.  224,  280,  S97,  598 
Prison  (Officers'  Sweronnaatlon)  (No.  iO 

Bill,  Com.  694 


EX}  \fat 

13. 

Field,  Mr,  W.,  Dublin,  Si.  PatriekU 
American  Man  Bont^  1481 
C^e  Disease  and  Impcnted  Hl^,  1477 
Cork  and  SUbbereen  Railway,  1481 
Deaf  and  Dnmb,  Bdacation  a,  1469 
Early  Closing  Bill,  2B.  867 
Oalway  and  Clifden  Railway,  766 
Oovemment  <^  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  Ill, 

600,  669,  678 
Jurota*  Bemnneratlon  Bill,  Com.  1089 
Ptenro-Pnenraonia  at  Hoidon,  48 
BaUway  Batea,  Irish,  773 

FioM  in  Li«a  of  ^prisoBmoit  Bill 
r.  2B.  detemd  June  19, 1436 

Fimu  R^;istration  Bill 

e.  2B.;  Bill  withdrawn  June  6,288 
Fisheries 

Lowttoft  and  Ostsnd  Thtv^rs,  Q.  Mr.  H. 
S.  Foster;    A.  Sir  TJ.  Kay-Shottleworth 
June  23, 1777 
Thamet,  Fithing  in,  Q.  Mr.  Lou^ ;  A.  Sir  J. 
T.Hibbert  June  19, 1332 

FiTzGsRALD,  Mr.  B.  U.  P.»  Cambridge 

OoTemment  of  Ireland  BilL  Cmn.  1716 
BoBsaarbeiy  National  Bchooi,  Natioiua  F«de- 
ratioQ  Meeting  in,  194 

Fltnn,  Mr.  J.  C,  Cork,  N. 

American  Hail  Route,  1066, 1664 
Army— Signing  Fetitinis  against  Home  BoSe^ 
208 

Ooremment  erf  Ireland  BUI,  Com.  910 
Ireland 

Board  of  Works  and  the  Kinmle  Com- 

missionerB,  1471 
Boys'  Training  Ships,  1337 
Davidson,  WilUam--Gasa  d,  1186 

Food  Prices  at  Home  and  Abroad  (aee 
Trade  and  Commerce) 

FOBEIOV  AFFAIRS 

Secretaiy  ol  State— Earl  of  Bo&sbebt 
Under  Secretaiy  of  State— Sir  E.  Obbt 

FORWOOD*  Right  Hon.  A.  B.,  Lasf 

cashire,  Ormskirk 
American  Mail  Route,  1066,  1665 
Army  Contracts,  320 
Bombay  Shipping  RegnlationB,  519, 1668 
GoTeroment     Establishments,  Labonnn' 

Wages  in,  790 
Mogador  Consulate,  814 
Navy 

Dockyard  Classiacation,  769, 1463 
Keyham  Coaling  Arrangements,  319 
Bale  of  Vessels.  771 
Postcards— Adhesive  Labels.  774,  775 
Wearer  Navigation  BilL  butraetuiu  to  Con. 
■  637,640  ^  , 
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Foster,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Suffolk^  Lowestoft 

Choleim  Pneaationt,  S38,  884,  82B,  1073, 
1196 

Government  of  Ireland  BHl,  Com^  CI.  III. 

864,866;  a. /F.  921, 1112 
Loweitoft  Fiitaerifli  anid  Ottend  Trawlers, 

1777 


FOSTER,  Sib  B.  W.  (Seeretery,  Local 
GoTemment  Board),  Derhjft  Huston 
Taoeinatkn.  Death  from  at  Uttosetar,  819 

FOWLER,  Right  Hon.  H.  H.  (Presi- 
dentof  thelAwal  Government  Board), 
WolverhamptoHt 

BakehoQses,  Undergnmnd,  1068 
Cholera  Piecantiooa,  ^5,  1073,  1074,  1195. 
1479 

Harrow  Isolation  Hospital,  615 

Infectioas    Diseases,   Sanitary  Precautions 

against,  896 
Kensington  Infirmary,  Visits  to,  1820 
Lambeth,  Heavy  Rates  in,  1668 
Landlords,  Rate  Payments  by,  181 
Lewisham  Fever  Hospital,  198 
Local  Government  Provisional  Order  (No.  17) 

Bill,  2R.  496,  600,  501,  60S,  603  ;  3B.  1636, 

1641 

London  (EquaUsation  of  Rates)  BUI,  207 
Metropolis — Infectioas   Diseases  Hospitals, 

507,  794.  796,  1335,  1669 
Outdoor  Relief  (Friendly  Societies)  Bill,  Com. 

1040 

Smoke  Nuisance  (Metropolis)  Bill,  828 
Urban  Districts,  Division  of,  899 
Women  Magistrates,  191, 192 

Fbanck 

BeKriny  Sea  jlrhitratUm  {tet  that  title) 

Bread,  Prioe  of^  Q.  Colond  H.  Vincent ;  A. 
Sir  E.  arey  June  19, 1811 

Britith  Enibauy  in,  Pari* — Alleged  Tkefi  of 
BoeumetUi,  Notice  of  Q.  Mr.  Laboachere 
Jvne  22, 1681 ;  Q.,Obs.  Barl  Cadogan,Earl 
of  Boaebery  June  23,  1760;  Qs.  Mr. 
Laboachere,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  Aa.  Sir  E. 
Qrey  June  38, 1781 

Cypnu  THhute  («w  Uiat  title) 

Jfcrtt,  Dr.,  EHraditifw  of,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Red- 
mond ;  A.  Sir  B.  Grey  June  23, 1780 

Import  Duties,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Heaton  ;  A.  Sir  E. 
Grey  June  13,  887 

Siam^  Franeo-Siameie  Quettion,  Qs.  Sir  -B. 
Temple,  Mr.  G^  Bowles  ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey 
June  13,  787  ;  Qs.,  Obs.  Lord  Lamington, 
Earl  of  Rosebery  June  16,  1013 ;  Q.  Sir 
E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  A.  Sir  R.  Orey 
JMne  19, 1360 

FBXZUAN-ltiTroRD,  Mr.  A.  B.,  fVarmck, 
Stratford 

Bidford  Telegraphic  Facilities,  1779 
Local  GJovernment  Provisional  Order  (No.  17} 
Bill,  2B.  497,  601 


FriMidl7  SodetiM  Aot  (1876)  AiMad- 
ment  BUI 

e.  Intio.  Mr.  HoWeU  i  Bead  V  Jime  2, 101 
Bead  8*  June  7,  4M 
Con.  in  Com.  ;  Beported  */im«  9,  698 
As  amended,  Con.  ;   Bead  8*,  and 
J»ji«lS,668 

I.  Bead  !•  June  IS,  888 


Friemdljf  SoeU^t  Return* 

Q.  Mr.  BiU ;  A.  ^  J.  T.  Hibbext  Jnm  19, 
1839 


Frt,  Mr.  T.,  Darlington 

Unstamped  and-  ImofBdeiitlj-Paid  Letten^ 

886 


Fkte,  Mr.  F.  C,  Kennnffton^  iV. 
LewiihaB  Fever  Qoapital,  198 

FDLUU^Mr.G.P^  mitt,  Wetibmrif 
Endowed  Charitiea  hi  WUtshite,  768 

Galloway,  Earl  of 
Edacation    (Scotland),    Motion    for  an 
Addieis,  488, 484 

GARDNER,  Bight  Hon.  H.  (President 
of  the  Board  of  Agrieultnre),  £»»ex. 
Saffron  Walden 

Agricultural  Depression,  Select  Com.  904,  981 
Agricultural  Holdings  (Amendment  of  Iaw), 

Res.  723,  727,  730 
Canadian  Beef  in  Scotland,  191 
Canadian  Cattle,  Examination  of,  49,  50, 191, 

513,  1477 

Cattle  Disease  and  Imported  Hay,  1476 
Fertilisers  and  Feeding  Stufls  Bill,  Intro.  388 
Hampshire  Friendly  Society,  316 
ImpiDTement  of  Land  (Scotland)  Bill,  Intro. 

388  ;  3U.  979  ;  Com.  1432, 1423 
Pleiiro>Pneamonia  at  Hendon,  48,  638 
Swine  Ferer,  187,  184S  ;  Rei.  1489,  1493 

Gai  Orders  Confirmation  (Bromyard, 
fto.)  BiU 

I.  Com.  to  Com.  of  the  Whole  Hoase  June  8, 
492 

Com.;  Standing  Com.  negatired  June  19, 
1809 

Reported  JitM  20, 14B9 
Be«l  3>,  and  paswd  Juw  83, 1688 
e.  Read  1*  Jwm  38,  1838 

Oat  Ordan  Confirmation  (Hewent  ftc  ) 
BiU 

I,  Com.  to  Com.  of  the  Whole  House  June  8, 
492 

Com. ;  Standing  Com.  negatived  Jwu  20, 
1469 

Amendts.  reputed  Jmte  23, 1688 


Oer]  {  I  N  D 

Vol. 

Gbbuant 

HUctiiMu,  Q.  Mr.  Caine ;   A.  Sir  B.  Qrey 

Jvw  19,  1336 
Trade  Merit  Bill,  Q.  Ur.  8taart>Wortle7  i 

A.  Sir  B.  Qwj  JuM  S,  306 

GiBBs,  Mr.  A.  6.  H.,  London 
Ciutonu  Hoaae  and  Bamplei  Po6t»  106S 
£«t»bU«hed  Chaich  (WaUi)  Bill,  201 

OXBBS,  Mr.  v.,  fferts^  St.  Albans 
doTemmeDt  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  IV. 
93S,  940,  W7,  997,  1006,  1000,  1010,  1858. 
1646 

Gibraltar  Docks 
Bm.  (^noant  Sfdmmth)  June  8, 486 

GLADSTONE,  Right   Hon.  W.  E. 

(First      Lord    of     the  Treasury 

aod  Lord  Privy  Seal),  Edinburgh^ 

Midlothian 
Agricultural  Depresslou— laquirr,  656,  904, 

1074, 1076»  1076 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act,  640 
America — United  States,  Treaty  of  Arbitra* 

tion  vrith,  Res.  1249,  1264,  1260 
Behring  Sea  Fisheries  Dispute — Legislation, 

333 

Church  of  Scotland  Bill,  1197 

GoTernment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 
68.  71,  75,  241,  242,  243,  246,  265,  271,  273, 
278.284,343,844,370,  424,  451,  458,  546, 
648,  649,  563,  558,  563,  570,  571,  586,  660, 
802,  803,  806,  614,  823,  824,  82S,  827,  828, 
848,  858,  915,  916,  920  ;  a.  IV.  927,  941, 
945,  949,  972,  975,  989,  996,  996,  999.  1006, 
1007,  1019,  1020,  1027,  1030,  1037,  1210, 
1400,  1402,  1404,  1408,  1630,  1622,  1523, 
1557,  1562,  1591,  1599,  1622,  1731,  1741, 
1742, 1744,  1792, 1802,  1806, 1806 
Amended  Clauses,  Printing  of,  1078 
Financial  Clauses.  Qs.  202,900, 901, 1197, 
1352 }  Statement,  1681,   1683,  1684, 
1686 

Members  of  the  Executive  and  X<^>* 
lative  Councils — ^Title  of  "  Honour* 
able,"  1352 
Police  Recorils,  202 
Poet  Office  £xpendituze,  1349 
Progress  &:c.     the  Bill,  636,  S37,  638. 

S39, 1349 
Ships,  Control  of,  61 
£20  Franchise,  1783 
H.M.S.  «  Victoria,"  Loss  of,  1788 
Indian  Ciril  Service  Bjcaminationa,  204,  685, 

536, 1077 
Indian  Home  Charges,  1196 
Mines  (Eight  Hoara)  Bill,  657 

Parliament 

Business  of  the  House,  200.  201. 1349 

Continnoas  Session,  656 

Peerages— Sir  H.  Vivian's— Voting  In  the 

House,  832,  833 
Privilege— Mr.  J.  Chamberlain— "iJaay 

jVWt-f"  nnd  the  Oorenunent  of  Ireland 

Bill,  219 
Twelve  o'clock  Bole,  541 

leont. 
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Qljldbtoxe,  Bight  Hon.  W.  B.— 

Boval  Standard— Irish  Haip  and  tiie  Thxee 

Crowns,  639,  794 
Boyal  Wedding 
NaUonal  Holiday,  665,  793,  906,  IIM, 
1484,  1679 

Representation  oi  the  Hoose  of  CMnmoDa 
at,  1077,  1S51 
Seal  Fishery  (Korth  Pacific)  BiU,  1197 
Uganda— Sir  O.  Portal,  61,  62 
^K^ing  Men's  Dwellhigs  Bill,  639,  906 

GoLDSuiD,  Sir  J.,  St.  Panerat,  S, 
Conv^ance  of  Mails  Bill,  Com.  1421 
Improvement  of  Land  (Sootland)  BiU,  SB. 
1274 


GoBST,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  E.,  Cambridge 
University 
Agricultural  Labour  Market,  1648 
Oovemment    EstabUahments,  LabooreiB^ 

Wages  in,  626,  627 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  Ct,  III. 

677,  679,  661,  826  j  CI.  IV.  1222,  1377 
Hillbank  Prison  Site,  778 

GoscHEN,RightHon.G.J.,  St.George'ti 
Hanover  Square 

Employers'  Liability  [PaymentG],  Com.  658 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  HI. 
87, 88, 893,394, 441, 461. 462,577, 678.679, 
683. 684,  686.  687,  689, 804. 806,  807,  808, 
809.  8 1 3, 814 , 828,  n&;Cl.TV.  1225, 1 226, 
1560.  1562,  1619,  1688,  1690,  1706, 1796, 
1796,  1797, 1825,  1826, 1627 
Financial  Clauses,  Qs.  1077,  1197,  166S, 
1685 

H.M.S.  "  Victoria,"  1786 
Hospital  Accommodation  in  the  Hetnpoli^ 
794,  796 

Gothenburg  System 
Q.  MqoT  Darwin ;  A.  Sir  E.  Gr^  Jtaie  % 
46 

GouRLXT,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 
H.M.S.  "Bonaventmre,*'  Cost  1651 

Government  Contracts 
Foreign  Firms — Admiralty   Contra^,  Qs. 

Colonel  H.  Vincent,  Mr.  J.  Lowther,  Mr. 

Munte,  Mr.  Jacks  ;  As.  Sir  U.  Eay-8biittle< 

worth  June  22,  1662 
Stationery  Office  and  Suflitk  Inventi0ns,  Q. 

Sir F.Milner;  ASirJ.T.HibbertJiuMS, 

6SS 


Government  JSsiablishmenttt  Labourers' 
Wages  in  (see  Labour  DepariwieiU) 

Government  Offices^  Female  m 
Q.  Mr.  LaboQcheie;  A.  Sir  W.  Batoovt 

June  16, 1194 
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Qoremmmt  of  Ireland  Bill 

•0.  Con.  in  Com. 

Cl&nse  III.  (Exceptions  from  Powers 
of  Irish  Legislature) 

iTwelJik  Mffht)  June  2,  54  ;  Amendt.  (Mr. 
Byrne),  64  ;  Division,  77 ;  Amendt.  (Colonel 
Lockwood),  77;  Division,  91  j  Amendt. 
<li:r.  Brodrick),  91 ;  ZMvision,  97 ;  Amendt. 
<Hr.  Terburgh)  ruled  oat  of  Order,  97; 
B.P. 

f^Thirteenth  NigM)  Jane  5,  224  ;  Amendt. 
(Admiral  Field),  225 ;  Division,  230 ; 
Amendt.  (Mr,  H.  Hobhouse)  ruled  out 
of  Order,  230 ;  Amemlt.  (Mr.  H,  Hob- 
houfle),  232  ;  Amendt.  negatived,  236 ; 
AjBeudL  (Sir  H.  James),  238;  Amendt. 
withdrawTi,  239;  Amendt.  (Sir  H.  Jamea) 
agreed  to,  239 ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  Tomlinson), 
240  ;  Division,  249  ;  Amendts.  (Mr.  Byrne) 
ruled  out  of  Order,  249 ;  Amendt.  (Mr. 
Yerburgh),  249 ;  Diviaion,  258  ;  Amendt. 
(Mr.  Bartiey),  2.>8 ;  Negatived,  260; 
Amendt  (Mr.  G.  Balfour).  260  ;  Worda  in- 
serted, 273  ;  Division,  28f! ;  R.P. 

(^Fimrteenth  Sigkf)  June  6,  334  ;  Amendt. 
(Mr.  Butcher),  337  ;  Diviaion,  354  ; 
Amendt.  (Sir  H.  James),  .355  ;  Division, 
a^l  ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  Ktuart-Wortley),  362  ; 
Division,  365 ;  Amendt.  ( Mr.  Stnart- 
Wortley),  .'165  ;  Negatived  ;  Amendt.  (Mr. 
D.  Barton),  371  ;  Diviaion,  398  ;  Amendt. 
<Mr.  Carson),  398  ;  Diviaion,  400  ;  Amendt. 
(Mr.  Brodrick),  400  ;  B.P. 

^M/teentJi  JVighf)  Jutic  7,  405 ;  Debate  re- 
sumed on  Mr.  Bro<lrick'8  Amendt.  ;  With- 
drawn ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  J.  Morley),  407 ; 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to,  425  ;  Amendt. 
(Mr.  Sexton),  426 ;  Agreetl  to ;  Amendt. 
(Mr.  G.  Lawson),  437 ;  Division,  444 ; 
Amendt.  (Mr.  Courtney),  444  ;  Motion  that 
the  Question  be  put  (Mr.  J.  Morley); 
Question  put,  and  i^reed  to  ;  R.P.  463 

(Sixteenth.  Ji"ght^  June  8,  541  ;  Amendt. 
(Mr.  Bartiey),  541  ;  Division,  563  ; 
Amendt.  (Mr.  Bouaficld),  567  ;  Withdrawn, 
672 ;  Amendt.  (Sir  K.  Temple),  572  ; 
Withdrawn ;  Amendt.  (Sir  T.  Lea),  574 ; 
Division,  563 ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  Macutney), 
584;  Withdrawn;  Amendts.  (Mr.  T.  H. 
Bolton's  and  Sir  F.  S.  Powell's)  ruled  out 
of  Order,  585 ;  Amendt.  (Commander 
Bethell),  587 ;  Negatived,  689  ;  Ainendt. 
(Mr.  Bartiey),  589;  Withdrawn,  597; 
Amendt.  (Mr.  J.  Morley),  597  ;  Withdrawn, 
598  ;  Amendt.  (Admiral  Field)  ;  With- 
drawn, 598  ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  Wbiteley),  598  ; 
R.P. 

iSetenteenth  Xight)  June  9,  659;  Debate 
resumed  on  Mr.  Whiteley's  Amendt ; 
Amccndt.  to  the  Amendt  (Colonel  Bridge- 
man),  668 ;  Amendt.  to  Amendt.  with- 
drawn, 669  ;  Division  on  Mr.  Whiteley's 
Amendt.  678  ;  Amendt.  (Sir  J.  Lubbock), 
678  ;  Withdrawn,  692 ;  Motion  that 
Claute  III.  stand  part  o(  the  Bill  (Dr. 
Mac^gor),  and  Motion  refused,  692  ;  R.P. 

(^Eighteeatk  JVigfU)  June  12,  797  ;  Amendt. 
(Sir  J.  Lubbock),  Division,  821  ;  Amendt. 

.VOL.  XIII.  [foukth  sbkibs.]  loont. 


ffoverniMHt  of  Ireland  BUI — cont. 

(Mr.  Webster)  agreed  to,  824 ;  Amendt. 
(Mr.  Bartiey)  agreed  to,  824 ;  Amendt, 
(Mr.  P.  Smith),  824;  Division,  830; 
Amendts.  (Mr.  Bartiey),  831  ;  Withdrawn, 
833,  838 ;  Amendt  (Mr.  Bonsfield),  841 ; 
Negatived,  843 ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  Bousfield) 
negatived,  844  ;  Amendt.  (Sir  F.  S.  Powell), 
844;  Division  860;  Amendt.  (Mr.  G. 
Balfour),  860 ;  Division,  864 ;  Amendt. 
(Mr.  H.  Foster),  Division,  866  ;  R.P. 

{Nineteenth  Night)  June  13,  908  ;  Amendt. 
(Viscount  Wolmer)  negatived,  915 ;. 
Amendt.  (Mr.  J.  Morley),  915  ;  Amendt 
to  the  said  Amendt.  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone), 
Amentlt.,  as  amendetl,  agreed  to,  916 ; 
Amendt.  (Mr.  G.Balfour)  withdrawn, 916 ; 
Amendt.  (Mr.  G.  Balfour),  920  ;  put,  and 
agreed  to;  Question,  that  Clauie  III.,aa 
amended,  stand  part  oL  the  Bill,  put,  and 
agreed  to,  921 

Clause  rV".  {Restrictions  on  Powers  of 
Irish  Legislature) 

Amendts.  ruled  out  of  Order,  921,  922; 
Amendt.  (Mr.  H.  Foster),  921  ;  Diviaion 
922;  Amendt  (Mr.  Bartiey),  923  ;  Nega- 
tived, 930;  Amendt  (Mr.  Butcher),  930  ; 
Withdrawn,  936  ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four), 938 ;  Agreed  to,  941  j  Amendt 
(Sir  H.  Jamra),  941;  Division,  949; 
Amendt.  (Sir  H.  Jamea),  949  ;  Agreed  to, 
950 ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  Griffith-Boscawen), 
950;  Division,  970 ;  Amendt  (Mr.  Rentool), 
970 ;  Division,  976 ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  J. 
Morley),  977  ;  Agreed  to,  979  ;  R.P. 

{TweiUieth  Night)  Jj"to  1*.  9S1  ;  Amendt 
(Mr.  Cochrane)  withdrawn,  996  ;  Amendts. 
ruled  out  of  Order,  996 ;  Amendt  (Mr. 
V.  Gibbs),  997  ;  Negativetl,  1010;  Amendt. 
(Mr.  Brodrick)  roled  out  of  Onlex.lOlO; 
Amendt  (Mr.  G.  Balfour),  1010 ;  Division, 
1022;  Amendt.  (Mr.  G.  Balfour),  1022; 
Division,  1029;  Amendt.  (Mr.  Darling), 
1029  ;  N^tived,  1038  ;  R.P. 

{Twenty-Jirit  Nighf)  June  16,1079  ;  Amendt 
(Sir  T.  Lea)  negatived,  1082 ;  Amendt. 
(Mr.  Bartiey),  1082 ;  Division,  1093  ; 
Amendt.  (Mr.  Mowbray),  1094  ;  Diviaion, 
1113;  Amendt  (Mr.  Soton-Karr),  1113; 
K^atived^  1119;  Amendt.  (Major  Darwin), 
1119  ;  Withdrawn,  1126  ;  Amendt  QSx.  O. 
Wyndham),  1125  j  Division,  1153  ;  B.P. 

(_Tu}etU^-Mec0ttd  Night)  June  16,  1198; 
Amendts.  ruled  outof  Order;  Amendt  (Mr. 
G.  Balfour),  1198;  Withdrawn,  1213  j 
Amendt.  (Sir  0.  Rusaell),  1213;  Amendt, 
to  the  Amendt,  (Mr.  Sexton);  Divisions, 
1213,  1218  ;  Amendt  (Major  Darwin), 
1218  ;  Division,  1226  ;  Amendt  (Mr.  H. 
Plunkett),  1226  ;  Division,  1239  ;  R.P. 

{Twenty-third  Night)  June  19,  1353 ; 
Amendt.  (Mr.  Bolton),  135.1 ;  Division, 
1362  ;  Amendt  (Mr.  H.  Hobhouse).  1362  ; 
Diviaion,  1377  ;  Amendt  (Viscount 
Wolmer)  ruled  out  of  Order,  1377; 
Amendt.  (Mr.  Carson),  1378 ;  Division, 
1386  ;  Amendt.  (Mr,  :^nbury)  ruled  out 
of  Order,  1386;  Amendt.  (Mr.  Rentoul), 
1386;  Diviaion,  1^10,^J^P^(^ 
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(Twenty-fourth  A'iffkt)  June  20.  1602 ; 
Ameiidt.  (Viscount  Wolmer) ;  DiTision, 
1524;  Amendt.  (Visconnt  Wolmer),  1525; 
Amendt,  to  the  eaid  Amendt.  (Mr.  Ratb- 
bone),  1630;  Put,  and  agreed  to,  1564; 
Divi^on,  1564;  Amendts.  ruled  out  of 
Order,  1SS4 ;  Ameudt.  (Mr.  Biodric^), 
166i ;  DiTiBdon,  1563  ;  R.F. 

(TiDenty-ffthNi^ht)  June  21, Ain«idt 
(Mfliquess  of  Carmarthen)  ruled  out  of 
Order ;  other  Amendts.  ruled  out  of  Order, 
1S65,  1566  ;  Amendt.  (Hr.  P.  Smith),  1566; 
Negatived,  1679  ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  Plunket), 
1680  ;  DiviBlon,  162S  ;  Amendt.  (Ur.  Ren- 
toul),  1626  ;  Division,  1627  ;  R.P. 

iSheenty-nxth  Nighi')  June  22,  1686 ; 
Amendt.  (Mr.  Wolff),  1686 ;  Division, 
1691  ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  TomliDson),  1691  ; 
Withdrawn,  1696  ;  Amendt.  (Mr.Bartle^. 
1697  ;  Withdrawn,  1699  ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  H. 
Plnnkett),  1699  ;  Division,  1707  ;  Ameodt. 
(Mr.  P.  Smith).  1707  ;  Withdrawn,  1710  ; 
Amendt.  (Mr.  Butcher),  1710,  not  moved  ; 
Amendt.  (Sir  C.  Russell),  1711 ;  Agreed  to, 
1712;  Amendt.  (Mr.  Carson),  1712  ;  With- 
drawn, 1717;  Amendt.  (Mr.  Cochrane), 
1717  J  DivUion,  1738  ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  Coch- 
mne),  1738 ;  Division,  1746 ;  Amendt. 
(Mr.  Bentonl)  ruled  out  of  Cider,  1746 ; 
B.P. 

(Ikoenty'texenth  Xigkt)  June  23,  1787; 
Amendt,  (Mr.  P.  Smith),  1787;  Division, 
1794;  Amendt.  (Mr.  Bartley),  1794;  Kega- 
tived,  1797  ;  Amendts.  ruled  out  of  Order, 
1797 ;  Amendt.  (Viscount  Cranbome), 
1798  ;  Negatived,  1799  ;  Amendts.  ruled 
out  of  Order,  1799  ;  Question,  that  Clause 
IV.  stand  part  of  the  Bill ;  Motion  to  omit 
Clavie  IT.  (Mr.  B.  Wallace),  1818;  the 
Qnestion,  that  Clause  IV.  stand  part  of  the 
Bill,  put,  and  agreed  to,  1827 ;  B.P. 


Gotfemment  of  Ireland  Bill 

Qs.  Hr.  C.  Williams,  Mr.  Macfarlane,  Mr. 
Bartley,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell.  Mr.  Sexton, 
Hr.  Everett ;  As.  Hr.  W.  B.  Oladttone, 
Mr.  Speaker  June  8,  638 

AviMtded  Clauses,  Printing  qf,  Q.  Mr. 
Bartley;  A.  Mr.  Harjoribanks  Jt(n«I3,980  ; 
Q.  Mr.  Bartley  ;  A.  Ur.  W.  S.  Qladstone 
Jvme  16,  1078 ;  Q.  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ; 
A.  Ml.  Speaker  Jwte  16, 1197 

S%itameial  Claueee,  Qg.  Hr.  Brodriefc.  Mr. 

BarUey ;  As.  Ur.  W.  E.  Gladstone /wm  13, 

900 ;  Qs.  Mr.  Goecben,  Ur.  Brodrick  ;  As. 

Sir  W.  Harcourt  June  16, 1077  ;  Q.  Mr. 

Goachen ;   A.  Mr.  W.    E.  Gladstone 

Jwne  16,  U97;  Q.  Mr.BarUey;  A.  Mr. 

W.  E.  Gladstone  June  19,  1362 
Statement,  Mr.  W.  B.  Gladstone  Jwu  22, 

1681;  Qa.  Ur.  A.  J.   Balfour,  Hr. 

GoBchen,  Hr.  8ezt<m,  Ur.  J.  B.  Bed- 

mond ;  As.  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Mr. 

Speaker  June  22.  1683 
Financml  Proposals,  Q.  Mr,  J.  Chamberlain ; 

A.  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  June  5,  202 
Irith  Police  Beoords,  Q.  Mr.  Axnold-Forster ; 
A.  Ur.  W.  E.  Gladstone  Jims  6, 808 
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QovemmffKt  <if  Ireland  SUl — cont. 

Irish  Ships,  Control  of,  Q.  Mr.  Wdfl ;  JlIe. 

W.  E.  Gladstone  June  2,  51 
Members  of  the  Executive  and  ZMuUttt 

Conneils—ntle  of  «  JTwonraW^*  Q.  Ml 

Theobald  ;  A.  Mr.  W.  E.  GladitODe  Am  Vt, 

1352 

Petitions^  SianSnf  tf,  in  the  Army^  Q.  Kl 
Flynn;   A.   Hr.  Campbell  -  BannrwsD 

June  5,  208 
Post  Office  Expenditure,  Q.  Mr.  J.  Caiamba. 
lain;  A.  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstooe  Jmt  U, 
1348 

Privilege— Mr,  J.  Chamberlain  onJ  "fl* 

Daily  News"  June  6,  211 
Returns,  Circulation  of ,  to  MmniertJ^lb. 

J.  Chamberlain ;   A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hllitat 

June  19,  1339 
£20  Franehite,  Q.  Mr.  Baonders ;  A.  Ml-T. 

B,  Gladstone  June  28, 1783 

Government  of  Ireland  [Pt^yiMiitf] 

e.  Com.  deferred  June  22, 1747 

Graham,.  Mr.  H.  R.,  St.  Pancra*^  If. 
Prison  Clerks  and  Stotekeepen,  1778 

Greenwich  Age  Pensions  (see  Nm^) 

Greenwich    Hospital    and  Trwieti 
Foundation 
^per  pres.  June  16, 1280 

6BET,  Sir  E.  (Under  Secretary  of  Stite 
for  Foreign  Affairs),  Norfkmsitf 
land,  Berwich 
Africa 

Angoni  Race— Slavery,  608 

Mombasa  Railway  SniTey,  SIS 

Uganda,  207,  1666 
Armenia 

Angora  Trials,  1322,  167S 

Catholicos  Ehrimian,    Detention  d, 
Jerusalem,  208 
Bebriug  Sea  Fisheries  Dispat^  S89, 834 
Obinese   Govemment,   Or.  Craig's 

against,  606 
Cholera  Abroad,  328 
Colonial  Import  Duties,  888 
Constantinople  and  Smyrna   Beamen's  B» 

pitals,  6U 

^rv6e  Labour,  1049 

Hasheesh,  Sale  of,  634 

Irription— Fn^Gsed  Baiyau  BMCnft 

Prisons,  511 
France 

British  Embassy  in— Alleged  Tbaft  « 
Documents,  1781 

Franco-Siamese     QoestioQ,     787,  Im 
1361 

HertE,  Dr.  1780 

Price  of  Bread,  1812 
Germany 

Elections,  1336 

Trade  Marks.  206 
Gothenburg  8yBtan(46  , 
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Sbbt,  Sir  B.— fffrttf. 

North  FaciAo— Seat  Fishery,  889 

Samoan  AfCairs,  1314 

Seal  Fishery  (North  Fadflo)  BUL  SB-  1410. 

1416,  1416,  1420 
Teheran  and  the  Caspian  Railway,  Oommuoi- 

eation  between,  889 

Gbihthorpe,  Lord 
Places  of  Worship  (Sites)  BiU,  Com.  1429, 
14S0,  1438,  1439.  1440.  1441,  1445,  1464, 
1466,1467 

GuMTBB,  Colonel    R.,   Vork,  W'.B., 
BarkMtone  Ash 
Cattle  Disease  and  Imported  Hay,  1475 

Habitual     Inebriatet  —  CtmmiUee^M 
Becommendatioju 
Q.  Mr.  Knowles ;  A.  Mr.  Aaqnith  Juiu  19, 
1347 

Haldane,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Haddington 
Goremment  of  Ireland  BllL  Com..  CI,  III. 
411 1  CI.  IV.  1612, 1616 

Halifax,  Yiacoiint 
Bndowed  School  Act,  1869,  and  Amending 
Acts  (Barkisland  Bndowed  School),  Bes. 
1762,  1759  " 

Halsburt,  Lord 
Coanty    Magistrates  —  Appointment!  and 

Politics,  Res.  176 
Places  of  Worship  (Sites)  Bill,  Com.  1429, 

1432,  1443,  1446,  1446,  1447,  1448,  1466, 

X4S7 

Hamburg,  Cholera  at 

Hahilton,  Lord  F.,  Tyrone^  N. 
Sacred  Music  on  Sonday  Bill,  2E.  1426 

Hamilton,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  Mid- 
dle$ezj  Mating 

Government  of  Ireland  BiU,  Com.,  CI.  III. 
229 

H.M.S.  «  Vietoria,"  Loss  of.  1784 
New  BatUeships,  767 

Hampshire  Friendly  Society 

Q.  Mr.  Jeffn^;  A.  Mr.  Gardner  Jtms  6, 
816 

Hahbubt,  Mr.  E.  W.,  iVefton 
Army 

Sdacation  of  Soldiere,  1847 
Hospital  Stoppages,  S8,  646 
Pension  Papers— Pawning,  1189 
Army  Bstimates,  1480, 1680 
CiTil  Servloe— Second  DlTiiion  Clerks,  664 
GoTomment  of  Iteknd  Bill,  Com..  CL  III 


Hanbubt,  Mr.  R.  W.—ctmt. 

Improvement  of  Land  (Scotland)  Bill,  SB 

979 

India — Officers'  Travelling  Allowances^  1660 
Iristi  Fisheries— Inquiry,  1678,  1679 
Millbank  Prison  Site,  778 
Navy 

H.M.S. Bnnaventnre"  Cost  of,  1660 
H.H.S."i/dMl,"  888 
Sale  of  Vessels,  Tenders  for,  771, 1052 
Public  Works  Loans  Bill,  2B.  601 
Railway  Bates  Select  Com.— -BTidence,  Cir- 
culation of,  884 

HARCOURT,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  G. 
V.  (Cliancellor  of  the  Exchequer), 
Derby 

Agricultoral  Depression  Inqniiy,  1076,  1076 
Agricaltural  Holdings  (Amendment  of  Iaw), 

Bes.  734,  7.^5,  736,  737 
America— United  States— Treaty  (tf  Arbiti»> 

tion,  Bes.  1272 
(Solera  Precantions— Imperial  Contrlbatloii^ 

324  , 
Ciietom  Honse  and  Samples  Post,  1067 
Custom  Honse  Employit^  1318 
Customs  Begalations  of  Yachts,  644 
Cyprus  Tribute,  881. 1336 
Deptford    Victualling    Tard  —  Suicide  of 

Edward  Pluck,  903 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  Ill, 
83,  86,  89,  94,  95,  229,  866,867,  868,  869, 
370,  682,  684,  685, 686, 692. 807,  808, 811, 
812 

Financial  Claasee,  1077 
Qoremmeiit  Offices — Female  Typista,  1194 
Greenwich  Age  Pension^  326, 778, 1070,  1194, 

1347 

Improvement  of  Land  (Scotland)  Bill,  SB. 

1274 
Income  Tax 

Commissioners,  1644 

Dividends  on  Foreign  Securities,  779 

Provident  Societies,  782 

Rebates,  837,  649 
Indian  Currency  Committee,  614,  664,  906) 

1069, 1678 

Ireland — Dublin  Junction  Railway  Company 

and  Irish  Mails,  1185 
Lighthouses,  Bleotrical  Communication  with, 

1188 

MiUbank  Prison  Site,  778,  897,  898,  899 
Scotland 

Gla^w— Bill  Stamping  Offloe,  1064 
Preston  Grang«^  Colliery  and  Firebrick 
Works,  East  Lothian,  823 
Sexton,  Mr.— Reported  Retignatioa;,  797 
Straits  Settlements  Military  OoatxihntlMH, 
1648 

Suez  Canal  Shares,  1348 
Swine  Fever,  Res.  1496, 1498, 1600 
Teachers'  Saperannnation,  616, 617 
Vaccination  and  the  Board    Customs,  817, 818 

Habdib,  Mr.  J.Kbib,  West  Ham,  5. 
Deptford  Victualling  Yard-Suiddeof  Bdwaid 

Pluck.  &C.  892,  893, 903,  907 
East  Nottingham  Election,  329, 880 
Government  Dqwrtment^  Labonnrtf  Wages 

in,  894 

Liberator  Society  Frauds,  I780-*  i 
Walker,  Joseph,  CasOqJ^zSSfy  V^OOglC 

4M2 


Ear] 

Habland,  Sir  E.  J.,  Bel/tut^  N. 

Belfast  Disturbances,  781 
GoTenunent  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 
834 

Harrington,  Mr,  T.,  Dublin^  Harbour 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  €1.  IV. 
930,  941,  956,  957,  963,  1372,  1376,  1638, 
1614 

.  *'Mnrpbyv.  Hughes,"  1677 
Boyal  IriBh  Constabulaiy  Frace  Fund,  1844 

Marrow  Isolation  Hospital 
Q.  Mr.   Little;  A.   Mr.    H.  H.  Fowler 
June  B,  615 

JHattbr,  Sir  A.  D.,  WaUall 
Soldiere'  Hospital  Stoppages,  38 

Healt,  Mr.  M.,  Cork 

InnishannoD  Poor  Law  Election,  1466 
Malta— Shooting  of  P.  Bar^,  1472 
Post  Office  Savings  Banks,  Irish,  1483 

Hbalt,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Louth,  N. 

Appeals  (Formil  PaaperiB)  Bill,  2B.  1421 
British  Embassy  in  Paris-^All^^  Theft  of 

Documents,  1781 
CoDTeyance  of  Mails  Bill,  Com.  1431 
•*  2)a«y  Nem  "  and  Mr.  Chamberlain — Ques- 
tion of  Privilege,  215 
Bast  Nottingham  Election,  330 
Fines  in  Lieu  of  Imprisonment  Bill,  2R. 
1426 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 

79,  88,  91,  92,  94,  233,  235,  236,  237,  238, 

839,  284,  407,  408.  412,  590,  695,  696,698; 

CI.  IV.  964,  965,  977,  978,  979,  1031,  1033, 

1649, 1620,  1747 
Improvement  of  Land  (Scotland)  Bill,  Com. 

1423 
Ireland 

Boycotting  in  Sligo,  631 

Clare    Island,    State    of,  36  ;  PertoDal 
Exptanation,  Hr.  Jackson,  209,  210 

Dublin  Charitable  Funds,  20S 

Lights  Board,  1326,  1328 

Magistracy— Mr.  Beresford,  R.M.  39 

National  Flags,  49,  189,  529,  541 

Police  Equipment,  205 

Policemen's  Beards,  39 

Registration  Act,  1336 

Royal  Irish  Constabuluy  Force  Fund,  39 

Statute  Law.  Revision  (No.  1)  BilL  Com. 
99,100  ' 

Swine  Fever,  Res.  1486 

Hbaion,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Ca^erhury 
American  Mail  Route,  1664 
Colonial  Import  Duties,  887 
Express  Letter  Deliveries,  1314 
Liverpool  Postal  Grievance,  766 
Members'  Letters,  Franking,  1192 
Money  Orders — Mandat-Carte  System,  763 
Ocean  Pemiy  Postage,  887 
Port  Bleotric  System  o(  TiansportatioD, 

Be-^lreotad  Postal  Matter,  1849, 1778 
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HeUton,  Alleged  Outrage  at 
Q.  Mr.  W.  Redmond  ;  A.  Hr.  Aaquith/tHulS, 
1057 ;      Mr.  W.  Bedmoad,  Mr.  Theobald, 
Mr.  Bmi^-Bwry ;  Aa.  Hr.  Asqultih  Jwm  11, 

1337 

Heneage,  '  Right    Hon.    E.,  Grmt 
Grimsby 
Cholera  Abroad,  328 
Cholera  Precautions.  323,324 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  G.  JT. 

948,  949,  978, 1728,  1797 
Swine  Fever,  Res.  1601 

HERSCHELL,LoHD  (Lord  Chancellorj 
Conntr   Magistrates  —  AppointDienIs  am 

Pontics,  Res.  167,  169,  17b,  178 
Isle  of  Man  (Church  Building  Acts)  Bill, 

Pres.  760 

Places  of  Worship  (Sites)  Bill,  Com.  143^ 
1437,  1440,  14&,  1448,  U46,  1448,  1451, 
1455,  1468 

Prison  (Officers'  Supraannnadoa)  BQl,  SB. 

1632 

Railway  Servants  (Hours  of  Labour)  Bill, 

Report  of  Ameudts.  1172 
Reformatory  Schools  Acts  Amendment  BUI, 

2R.  1308 

Statutory  Rules  Procedure  Bill,  2B.  1630 
Wild  Birds  Protection  Bill,  Com.  11«),  llO 

Hertz,  Dr.,  Extradition  of 
Q.  Mr.  W.  Redmond  ;  A.  Sir  B.  Grey  /««  O, 
1780 

HIBBERT,  Right  HoN.Sir  J.  T.(Secre- 

tary  to  the  Treasury),  Oldham 
Bebrii^  Sea  Arbitration— Connsell  Fee^lSfi 

186 
Civil  Service 

Examinations,  886 

Second  Division  Clerks,  654 

Writers  and  Abstractors,  789 
Crown  Lands— Man  Trai»,  1323 
Crown  Lands  Bill— Verdereia  ol  the  Sew 

Forest,  1643 
Customs 

Contraband  Tobacco,  896 

Examining  Officers,  779,  1476 

Launches,  Tenders  for,  884 
Discharged  Soldiers,  Employment  at,  1842 
Fishing  in  the  Thames,  1332 
Friendly  Societies'  Returns,  1339 
Industrial  and  Prondent  Sodatiea  Bill,  Goo. 

1424 
Ireland 

Achill  Extension  Light  Railway,  1466 
Board  of  Works  and  the  Kinsale  C»n- 

miasioners,  1471 
Galway  and  Clifden  Railway,  766 
Killybega  Harbour  and  Railwaj,  647 
Labourera'  Dwellings  in  Dimgarnm,  lOU 
Light  Railways,  1480 
lAmbeth,  Insanitary  Areas  in,  1838 
London  PotIs  SurveyorshiM,  779 
Parliamentary  Debates— Report  of  oelsot 

Com.  1782 
Parliamentary  Returns,  1840 
PriTy  Council  Office  Appointments,  « 


Public  Works  LoaiipraU^bit|ri^  387; 

eOl        Digitized  by  VjOOv  IC 


SB. 


[asst. 


{SESSION 
va.  13. 


Hib] 

HIBBBBT,  B^ht  Hon.  Sir  J.  T.— eime. 

BaQiTBT  Bates  Select  Goxtuaittee'B  Bvidence, 
885 

.  BtaMoaeey  Office  and  English  Inventions,  524 
/   United  Service  Institate,  Site  of,  609 

HiOKUAN,  Sir  A.,  Wolverhampton^  W. 
Birmingham  Canal  Bill,  Con.  1761 

Hill,  Colonel  Sir  E.  S.,  Britiol,  S. 
CooBtanUnople  and  Smyrna,  Seamen's  Hos> 
pitals  at,  644 

Hill,  Right  Hod.  A.  S.,  StafordsMrgy 
Kingnoinford 
Canadian  OatUe^  Inspection  813 

HoBHOusE,  Mr.  H.^  Samenet,  E, 
Agricnltoiml  labour  Uarket,  1648 

Goremment  oi  Ireland  Bill,  Com,,  CI.  III. 

230,  232,  233,  237  ;  a.  IV.  1362,  1367, 1727 
House  of  Commons,  Ventilation  o^  1642 
Bailway  Bates— Cattle  Food,  193 
Women  Magistratea,  191 

HoQAN,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Tipperaryt  Mid. 

Aastialia  and  Canada,  New  Hail  Serrioe 

between,  182,  1771 
Colonial  Newspapers,  Begistratlon  oL  1816 
Members'  Letters — Free  Post^e,  1341 

Holland,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Sal/ord,  JV. 
India— Cotton  Imposts,  906 

Hood  of  Atalon,  Lord 

Gibraltar  Dock,  Bes.  488 
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HOKE  BEFABTHEirr 

Secretary  of  State— Mr,  AfiQVlTH 
Under    Secretary  of  State — Mr.  H. 

Gladstone 
(See  title  Law  and  JuHiee  and  Police) 


J. 


Some  Rule  Bill  (see  Gotrernment  of 
Ireland  Bill) 

Hopwood,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Lancathirey  S.E., 
Middleton 

India— Cholera  Virus,  505 
Vaccination 

Board  of  Customs,  317 

DeaOt  at  Uttoxeter,  319 

HoiTLDBWOBTH,  Sit  W.  Manchester. 
India 

Currency  Committee,  1069. 1678 
Hilltaiy  Supply  at  Agra,  768 
Silver  Mint— CIoBii«,  1180 

Homing  of  the  Workiiig  OlauM  Aot 
a890)  Amendaieiit  Bill 

e.  Intro.  Sir  J.  %  Hibbert;  Bead  l"  Jwm  22, 
1748 


Hoiudnff  of  the  Workiiig  daiiai  (Edin- 
burgh) Provisional  Order  Bill 

«.  Bead  8°,  and  passed  June  2, 100 
L  Bead  1*  June  6, 180 
Bead  2>  Juw  IS,  880 

Com. ;  Beported  ;  Standing  Com.  n^atlTad 

June  16,  1177 
Bead  3*,  and  passed  Jum  19, 1310 

HowABD,  Mr.  J.,  Middlesexy  Tottenham 
Tottenham  Fever  Hospital,  797 

HowKLL,  Mr.  G.,  Bethnal  Green^  N,E. 
Friendly  Societies  Act  (187B)  Amendm«it 

Bill,  Intro.  101 
Income  Taz—FroTident  Societies,  782 
Industrial  and   ProTident   Societies  Bill, 
Com.  1424 

HowTH,  Earl  of 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Irdand)  Bill, 

Com,  747 

HoziSB,  Mr.  J.  H.  C,  Lanarkshire^  S. 
Church  of  Scotland  Bill,  1196 
County  of  the  City  of  Glasgow  Bill,  Com. 

1422 
Scotland 

Bowling  Pnblic  Hall  and  School  Board,  44 
Ola^iow— Bill  Stamping  Office,  1064 

Hunter,  Mr.  W.  A.,  AberdeeHy  JT. 
Privilege— Mr.  J.  Chamberlain  and  "T&a 

DaUy  Newt,"  219 
Beformatory  Sentences,  1187 
Scotland 

Government      Res.  1861 

Prison  Officials'  Superannuation,  61(r 


HuMTLT,  Marquess  of 

Bduoation  (Scotland), 
Address,  478,  479,  480 


Motion    for  an 


ffyde  Park 

jRottoa  Sow  Cronmge,  Q.,  Obs.  Lord 
Lamington,  Earl  of  Chesterfield  Jwu  9, 
629 

Vtiumteor  Intpeetion  (see  titie  Anas) 

lujNGWOBTH,  Mr.  A.,  Bradfordf  W, 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  UT. 
677 

Improvement  of  Land  (SeoUaad)  Bill 

0.  Intro.  Mr.  Gardner ;  Bead  1"  June  6, 288 
3B.  deferred  June  13,  979 
Bead  2*>  June  16, 1273 
Con.  in  Cun. ;  B.P.  June  19, 1422 

Ihohiquin,  Lord 
Limerick,  Kerry,  and  Clare  Counties,  Crime 
'  in,  30,  82 

Income  Tax  (see  title  CuttomSf  Excise, 
and  Inland  Revenue)    ^  ■ 

Digitized  by  VjOOQlC 
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Secretary  of  State— Earl  of  Kimbxblkt 

Under  Secretuy  of  State— Mr.  O.  W.  B. 
BUSSELL 

ABHT 

Affra  Water  Supply,  Q.  Sir  W.  Hoolde- 
worth;  A.  Mr.  G.  RusseUJKHc  12,  782 

Brigade-Surgeon  Joynt,  Q.  Dr.  Kcddj  ;  A. 
Mr.  G.  Russell  June  23,  1771 

Home  Chargai,  Q.  Mr.  S,  Smith ;  A.  Mr. 
G.  RiMSell  Jnne  15,  10.>3 ;  Q.  Mr.  Mac- 
farlane  ;  A.  Mr.  W.  £.  GladBtone  J^wwr  16, 
1196 

O0icert'  Traielliiig  AlLincaacet,  Q.  Mr. 
Hanbury ;  A.  Mr.  G.  Riusell  June  22, 
165U 

Svrgeon-LifHtemnt-(reneral  lYanlilin,  Q. 
Sir  S.  King ;  A.  Mr.  G.  Buseell  June  16, 
1057 

Sengal  ffania  Ctmmiuim,  Qs.  Mr.  Calne ; 
Aa.  Mr.  G.  Russell  June  12,  768  ;  Jwm  22, 
1642 

Bombay  Shipping  Begvlationt,  Q,  Mr.  For- 
wood  ;  A.  Mr.  U.  Kussell  June  8,  519  ;  Q. 
Mr.  Cayzer;  A.  Mr.  G.  Russell  June  12, 
786  ;  Q.  Mr.  Forwood  ;  A.  Mr.  G.  BnaHll 
June  22, 1668 
Burma  Pritont,  Q.  Mr.  Caine ;  A.  Hr.  O. 

"AtMitW  June  ITi,  1(I5K 
Caehar,  Ovtrages  at,  Q.  Mr.  Spicer;  A,  Mr. 

G.  Russell  Jvntr  19,  1312 
Cholera  Virut,  Q.  Mr.  Hopwood ;  A.  Mr.  Q. 

Bnnell  June  B,  505 
CinU  Service  Ejttminatiantt  Res.  (Ur.  Paul) 
June  2,  102 
Qe.  Mr.  S.  Keay,  Lord  B.  Churchill,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  Labouchere ;  Aa,  Mr, 
Speaker,  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  June  5, 
303  ;  Qs.  Mr.  S.  Keay,  Lord  R,  Churchill, 
Mr.  J.  Chanil)erlaiQ,  Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour; 
Ai.  Mr,  W.  E.  Gladstone  June^  635; 
Q.,  Obe.  Viscount  Cross,  Earl  of  Kim' 
berley,  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  Earl  of 
Korthbrook,  Duke  of  Argyll  June  18, 
871 ;  Q.  Mr.  S.  Keay ;  A.  Mr.  W.  E, 
Gladatooe  June  15,  1076  ;  Q.  Mr.  Paul ; 
A.  Mr.  G.  Bussell  June  22,  1678 
CMl  Service  Grievance*,  Q.  Sir  S.  King ;  A. 

Mr.  G.  BoaseU  June  15, 1051 
Cotton  Importe,  Q.  Mr.  Holland  ;  A.  Mr.  O. 

BuBsell^UMlS,  905 
Currency  Committee,  Qs.  Mr.  Chaplin,  Lord 
B.  Churchill,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  ;  As.  Sir 
W.  Harcourt  ^wne  8,5U  ;  Q.Sir  G.  Baden- 
Powell  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  June  9,  653  ; 
Qs.  Sir  B.  Temple,  Mr,  Chaplin;  As.  Sir 
W.  Harcourt  June  13,  905  ;  Gfi.  Mr.  Chap- 
Un,  Six  W.  Houldsworth  ;  As.  Sir  W.  Har> 
court  June  15,  1068  ;  Q.  Sir  W.  Houlds- 
worth ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  June  22,  1678 
CloHng  of  the  Stiver  Mint,  Q.  Sir  W. 
Houldsworth ;   A.   Mr.    G.  Buaiell 
June  16, 1180 
JHplomatie  Expenditure,  Q.  Sir  A.  Soolde; 

A.  Hr.  O.  Ruasell  June  6,  188 
Vinamee  Aeeounit,  Q,  Mr.  Provand ;  A.  llr. 
O.  RnsMll  June  16, 1056 
'  Goya  Bittriet,  IHttre»»  in,  Q.  Mr.  Caine  ;  A, 
Mr.  G.  Rosaell  June  8,  521 
Qioalior,  Mahartya  of,  Q.  Mr.  Caine  ;  A.  Mr. 
G.  BubmU  Junt  2S,  1643 


/yi>Z4— cont, 
Hatara  &peditittn,  Q,  Mr.  Bill;  A.  Hi. ft. 

Bussell  June  19,  1335 
Some  Charget,  Q.  Mr.  S.  Smith  ;  A,  Mr.  0. 

BusseU  June  15, 1063  ;  Q.  Mr.  Mac^UK; 

A.  BIr,  W,  E.  Gladstone  June  16, 1196 
Kennedy,  Lieutenant,  Cote  qf,  Q.  Sr  W. 

Weddeiburn  ;  A.  Hr.  G,  Bosaell  Jw  9, 

653 

Legitlative  Attembliet,  Q.  Mr.  Caine;  A. 

Mr.  G.  BosseU  June  8,  61i! 
Mauritvut  and  Zanzibar,  Telegrapkie  Ctm- 

munication  between,  Q.  Mr.  Caine;  A  Mi. 

G.  BosseU  June  22,  1649 
Murtbim,  Mr.,  Caee  of,  Q.  Sir  W.  Wedd* 

bum ;  A.  Mr.  Q.  BniseU  June  22,  1764 
Opium  PUU  for  Children,  Qs.  Mr,  8.  Smilli, 

Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis  ;  An  Hr.  G.  BosseU  Jvui, 

525 

Panigur,  Native  J^oope  at,  Q.  Mr.  Cuson ; 

A.  Hr.  G.  BoweU  June  6,  520 
Pentiwe  to  Surepeant—Jifr.  WUlmettt  d 

Mr.  Mac Xelll ;  A.  Mr.  Q.  BosseU  JumSS, 

1777 

Publie  Works  JSamndUure,  Q.  Mr.  Kaotqi; 

A.  Mr.  G.  Russell  June  23,  1768 
Rupee,  Depreeiation  of.  Statement  (Hr.  Hie- 

farlane)  Jume  19, 1353 
8a»ntUr»^  Mr.      Memorial  of^  Q.  Hr.  AC 

Uorton ;  A.  Ut.  O.  RoneU  Jmne  22, 1660 

Indutrial  and  Provident  Sodetiei  Kll 

e.  Bead  20  June  16, 1279 
Con.  in  Com, ;  Reported,  and  Re-oom./wKUi 
1424 

iTiebriates    (see   Habitual  Inehriatei 
Committee) 

Infectious  Diseases  (see  Local  Gmxrn- 
merit  Board) 

Intermediate  Education  (Ireland) 
Copy  pres.  June  9.  789 

Intoxieatinff  Liquors  Looal  Veto  (Ire- 
land) Bill 

e.  Order  for  2R.  read  ;  Bill  withdrawn  June  9, 
788 

nLELAND 

Lord  lieatenant— Lord  HonoHTON 
Chief  SeCTetaiy— Ur.  Johk  Hoblet 
Abht 

Aldborough  Barracks,  Bublin,  Q.  Mr.  J. 
Redmond;  A,  Mr.  WoodaU  June  S, 
1660 

Canteent  and  the  Sunday  Cloeiwi  Act,  Q> 

Mr.  T.  W.  BosseU ;  A.  Ur.  J.  Hnrkr 

Ju  ne  6, 186 
Zeineter  Regiment  at  Aldershet-^W 

Queen  and  no  Some  Rule,"  Q.  Mr.  P.  J* 

O'Brien;  A.  Ur.  Oampbdl-BaniMrasa 

June  6, 106 
Manchester  Bsgiment  and  the  Limerin 

Magistrates,  Qs,  Mr.  O'Keefe,  Mr. 

bald ;   As.   Ur.^  OampbeU-Baniiemtt 

Mild  by  COOQ 

\eem. 


Ire]  {SESSION1893}  [Ire 

Vol.  18. 


XRBLAKSi—kaxz—txaA, 

Pftitiom  against  Home  S^tf   Q.  Hr. 

FtyoD ;  A.   Mr.  Csmpbell^Baniiennaii 

Jmu  fi,  208 
Royal  Irish  Comtahdary  Arm,  Q.  Mr. 

Arriold-Foreter ;    A.    Mr.   J.  Morley 

Ju/te  5, 187 
Belfast — Electioneering  Tactic* — "  Bwna  t. 
'  The  Belfast  Evening  Talegr/iph' "  Qs.  Mr. 
T.  W.  RuaseU,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Mac  Neili; 
Aa.  Mr,  J,  Morley,  Mr.  Speaker  Ju/ui  9, 
651  ;  Qs.  Mr.  T.  W.  RusBell,  Mr.  Bextou  ; 
Ab.  Mr.  J.  Morlej"  June  16,  1182 
Belfast  Labour  Disturbances,  Qs.  Mr.  Pictoo, 
Sir  £.  Harland  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  ilorlejJune  12, 
781 

Board  of  Works  and  the  Kinsale  Commis- 
sioners, Qs.  Mr.  Flyno.  Ur.  Sexton;  Aa. 
Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  June  20, 1471 

Boyeotting 
Jt'ermanagh,  Qs.  Mr.  Dane,  Mr.  Jonlaa  ; 

As.  Mr.  J.  Morlej  ^utM  16,  1069 
Land  Grabbing  (Be&r  to  that  sub^head- 

Sligo,  Qa.  Mr.  Smith-Barry,  Mr.   P.  A. 
M'Hugh,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  Mac- 
artney, Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Ab.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  8,  529 
Bojft'  Training  Ships,  Qs.  Captain  Dooelan  ; 

Ab.  Sir  U.  Eay-Sbuttlewortfa  June  i,  i5  ; 

June  19, 1338 
Carogh  OrphiMtage,  Qd.  Mr.  H.  Plnnkett; 

As.  Ur.  J.  Horley  June  13,  899 ;  J%ne  16, 

1189 

Castletomi'g,  Lord,  Tenants,  Q.  Mr.  Crean  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  20,  1467 
Charitable  Funds  in  Dublin,  Q.  Mr.  T.  M. 

Healy  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  6,  206 
Clare,  yationalist  Meetings  in,  Qs.  Captain 
Naylor-Leyland,  Mr.  Theobald,  Mr.  W. 
Bcdmond  June  22,  1671 

Crijncs  and    Outrages   (see  that  Sub- 
headings) 

Cbihes  and  Odtbaoes 
Boyeotting  (see  that  Sub-heading) 
(^arCt  Kerry,  and  Limerick  Counties 

A^oumed  Debate,  Marquess  of  Zetland, 
Earl  of  Camperdown,  Earl  Spencer, 
Lord  Ashbourne,  Marquess  of  London- 
derry, Sari  of  Kimberley,  Marquess  of 
Waterford,'TjordInchiqiiiD,MarquesBof 
Salisbury,  Earl  of  Mayo  June  2,  6  ;  Q. 
Mr.  Amold-Foratcr  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
June  6,  199  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Amolil-Foreter, 
Mr.  Sexton  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  9, 
526  [  Q.  Mr.  H.  Plunkett ;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  June  13,  809 

Judge  Kelly  and  the  State  if  Clare,  Qs. 
Mr.  W.  Johnston,  Mr.  W.  Redmond, 
Hr.  Dodd,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;  As.  Mr. 
J.  Morley  June  16,  II yu;  Qs.  Mr. 
Amold-Forster,  Mr.  \V.  Redmond,  Mr. 
W,  Johnston,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Barton, 
Mr.  Jackson;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Mr. 
Speaker  June  22, 1653 

Persons  Betumed  for  IHal,  Q.  Mr. 
Dane ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Uorley  Jam  6, 190 

Buan^Shooting  Outrage,  Qs.  Captain 
Naylor-Leyland,  Mr,  Theobald;  Aa, 
Ur.  J.  Uorley  Jum  23,  1660 


TBELA2ifJ>—CKmsa  and  Outbaoes— cont. 

Clare  Island,  Qs.  Mr.  W.  Kenny,  Mr,  T.  M. 
Healy,  Mr.  Macartney,  Mr.  Jamee 
Lowther  ;  Aa.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  2, 
36 

Personal   Esplanatioa,    Ur.  Jackson 
June  6,  209 
OaluMy — Outrage  on  an  Ass,  Q.  Mr. 
Macartney ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Uorley  June  12, 
785 

Leitrim  County,  Moonlighting  in,  Q.  Ur. 

Dane;  A.  Mr.  J.  Uorley  June  13,  894 
Moloney,  Mr.,  Shootiiig  at,  Qs.  Mr.  T.  W. 

Russell ;  As.  Ur.  J.  Morley  June  2,  63 
Questions  in  tlte  House  oTt,  Q.  Ur.  Sexton 

A.  Ur.  Speaker  June  2,  53 
Ruan—Skooting  Outrage  (see  under  Clare') 
Dromore  Eleotion  Riote  (see  sub-heading 

Law,  dffi.) 
Bduoation 
Flagtoun  National  School,  Q.  Ur.  Dane; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  6,  822 
Sortaveha  Jfational  School,  Q.  Mr.  Bane; 

A.  Ur.  J.  Morley  June  6,  322 
IntermeiiaU  BiueatUtn,  Qs.  Mr.  W.  Jobn< 
ston ;  As.  Ur.  J.  Uorley  June  8,  S22  ; 
June  19, 1334 
Copy  pres.  June  9,  739 
Junior  and    Preparatory    tirade  Pro- 
grammes, Q.  Mr.  \V.  Johnston  ;  A.  Mr. 
J,  Morley  June  16, 1062 
Rotsoarbery  National  School,  NatUmal 
Federation  Meeting  in,  Q.  Mr.  P.  Flt»- 
gerald  ;  A.  Ur.  J.  Morley  June  6, 194 
Evicted  Ibnantt,  Qs.  Mr.  Bartley,  Mr.  T.  W. 

Russell ;  As.  Ur.  J.  Morley        33,  1770 
Excise  Spirit  Duties,  Copy  ordered  and  pres. 

June  9,  739 
Fisheries— Mackerel  and  Herring  Inquiry, 
Q.  Mr.  Eanbury  ;  A.  Mr.  J,  Morley  June  33, 
1678 

Franchise,  jf20,  Q.  Ur.  Saunders;  A.  Ur. 

W.  E.  Gladstone  J»?M  23,  1788 
KUlybegs  Harbour  and  Railway,  Q.  Mr. 

Mac  NelU ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  June  9, 

647 

Kinsale  Commissioners  and  the  Beard  <f 

Works,  Qb.  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  Sexton ;  As. 

Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Jwu  20, 1471 
Labourers^  Dicellingt  in  Dungarvan,  Q.  Mr. 

Webb ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Jiuw  IB, 

1048 

Land  Comm  ission 

"  Castletown  V.  Moylan,"  Q.  Ur.  Crean;  A« 
Ur.  J.  Uorley  June  20, 1467 
Proceedings,  Copy  pies.  June  2, 140 
Land  Commission  (J'ltrehase  of  Land)  (Ire- 
Ian^  Aot,  1891,    Motion  for  Printing 
Return  (Karl  of  Belmore)  Jwic  9,  629 
Land  GBABBZNa 
Boyeotting  (see  that  sub-heading) 
Limeriek  Magistrates— Mr.  Clwte,  Qa.  Mr, 
Theobald  i  As.  Mr,  J.  Uorley  June  2, 
53;   June  6,  194;    June  12,  772; 
June  16, 1181 ;  June  20, 1473 
Statement,  Ur.  O'EeefEe  June  6, 195 
Lav  aud  Justiob  avd  Polios 
"  Bums  V.  *  Belfast  Evening  Telegraph,' " 
Qa.  Mr.  T.  W.  Bossell,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
MacNeUl;  Aa.  Mr.  J.  Morley  ./itM8,661; 
Qs.  Mr.  T.  W.  RuBsell,  Mr.  Bextm;  As. 
Mr.  J.  Morley  June  16, 11^- 
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"CattletvwM  V.  Miiylan,"  Q.Mr.  Crean  ;  A* 

Mr.  J.  Horley  Jvne  20, 1467 
Clare,  Kerry,  and  Limerick,  Crimei  and 

Ovtraget  in  (Bee  iub-beading  Crime» 

and  Ovtragea) 
Clare  and  Limeriek  Jvriet,  Qs.  Ut.  T.  W. 

Rosaell,  Mr.  SextoQ  ;  Ae.  Mr.  J.  Morley, 

Mr.  Si>eaker  June  5, 196 
Cochrane,  Dr.-^AUeged  Warrant  agailut, 

Q.  Mr.  Dane  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Uorley  June  16. 

1054 

DaritigoJt,    William  —  Caie  of,  Qb.  Mr. 

Flynn,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Hunter;  A*. 

Mr.  J.  iiot\eyJv)U!  16,  1186 
Jhomore  Election — Jtivt   Protecutiont — 

JBev.  J.  J.  Kelly  and  otkert,  Q.  Mr.  W. 

Kenny ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  6, 196 
Ibrrd,  Patrick— Cate  of,  Q.  Mr.  Dane ;  A. 

Hr.  J.  Morley  June  20,  1465 
Judge  Kelly  and  the  State  of  Clare  (see 

Bub-heading  Crime)  and  Outragei) 
"Kelly  T.  Rattray;'  Qb.  Mr.  T.  yf.  Bosaell; 

Ab.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  2,  41;  JwmS, 

198 

Leitrim  County— Uidav^l  Auembly,  Q. 
Mr.  Dane ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  16, 
1064 

•' JlTurphy  V.  7/ugket"— Judge  Orr't  Jte- 
markt,  Qb.  Mr.  Bentool,  Mr.  XHamond, 
Mr.  Macartney,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  Har- 
rington; Ab.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  22, 
167B 

Police 

Armt,  Q.  Mr.  Amold-ForBter  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley 5,  187 
Butler,  Tkmnat,  Police  Pentioner — Cate 

df,      Mr.  Bodkin  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

Jtiw  16, 118 ;  June  19,  1348 
Ceri,  Eaet—Semotttl      Ewtra  Police, 

Q.  Captain  Donelan ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

June  9,  664 
JDutiet  qf,  Q.  Mr.  Macartney  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  June  8,  534 
Electoral  X>igabilitiet,  Q.  Colonel  H. 

Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  9, 

643 

Equipment,  Q.  Mr.  T,  M.  Healy  ;  A.  Mr. 
J.  Morley  June  6,  206 

Recerdt  and  the  Ooternnient  of  Ireland 
Eill,  Q.  Mr.  Amold-Forster ;  A.  Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone  June  5,202 

Royal  Irith  Conttahvlary  Force  Fund — 
Winding-up,  Q.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  A. 
Mr.  J.  Morley  June  2, 39  ;  Q.  Mr.  Har- 
rington ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  19, 
1344 

Wearing  Bearde,  Q.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ; 
A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  2, 39 

Zeitrim  Parliamentary  Pegitter,  Q.  Sir  T. 
Esmonde ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  12,  780  ; 
Q.  Mr.  Collery;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
June  16, 1179 

Xiighthoueet 

Illuminantt—Etnferimenti,  Q.  Mr.  W. 
Kenny;  A.  Mr.  MnndelU  June  19, 
1341 

Liaktt  Board,  Qb.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healv,  Mr.W. 
Kenny;  As.  Mr.  Mnndella  June  19, 
1326 


IRELAND— coat. 

Local  Regiatration  of  TUlee,  Gmatv  Mmm, 
a  Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien ;  A.  Mr.  J.  HarSey 

June  16,  1181 

Magibtbact 

Sere^ord,  J/r,  R  M.,  Q.  Mr.  T.  K.  Healy; 

A.  Mr.  J.  MorlCT  June  2,  39 
Clark-I^nedy,  Captain,  and  th«  Earl 
Ranfvrly,  Q.  Mr.  Kimber;  A.  Mr.  i. 
Money  June  20, 1479 
Clune,  Mr.  J.—Limerich—landffraHiag, 
Mr.  Tbeobald ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Marl^ 
June  2,  53 ;  June  &,  194 ;  June  It, 
773  ;  June  16,  1181  ;  June  20,  1473 
Statement,  Mr.  O'Keeffe  Juneb,  195 
Limerick — Maneheeter  Regiment,  Qb.  Mr. 
O'Keeile,  Mr.  Theobald ;  As.  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman  June  616 
Moonlighting  (see  sab-hea^g  Crimee  ami 
Outragei) 

NatimtU  Plage,  Qs.  and  Obe.  Mr.  Theobald, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mi.  Speaker  ^iin«  8,  641 
Royal  Standard— Iriek   Harp  and  ike 
Three  Oimime,  Qb.  Mi.  Theobald ;  Ai. 
Mr.  W.  E.  GladftoQC  June   8,  689; 
June  12,  794 
Union  Jack,  Qs.  Sir  T.  Lea,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Jume  2,  49; 
June  6,  189 ;  Q.  Mr.  Theobald  i  A.  tti^ 
Asqattb  June  8,  628 
Police  (seesnb-headiog  Law  and  Juatieemni 
Police) 

POOB  Law 

Dispentary  Doctore,  Qs.  Mr.  M'Cartan;  Aa. 
Mr.  J.  MorUy  June  6,  186 ;  June  1S» 

1048 

Dromore  Electum,  Riott—Proieeittient(fm 
sub-heading  Lan>, 

Innithannon  Election,  Q.  Mr.  U.  Healy; 
A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  20,  1466 

Insolvent  Unions,  Qs.  Mr.  Boei,  Mr.  Bod- 
kin, Mr.  Sexton;  As.  Mr.  J.  M<a-lc7 
Jwu  6,  826  ;  Q.  Mr.  Macartney ;  A.  Mr. 
J.  Morley  June  9,  660 

Post  Offiox 

American  Mailt,  Conveyance  and  Route  ^, 
Qs.  Mr.  Macartney  ;  An.  Mr.  A.  Morl^ 
June  8,  532  ;  June  12,  767  ;  Qs.  Mr. 
Macartney,  Mr.  Forwood,  Mr.  W.  Bed- 
mond,  Mi.  Flyun ;  As.  Mr.  A.  Morky 
June  15,  1065  ;  Q.  Mr.  Field  ;  A.  Mr. 
A.  Morley  June  20, 1481  ;  Qs.  Mr.  F.  .H. 
Evans,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  H.  Heaton,  Mz. 
Forwood  ;  Aa.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Jwm  2S, 
1663 

Dublin,  Junction  Railtray  Company  mni 
the  Irish  Mailt,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Plonkett;  A. 
Sir  W.  Harcourt  June  16,  118B 

Expenditure  and  the  GovemTtunt  of  In- 
land Bill,  Q.  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain ;  A. 
Mr.  W.  E.  Oladstone  June  19, 1S49 

Kingstown  and  Holyhead  MaS  Contnet, 
Q.  Dr.  Kenny  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  IS, 
1062 

Mail  Service,  Q.  Earl  of  Arran  ;  A.  I<anl 

Flayfair  June  13,  879 
SaviMS  Banks  Bepotitt,  Q.  Mr.  U.  Healy ; 

A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  20,  1483 
Skiiiereen  Arrangementtt  Q.  Dr.  Eemiy ; 

A.  Mr.  A.  Mc^y^iw  2S«^1«69 
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Aehta  Satmuim  Light  RaUway,  Q.  Mr. 
Dane ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hlbbert  Jvm  90, 
14«6 

Cork  and  Skihhereen,  Q.  Mr.  Field  ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  June  20,  Hfll ;  Q.  Dr.  Kenny; 

A.  Mr.  MundeUft  .Tun*  22,  1661 
Dublin.  Wichloto,  and  Wexford.  Q.  Mr. 

Dane ;  A.  Mr.  Mondella  June  28, 1769 
Gaiicay  and  Clifden  Line,  Qs.  Mr.  Field, 

Mr.  Cobb  ;  Aa.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  June  12, 

766 

ffalway  Cmnty— Station  Aecommodatton 
at  Carromana,  Q.  Mr.  Boche ;  A.  Mr. 

Mandella  June  13.  891 
Xmyhega  Railway,  Q.  Mr.  Mac  KeiU  ;  A. 

Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  June  9,  647 
Light  Raitwayt,  Q.  Sir  T.  Eamonde ;  A. 

Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  June  20, 1480 
Monaxterenttn  Station,  Q.  Mr.  Minch ;  A. 

Mr.  Mnndella  June  15,  1062 
Kenagh  Train.  Service,  Q.  Mr.    P.  J. 

O'Brien ;  A.  Mr.  Mnndella  June  9,  6S0 
Batee,  Qs.  Mr.  W.  Redmond,  Mr.  Field ;  As. 

Mr.  Mnndella  June  12,  772  j   Q.  Mr. 

CoUery  ;  A.  Mr.  Mnndella  Jwae  22, 1662 
Tralee  and  Dingle,  Qs.  Sir  T.  Eamonde ;  As. 

Mr.  Mnndella  June  12,  769 ;  June  22, 

1677 

Begiitration  Act,  Q.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  A. 

Mi.  J,  Morley  June  19,  1336 
BMt  Sedemption  Act—"  Kelly  t.  JJottroy, 

Qb.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

Jvm8  2,  41 ;  Jutw  6, 198 
Roatcarhery  National  Ihderation,  Q.  Mr.  P. 

Fitzgerald  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  June  6,  194 
"  Route  Te,  Ulster,"  and  the  Military  Band; 

Qs.  Mr.  Wolft,  Mr.  Macartney,  Mr.  W. 

Johnston  ;   As.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 

Jwu  16,  1192 
JloaaZ  Standard  (see  aub -heading  Ifatwnal 

Flagi) 

Seariff  River,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Redmond  ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  June  23,  1770 
Ships,  Control  of,  under  Honu  Rule,  Q.  Mr. 

Wolff  ;  A.  Mr.  W.  B.  Gladstone  Jwu  2, 61 

*^more  Election  Riots  (see  sub-beading 

Law.  4-c.} 

Lord    Lieutemnt's    Vi^it    to,    Qs.  Mr. 
Macartney,   Mr.  Collery;   As.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  June  22,  1680 
^ira#  CBelfast,  Qirh,  and  DuWin),  Betnrn 
pres.  June  19, 1428  ^ 
Union  Jaeh  (see  sab-heading  National  Flags') 

Irish  Land  Commission  {Proceedings) 
Copy  pres.  June  2, 140 

/W*A  Land  Commission  {Purchase  of 
Land  Act,  1891) 
Res.  (Earl  of  Belmore)  June  9,  629 

Isaacson,  Mr.  F.  W.,  Tower  Hamlets^ 
Stepney 
Foreign  Whips,  764 

Isle  of  Han  (Churoli  Building  Aett)  Bill 
I.  Ptes  Lord  Henehell ;  Bead  1>  Jiute  12,  760 


Jacilsom,  Right  Hon.  W.  L.,  LeedSy  N. 
Admiralty  Contracts,  1653 
Clare,  State  of,  and  Judge  Kelly,  1666 
Clare  Island,  State  of— Person^  Explana- 
tion, 209,  210 
Post  Office  Expenditure,  1672 
Scotch  Prison  Officials'  Pensions,  1673 
Yerderers  of  the  New  Forest  and  Gxe  Crown 
Lands  Bill,  1648 


Jamaica^  Gambling  in 

Q.  Mr.  O.  WilUams;  A.   Mr.   S.  Buxton 
June  9,  646 

Jambs,   Right   Hon.    Sir   H.,  Bury, 

Lancashire 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 
238,  239,  255,  257,  281,  354,  366,  388,  408, 
419  432  433,  572,  811,  812,  834  ;  CI.  IT. 
941  949  ,  961,  962,  963,  1035, 1M6,  1037. 
1110,  1147,  1210,  1211,  1221.  1224.  1856, 
Vm,  1361.  1397,  1399,  1400,  1404,  1628, 
1698, 1696, 1701, 1729 

Jepfretb,  Mr.  A.  F.,  HotUs,  Basing- 
stoke 

Cattle  Disease  aiwl  Imported  Hay,  1476 
Cyprus— Rerenne  and  Bxpenditnre,  fcc  41, 

42 

Hampshire  Friendly  Society,  315 
House  of  Commons  Electric  Lighting,  1480 

Jerusalem  ,  „  „ 

Catholicos  Khrimian,  Detention  of,  Q.  Mr. 
F.  Sterenson  ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  June  6,  208 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast^  S. 
Elementary    Bdocation  (Blind  and  Deal 

Children)  Bill,  2R.  693 
Essex,  Crime  in,  1072 

Infections  Diseases.  Sanitary  Precautaons 

against,  896 
Ireland 

Clare,  State  of.  and  Judge  KeUy,  1190, 

1191,  1666,  1666 
Intermediate  Education,  622, 18S4 
Junior  and  Prepwatory  Grade  Programmes, 
1063 

"Bouse  Te,Ulster,"  and  the  MlUtaiy  Bands, 
1103 

Jones,  Major  E.  R.,  Carmarthen^ 
Welsh  County  Court  Judges.  1646 

JoBDAK,  Mr.  J.,  Meath,  S. 
Fermanagh— Boycottii^,  107C 

Junn'  Bemnneratiott  Bill 

e.  Com.  deferred  June  14, 1088 

KAY  -  SHUTTLEWORTH,  Right 
Hon.  Sib  U.  J.  (Secretwy  to  the 
Admiralty),  Lancashire,  Ctitheroe 

Navy 

Australia  and  Canada,  Steamship  Serrlce 
between  —  Admiralty  Cruiser  Bnbren- 

tions,18a  Pr-i^nl*^ 

Digitized  by  VjrOOgJC^ 
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Kat-Shuttlkwoeth,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  U.  S.—eont. 

Boji'  Training  Ships  for  Ireland,  46,  1S87 
ContractB— Foreign  Flmn,  1652, 1653 
Dockyard  Classification,  183,  769,  770, 

1462,  1463 
Bngine-rocnn  Ratings,  1769 
Engineers— PromotionB,  628 
H.M.S.  "  Bonarenture/'  1661 
H.M.S.  "  OameV  at  Callao,  781 
H.M.S.  "  Jlood,"  888 
H.M.S.  "  Vhtoria,"  Loss  of,  1786, 1787 
Kew  Battle  Ships,  767 
Ostend  Trawlers  and  Lowestoft  Fisheriu, 

1778 

Som  Rations,  1662 

Russian  War  Shhw  in  the  Black  Sea,  46 
Sale  of  Vessels,  Tenden  for,  770,  10ft3 
Trinoomalee  Port,  189 

Kkarlet,  Mr.  H.  E.,  Devonport 

DeTonport  Street  Letter  Boxes,  Contract  for 

Painting,  1179 
Dockjanl  Classification,  770, 1463 
Oreenwich  Age  Pensions,  1070,  1194, 1846 
HJC.S. "  Viaioria/'  1785 

Keat,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Elgin  and  Nairn 
Indian  Civil  Service  Bzamination,  203, 686, 
1076 

Kkltin,  Loid 

Railway  Servants  (Hours  of  Labour)  Bill, 
Report  of  Amendts.  1176 

Kennawat,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devon,  Honiton 
Cattle  Diseases  and  Imported  Bay,  1476 
Uganda,  ICisdons  in,  1666 

Eennt,  Dr.  J.  E.,  Dublin,  College  Green 
Cork  and  Skibbe»en  Railway  Serrica,  1661 
Oovemment      Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  HI. 

580, 838 

India— Brigade- Surgeon  Joynt,  1771,  1773 
Kingstown  and  Holyhead  Mail  Contracts, 
1062 

Skibbereen  Postal  Arrangementc,  1669 

Eennt,  Mr.  W.,  Dublin^  St.  5tepAenV 

Given 
Glare  Island,  Outrage  at,  36 
Dromore  West  Election  Disturbances,  196 
Cktvernment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  Ct.  III. 

821 ;  CI.  IV.  956,  1231,  1367,  1609,  1709 
Iiightbouses 

lUuminants — Bxperiments  in  Ireland,  1841 

Irish  Lights  Board,  1328 

Kensington,  Lord 
Storm  Warnings,  3 

Kentington  In^rmary  (see  Local  Go- 
vernment Board) 

Eenton-Slanet,  Colonel  W.,  Shrop- 
thire,  Newport 
Anicaltural  Holdlngi  (Amendment  of  Law), 

Bee.  709,  737 
GoranuDUt  of  Irdaod  Bill,  Com.  96 


Eihber,  Mr.  H.,  Wandnoortk 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.  1797 
Irish  Magistracy,  1479 

EIMBERL£Y,Earl  of  (Lord  Fmident 
of  the  Council  and  Secretary  of  State 
for  India) 

Authorised  Companies  (Liqoor)  Bill,  2B.  301, 
SOS 

County  MagiBtrates  —  Appointments  and 

FoUtlcs,  Res.  169 
Education  Provisional  Order  Confirmation 

(London)  (No.  2)  BUI,  Pres.  1760 
Education    (Scotland),    Motion    for  an 

Address,  484 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Amending 

Acts  (Barkisland  Bndowed  School),  BflS. 

1766,  1759 

Indian  Civil  Service  Bxaminations,  873,  STT 
Limerick,  Kerry,  and  Clare  Counties,  Crime 

in,  14,  26,  27 
Madras  and  Bombay  Annies  Bill,  SR.  4 
Parliament — Stissional  Orders,  R^.  1761 
Places  of  Worship  (Sites)  Bill,  2B.  625,  627 ; 

Com.  1437,  1441,  1447.  1449,  1462,  1457 
Bailwajr  Servants  (Honrs  of  labour)  Bill, 

Report  of  Amendts.  1174, 1176 
Reformatory  Schools  Acts  Amendment  Bill, 

3R.  1307, 1309 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill, 

Com.  750 

Wild  Birds  Protection  Bill,  Com.  1161, 1168, 
1168, 1164 

Eing,  Sir  H.  S.,  ffu//,  Central 

India 

Civil  Service  Grieranoes,  1061 
Stu^eon-Lteutenant-Oeneral  Franklin,  10S7 

Enatchbull-Hug ESSEN,  Mr.  H. 
Kent,  Faverskam 
Dockyard  ClassificaHon,  618 
Greenwich  Age  Pensions,  836,778, 1071,  1198 
House  of  ComQuw^— DivUon  LobfaieB,  Vw- 
tilatlon  of,  1844 

Knowles,  Mr.  Lees-,  Salford,  W. 
Coventry  Industrial  School,  1063 
Habitual  Inebriates — Committee's  Report, 
1347 

Plumbers*  Registration  Bill,  Com.  602, 603 
Royal  Wedding-^Natiooal  Holiday,  655 

Enoi,  Mr.  E.  F.  V.,  Cavan,  W. 
Government  tA  Irehuid  Bill,  Com.,  €H.  III. 
428, 884 ;  CI.  IV,  934,  937,  940, 1716, 1717 

SMUTflrORD,  Lord 
Cook  Islands,  B«e.  615 

Laboucheke,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 
Armenia — Angora  Trials,  1673 
Chimney  Sweepers  Bill,  Com.  1747 
Female  Typists  in  Government  Offices,  1194 
Indian  Civil  Service  Examinations,  S04 
London,  Deptford,  and  Greenwich  l^auwaja 

Bill.  Con.  1766,  1766 
Parisi  British  Bmbaaiy  in^AUeged.  Theft  of 

Doenments,  1681, 1781 
Uganda-Sir  G.  M^l^Wntme 
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ra. 

Labour  Department 

Ettem  Labour  CofUraeUt  Q.  Mr.  Sftimden  ( 

A.  Mr.  Asquith  Jvne  19,  1338 
Ooverninejtt     EgtailitJimentt,  Lahourort 
Wage*  jn,  Qs.  Sir  J.  Qorst,  Mr,  J.  BarDB  ; 
A8,Mr.  C^pbell-BanQermaa  .T'untf  8, 526  ; 
Q.  Mr.  Ponrood  j  A.  Mr.  Woodall  Jvne  12, 
790;  Q.  Mr.  K.  Hardie;  A.  Mr.  Woodall 
June  13,  89« 
"Labour  Gazette,"  Q.  Mr.   Hanbury ;  A. 
Mr.  UundelU  JW»e6,  31 S 
Agricultural  Labour,  Qs.  Mr.  H.  Hob- 
house.  Bir  J.  Gorst ;  Ai.  Mr.  Uondella 
June  22,  1648 
Workmm't  Co-operative  Sooietiet.  Q.  Mr. 
Baiid  ;  A.  Mr.  Maodella  Jwu  19, 1814 
J/tflM  {tee  that  title) 

One  Day's  Wagt  Earnings,  Q.  Sir  J.  Leng ; 

A.  Mr.  Mundella  June  22,  1677 
Painting  Pott  Ofiee  Street  Boxee  at  Devoid 

port,  Q.  Mr.  Kearley ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morlev 

Jwu  18,  1176 

Labourers  Ireland  Aet  CEzteniuHi  to 

Fuhermen)  Bill 

e.  2B.  deferred  June  19,  1126 
Bead  2"  June  23,  1864 

Lambeth 

'  IntMitarp  Areas  (see  Laeal  QovwimmU 
Board) 

Batet  in  (we  Zoeal  liimation) 

Launotok,  Lord 
Ftanoo-Biamese  Qaeation,  1042 
Bailwaya — Accidents  at  Level  Crotdngs, 

Betam,  680,  631 
Rotten  Bow  CnMslQgB,  629 

Lancashire  Burial  Dispute 

Qs.  Mr.  C.  Williams,  Mr.  L^;  As.  Mr. 

Asquith  June  22, 1667 

ZMneashire   Mineri   Federation — Mr. 
Glover*s  Circular 
Qi.  Ban>D  H.  de  Worms,  Mr.  Legh ;  As.  Mr. 
AaqolOi  Jvne  22. 1644 

Land  Tax  CommisBionert*  VamM  BUI 

e.  Bead  2<>  Jvw  b,  267 

Con.  Id  Com. ;  Reported  ;  Bead  8**,  and  passed 
June  6,  404 
I.  Bead  1*  JwM  8,  492 

Bead  2-  Jwm  16. 1178 

Com. ;  Bep(»ted ;  Standing  Cmn.  neaatlTCd 
June  19, 1310 


Land  Tenure  (Ireland)  Bill 
«.SB.jBmwitlidxairaJiiiw6,  40S 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment—Mr. A8QUITH 
Under  Secretary  of   State  —  Mr.  H.  J. 
Oladbtonb 
Cowitj/   Court  Judgeships — Vaoaneies,  Q. 
Ookmel    Lookwood;    A.    Ur.  Aaqahh 
Jmm  1«,  118B 
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Lato  and  Juttiee  and  iV2tM— coDt. 

Coventry  Industrie  Sehoei— Charge  against 
the  Matron,  Qa.  Mr.  Ballantine,  Mr.  New- 
digate  ;  As.  Mr.  Asquith  Jujie  9,  649  ;  Q. 
Mr. Lees-Knowlee ;  A.Mr.  Asquith 16, 
1063 

Essex,  Crime  in,  Qs.  Mr.  W.  Redmond,  Ur. 
Theobald,  Hajor  Basch,  Marquess  of  Car- 
marthen, Mr.  W.  Johnston,  Sir  W.  Lawson ; 
As.  Ur.  Asquith  June  16,  1071 ;  Qs.  Ur. 
W.  Bedmond,  Mr.  Theobald,  Colonel 
Lockwood,  Colonel  Naylor^Leyland ;  Ai, 
Mr.  Asquith  June  20.  1468 

HeHz,  Dr.,  Extradition  of,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Bed- 
mond  ;  A.  Sir  B.  Grey  J\me  28,  1780 

Jurymen,  Affirmation  by,  Q.  Mr.  H.  J, 
Wilson  ;  A.  Ur.  Asquith  June  16, 1180 

Latear  Firemen,  Mutiny  of,  at  Tilbury 
Doekt,  Q.  Mr.  Calne ;  A.  Ur.  Asquith 
June  12, 784 

Liberator  Frauds,  Q.  Ur.  K.  Haidie;  A.  Sir 
J.  Bigby  June  28, 1780 

Maoistbaot 
i^nty — Appointttients  and  Politics,  Bes. 

(Duke  of  Richmond)  Jvne  f>,  141 
Derbyshire  Magistrates  and  their  Wine 
Fund,  Q.  Sir  \V.    Lawson ;   A.  Mr. 
Asqoith  June  22,  1667 
Glover,  Mr.,  and  the  Laneashire  Miners^ 
Federation,  Qs.  Baron  H.  de  Worms, 
Ur.  Legh  j  At.  Mr.  Asquith  June  22, 1644 
Middlesex,  Q.  Mr.  Lough  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith 

June  19,  1331 
Women  Magistrates,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Hobhouse  ; 
A.  Ur.  B.  H.  Fowler  Jmu  6, 191 
Mills,  Jamest  Comviet,  Q.  Ur.  W.  AVhitelftw ; 

A.  Mr.  Asquith  June  8, 632 
Palmistry,  Q.  Mr.  A.  0.  U<»rton ;  A.  Ur. 

AsquithJiMW  16,  1188 
Poliee  and  the  Royal  Wedding,  Q.  Mr.  J. 

Stuart ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  Juns  6,  322 
Prisons 

Clerkt  and  Storekeepers,  Q.  Mr.  Graham  ; 

A.  Mr.  Asqoith  June  23,  1779 
Lord  de  Ramsey's  Committee,  Q.  Visooont 

Cranborne;   A.  Ur.  Asquith  June  23, 

1781 

Royal  Courts  of  Justice,  Inadequate  Aeeom- 
modation,  Q.  Ur.  Darling  ;  A.  Ur.  Asqoith 
June  12,  789 

Wales 

County  Court  Judges,  Qs.  Mr.  B.  Roberta, 
Major  Jones;  As.  Mr.  Asquith  June  22, 
1646 

Jones,  John,  Case  of,  Q.  Ur.  H.  Roberta ; 

A.  Mr.  Asquith  Jum  8,  610 
Sunday  Drinkiru — Casaqf  James  Donovan, 

Q.  Mr.  J.  Boberti;  A.  Ur.  Asquith 

June  12, 767 
Walsh,  Rev.  J.  F.  B.,  Attack  on,  Qs.  Mr. 
Macdona,  Mr.  Barrow,  Mr.  Stuart-Wortleyj 
As.  Mr.  Speaker,  Ur.  Asquith  June  6,  199 

Lawson,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.,  Gloucester^ 
Cirencester 
Endowed  Charities  in  Gloucestershire,  783 
OoTemment  <^  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  HI. 
416 

Thames  Conserrancy  Board,  1313 

Lawsok, Mr. J. Qt^  AjTAimA 
Oonrnmant  of  [Ma^»U|<06i^^LmE 
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Lawbon,  Sir  W.,  Cumberland,  Cocker- 
mouth 

DerbTBhire  HftgiBtrat«8  and  their  Wins  Fond, 
1667 

laaex,  Ciime  in,  1071 

Lba,  Sir  T.,  Londonderry,  S. 
Ooveniment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 

572,  673,  690,  919 ;  CI,  IV.  976,  1079,  10b2 
Ireland— Union  Jack  on  Xiicemed  Frnalses, 

49, 189,  190 

LEFEVRE,  Right  Hon.  G.  J.  Shaw 
(First    Commissioner  of  Works), 
Bradford,  Central 
HooM  of  CfHumons 
DlTlBion  Lobbies,  1844 
Electric  Lig:htjng,  1481 
BeCreshmeDt  Rooms,  792 
VentJUtion,  1196, 1642 
Hillbank  Prison  Bite,  636,  777,  898 
New  ConnW  Council  HaU  for  Londc»i,  776 
Palace  Taid.  Trees  in,  1680 

LsoH,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Lancashire,  S.f^., 

Newton 

OloTer,  Mr.,  and  the  Lancashire  Miners' 

Federation,  1646 
Lancaahire  Burial  Dispute,  1668 

Lbioh,  Lord 
Reformatory  8cho(^  Acta  AmcDdmsnt  Bill, 
SK.  1301 

LiiaHTOH,  Mr.  B.,  5Arosf  Aire,  0$westry 
CypTUB  Tribnte,  831.  1321, 1326 
House  of  Commons  Refreshment  Booms,  792 
Landlords— Rate  Payments,  181 
Welsh  Sospensery  Bill,  200 

Leng,  Sir  J.,  Dundee 
Canadian  Beef  in  Scotland,  191 
Canadian  Cattle,  60 
One  Day's  Wage  Earning,  1677 
Poetmea  and  the  Royal  Wedding,  1068 
Flees  TeUgrami,  1317 
Woolwich  Arsenal,  Discharges  from,  1061 

Lewis,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Flinty 

Urban  TXatrintB,  Diviaion  899 

Levai$ham  Fever  Hbqtiiat 
Q.  Ur.  F.  Frye;  A.   Ur.  H.  H.  Fowler 
June  6, 198 

label  BiU 

e.  Order  for  SR.  read  ;  Bill  withdrawn  Jwu  6, 
463 

Liberator  Society^e  Fraud*  (see  Law  and 
Justice  and  Poliee") 

Ucenting 

Leu  Iff  Revenue  from  Lioeneet,  Oba.  Barl  of 

WemysB  Jwm  16,  1176 
Sunday  Drinking  tn    Waiee,  Q.   Mr,  J. 

Roberts ;  A.  Mr.  Asqnith  Jvm  12,  767 


Life-Boat  Stations 
Storm  Wamingi,  Q.,  Obe.  Barl  of  Strafbod, 
Loid    Ecnidnffton,    Lord  Ribbksdale, 
VsHwl,! 

Lighthouses 

Ccmmunieation  with,  Q.  Ur.  M.  Fergnson ; 

A.  Sir  W.  Haroourt  June  16, 1187 
Irish  (see  title  Ireland 
Lifhtt  in  the  Red  Sea,  Q.,  and  Obs.  Earl  of 

M eath,  Lord  Sndeley,  Lord  Flayfali  June  9, 

606 

Smhrero  JUvotving  Light,  Q.  Mr.  Q.  Bowles ; 
A.  Mr.  Mnndella  June  8,  628 

Little,  Mr.  T.  S.,  Whitehaven 
OoTemment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.  441 
Harrow  Isolation  Hospital,  616 

Liverpool  Court  of  Puuge  BUI 
c.  Intro.  Baton  H,  de  Wonns ;  Bead  1*  Jume  20^ 
1664 

LOCAL  GOVEBraEHT  BOARD 

President— Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 
Secretary— Sir  W.  Fostsb 

Baiehoueet,  Undergnmnd,   Q.  Mr.   B.  H. 
Bayley ;  A.  Mr.  a.  H.  Fowler  June  10, 

1067 

Cholera  Abroad,  Q.  Mr.  Heneage ;  A.  Sir  B. 

Qrey  June  6,  328 
Cholera  Precavtiont — Portt— Imperial  Coib- 

tributiom,  Jfc,  Qs.  Mr.  H.  8.  Foster,  Mr. 

Heneage,  Mr.  Q.  Bowles ;  As.  Sir  W.  Har- 

court,  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  June  6.  323 ;  Q. 

Mr.  H.  Foster;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 

June  16,  1073 ;  Qs.  Mr.  T.  Cbamberlayne, 

Mr.  H.  Foster ;  As.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 

Junel^,  1196;  Q.  Sir  G.  Baden-FoweU ; 

A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  June  20, 1479 
Copy  pies.  June  16,  1280 
Harrow  Itolation  Hotpital,  Q.  Mr.  Little  ; 

A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  June  S,  615 
Infeetioui    Diteate*,  Sanitary  Preeautieus 

againtt,  Q.Mr.  W.  Johnston;  A.  Mr.  H. 

H.  Fowler  June  13,  896 
KeJitington  Infirmary,  Firtf  to,  Qs.  Sir  F. 

Dixon-Hartland ;  As.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 

June  19.  1319 
Lambeth,  IneanUary  Area*    in,    Q.  Mr. 

Loogh  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  June  19,  1S8S 
Landlordt,  Rate  Paymentt  ky  (see  title 

Local  Taiaation) 
Lewieham  Fever  aotpital,  Q.  Mr.  F.  Frye ; 

A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  June  6,  198 
Local  Tarnation  (see  that  title) 
Metropolitan  Soepitai   Aoeommodation,  Q. 

Mr.  Cohen  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  June  8, 

607;  Q.  Mr.  Goschen ;   A.  Mr.  H.  H. 

Fowler  June  12,  794  ;  Q.  Mr.  Talbot ;  A. 

Mr.  H.H.  Fowler  June  19,  1SS6;  Q.  Mr. 

Cohen ;  A.  Mr.  E.  H.  Fowler  June  SS, 

1669 

ZTrban  Diitriett,  Division  of^  Q.  Mr.  Herbert 
Lewis ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Jime  18,  899 

LoaA  Government  Board 
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Local     Government     {Englaaui  and 
WaUt)  BUI 

Women  Magittratn,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Hoblunue ; 
A.  Mr.  H.^.  Fowler  J«fi0  B,  191 

Local  OoTemment  dreland)  Frovisional 
Order  BiUi 

OTo.  2) 
I.  Royal  Assent  J%M  9,  605 

(Ho.  3> 

I.  Bead  2*  June  13,  881  ;  June  19, 1310 

Com.,  Reported ;  Standing  Com.  negatiTed 

Read  8*,  and  passed  Ju7k$  38, 1633 
<Ho.  4) 

«.  Read3^  and  passed  June  i,  100 

i.  Bead  !■  Jkm  6, 180 
Read  2-  June  19,  1310 

Reports  from  Com.  of  Selection  JifM  30, 1161; 

Jun«  22,  1632 

(Ho.  5) 

a.  Read  3°,  and  passed  June  3, 100 
1.  Read  !•  ^itne  5, 180 
Read  2*  ./untf  13,  880 

Com. ;  Reported  ;  Standing  Com.  n^tired 

June  16,  1177 
Read  3%  and  passed  June  19, 1310 

(Ho.  6) 

«.  Read  2*,  and  committed  June  6,  MS 
Reported  JuM  15, 1166 
Bead  8*,  and  passed  June  19, 1876 

1.  Bead  1'  June  19, 1309 

(Ho.  7) 

e.  Read  2*>  .Tuntf  6,  402 
Reported  June  15,  1166 
Afl  amended,  Con.  June  16,  1276 
Read  3°,  and  passed  JtMW  19,  U87 

2.  Read  1*  June  20,  H60 

(Ho.  8) 

«.  Read  2*  ^tme  13,  980 
Reported  June  20,  1564 
Read  3",  and  paued  June  31,  1688 

I.  Read  1'  June  22, 1634 

(Ho.  9) 

«.  Reed  2"  Juno  9,  69S 
Reported  J»n«  16, 1277 
As  amended,  Con.  Jme  19, 14S7 
Bead  S",  and  passed  Jtma  20, 1664 

Z.  Bead  l*Jtm9  82, 1634 

Loeal  Oorenunont  Provisional  Order 
Bill* 

(Ho.D 

i.  Read  2-  June  12, 761 

Com. ;  Reported :  Standing  Com.  MgatiiBd 

Ju«u  13,  881 
Bekt  S-,  and  passed  Am  15, 1047 

{ooni,  . 
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13. 

2i<wai  Oovernment  ProvuiontU  Order  BUle— 

cent. 

(Ho.  2) 

I.  Com. ;    Amendts.    made ;   Standing  Com. 
negatived  June  16, 1177 
Amendtfl.  reported  June  19, 1810 
Bead  3*.  and  passed  June  20, 1460 
e.  Ixods  Amendts.  agreed  to  June  88,  1760, 
1864 

(Ho.  3) 
I.  Bead  2*  June  12,  761 

Com. ;  Standing  Com.  negatired  June  13,  681 
Read  3-,  and  passed  Jtme  15, 1047 

(Ho.D 

I.  Read  2*  June  12,  761 
Com. ;   Standing  Com.  negatived  Jutte  13, 
881 

Amendta.  reported  ■TvM  1^  1047 
Bead  3*,  and  passed  June  16, 1177 

0.  Lords  Amendts.  agreed  to  June  80,  1668 ; 

June  22,  1633 

(Ho.  6) 

1.  Read  2'  /km  12,  761 

Com.;  Standing  Com.  n^tlved  June  18, 
861 

AmeiultB.  reported  June  16,  1047 
Read  3',  and  passed  June  16, 1177 
e.  Lords  Amendts.  agreed  to  Jwu  20,  1563 ; 
June  22,  1633 

(Ho.  6) 

<T.  Reported  June  6,  403 

Read  3°,  and  pamed  June  7,  464 
I.  Read  1-  J^mii*  S,  492 

Read  2-  /um«  23, 1761 


(Ho.  7) 

0.  Reported  t^un«  21, 1628 

As  amended,  Con. ;    Read  3*,  and 
June  22,  1748 

1.  Read  1'  June  22, 1634 


(Ho.  8) 

«.  Reported  June  21, 1628 
As  amended.  Con. ;   Bead  3%  and  passed 
June  22, 1748 
2.  Bead  1>  Jane  22, 1634 

(Ho.  9) 

Read  2>  JifM  13,  761 

Com. ;  Standing  Com.  nwatived  Jwm  IS, 

881 

Amendta.  reported  June  16,  1047 
Bead  3>,  and  passed  June  16, 1178 

0.  Lords  Amendts.  agreed  to  Jtnu  30,  1668 ; 

June  38,  1688 

CHo.  10) 

e.  Reported  June  6,  403 
As  amended,  Oon.  June  7,  464 
Read  3f>,  and  passed  June  8,  604 

1.  Read  1*  June  9,  635 
Read  2>  /tM«  19, 1309 

Com. ;  Reported  ;  Standing  Com.  neeatived 
Jwte  20.  1469 
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Local  Govenmant  Provitional  Ordtr  Bill* — 

coat. 

(No.  U) 

c.  Reported  June  6,  403 

As  ameDtletl,  Con.  June  1,  464  . 

Bead  3%  and  passed  Juiu  8,  604 
J.  Bead  1'  June  9,  635 

B«ad  3*  Jwne  19. 1309 

C(»u.;  Beported;  Standing  Com.  n^tiTed 

JwuV),  1459 
Bead  3-,  and  paned/HM  33,  168S 

(No.  13) 

0.  Bead  2*  June  6, 402 

Reported  June  16, 1278 

As  amended,  Con.  Jvnu  19, 1427 

Read  3°,  and  passed  Jwne  20, 1564 

1.  Bead  1' ^HM  22, 1634 

aro.i4) 

e.  Read  2"  June  6,  403 
Reported  June  16, 1166 
Bead  3*,  and  passed  Jmu  16, 1876 

I.  Bead  1*  Jkm  19, 1309 

(Ho.  15) 

e.  Bead  2**  June  6, 40S 
Reported  June  15, 1165 
As  amended,  Con.  June  16,  1277 
Read  3°,  aud  passed  Jwu  19, 1427 

{.  Bead  1*  June  20, 1460 

(So.  16) 
C  Bead  2«>  Am  6, 408 


Local  CtoTenunent  Froriiioiial  Ordar 
(Poor  Law)  BiU 

e.  Select  Com.  nominated  June  6,  402 
Reportad  ^tMM  16,1166 
As  amended.  Con.  June  16, 1277 
Bead  3**,  and  passed  June  19,  IBll 

I.  Bead  I'  June  20, 1460 

Local  Taxation 

Zambeth,  Beavy  Sat»$  In,  Q.  lb.  Tkitlon ; 

A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Jwu  23,  1667 
Landlords,  Rate  Paj/menti  by,  Q.  Mr.  8. 

Leighton ;  A.  Ur.  H.  H.  Fowler  Jnm  6, 

181 

LocKwooD,  Lt.-C!oloiiel  £9$n, 

Epping 

Count;  Conrt  Judgeships— Yacaadea,  118S 

Essex,  Crime  in,  1469 
GoTemmentof  Ireland  BQl,  Com.  77 
Virisectlon,  646 

LocEWOOD,  Mr.  F.,  York 
Shipping  FederaUcm,  1328 


Beported  JW 16, 1166 
As  amended.  Con. , 


June  16, 1377 
Read  3%  and  passed  June  19, 1437 
I.  Bead  1*  Jyms  23, 1460 

(ITo.  17) 

0.  SR.;  Debate  adjourned /km  6,  498 
Bead  2^  JW  9,  698 

Reported  Jwu  16, 1277 

As  amended,  Con.;  Bead  8°,  and  paned 

June  22,  1636,  1748 

1,  Read  1'  June  32, 1686 

Local  Oovenunent  FroTiaonal  Order 
(Housing  of  the  Working  ClaiMs) 
BiU 

I.  Bead  2*  June  12, 761 
Com. ;  Standing  Onn.  nagatiTed  Jm»  18, 

881 

Bead  8*,  and  paaied  Jmu  16, 1047 

Local  GoTemment  FroTifiottal  Order 
CHoiuing  of  the  Woridag  OlaeMO 
(Ho.  2)  BUI 

e.  Bead  2"  June  6.  403 

Beporte.1  June  16, 1166 

amended,  C(Hl  /mm  16, 1377 

Bead  3%  and  passed  Junu  19, 1437 
I.  Bead  I-  June  20, 1460 


LeUetter,  Hat- 


LooAKf  Mr.  J. 

borough 

Agricaltnial  Holdings  Acta,  46 
Agrictiltural  Holdii^  (Amendmant  of  Law), 
Bm.  697,  701 

London  (see  Metropolii) 

London  and  North  Western  AaalwaT 
BiU 

I.  Report  from  Com.  of  Selection  June  90,  1461 

London  OonntjOoiuunl  (Oan«ralPowtn) 
BiU 

Tkemae  Comerwuuy  Board  (pee  ibat  title) 

London,  Deptford,  and  Qtnuad^Tnm- 
ways  BiU 

e.  Con.  ;     Further    Fiooeedingi  adjaunad 
June  22,  1636 
As  amended,  further  Oon. ;  Bead  t*,  and 
passed  June  23, 1763 

London  ( Equalitatum  of  Rale*)  BiU 

Q.  Mr.  Whitmore;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Foiriir 
Jung  5,  207 

London  ^bnproTementi  BiU 

c  Beported  from  Select  Com.  June  13, 980 

London  COpen  Spaces)  Bill 
I.  Betomed  from  the  Conmumi  with  Anandli, 
agiead  to  Aw  18, 880 

LoNDOiTDEBitT,  Marqwet  <tf 
Limerick,  Crime  in,  14  ^  i 
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Long,  Mr.  W.  H.»  Liverpool^  fVe»t 
Derby 

Local  Qoverament  ProTisIoiial  Order  CSo.  17) 
BUI,  2R.  601 

Police  and  SaQitary  B^lationa  BIUb,  Re- 
port from  Select  Com.  740 

Bwiae  Fever,  Res.  1199,  1500,  IBOl 

VacciiiBtlon— Interim  Report,  SIS 

Lord  Ch^hobllob — ^Lord  Hbbschell 


LoTBiAN,  Marquess  of 

Kdacation    (Scotland),    Motion    for  an 
Addren,  480,  481 

LouoH,  Mr.  T.,  lalinffton^  W, 

Fishing  in  the  Thames^  1382 
OoTemment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.  817 
Lambeth,  Inaanitar;  Areas  la,  18S2 
Hiddlesez  Ma^stracj,  1381 
Woolwich  Arsenal,  EHsmissals  from,  1670 

LowTHER,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Cumberland^  Pen- 
rith 

Seal  Fishery  (North  Pacific)  Bill,  2B.  1414 
United  States,  Treaty  of  Arhitration  with, 
Res.  1269,  1260,  1264 

LoTTTHER,  Right  Hon.  James,  Kent^ 
Thanet 

Admiralty  Cimtracts,  I6K8 
Glare  Isluid,  Crime  in,  37 
Educational  Censuses,  772 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 

234, 286,  416,  669.  6S1,  683 ;  CI.  IV.  1696 
Government  of  Ir^and  [Payments])  Com. 

1747 

Lubbock,  Right  Hod.  Sir  J.,  London 
University 

fiarly  Closing  Bill.  2R.  866 

Gtovumment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 

666,  596,  676.  682,  688.  689,  692.  693,  797, 

799, 820  ;  CI.  IV.  934 
Boyal  Wedding— National  Holiday,  793 
United  States.  Treaty  of  Arbitiatitm  with, 

Ret.  1246 

iMtaey  Ordert 

a  Mr.  B.  Roberts ;  A.  Mr.  Asqoith  July  8, 
624  ;  Q.  Mr.  B.  Roberts  ;  A.  Sir  0.  BnsseU 
June  20,  14S3 

Mi-CABTNET,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Antrintj  S. 

American  Mails,  Route  and  Conveyance  of, 

682,  787,  1066 
Qovemment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com,,  CI.  III. 

86,  676,  677,  680,  683,  664.  686,  697,  864  ; 

CI.  IV.  967,  958,  969,  976,  994.  1002, 

1140,  1216,  1709 
Ireland 

Clare  Island,  Crime  In,  87 

Oalway— Oatrage  on  an  Ass,  785 

Insolvent  Poor  Law  Unions,  660 

"  Morphy  «.  Hnghes,"  1677 

Police  Dnties,  S84 
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Macabtnbt,  Mr.  W.  S.—eo*t. 

"  RoQse  Te  Ulster"  and  the  Military  Bands, 

1193 

Sligo,  Lord  Lieutenant  in,  1680 
Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 
Bill,  8B.401,  402 

Maodona,  Mr.  J.  C,  Sauthtcark^Boiher' 
hithe 

Walsh,  Rev.  J.  F.  B.,  Attaok  on,  199 

Maodonald,  Mr.  J.  A.  M.,  Tower  Bam- 
let*,  Boto 
Telegraph  Clerb— Meetii^   Oatslde  Post 

Office  Buildings.  1478 

Macparlane,  Mr.  D.  H.,  Argyll 
Business  <tf  Uie  Honse— Twelve  o'Olock  Bute, 
1360 

Customs  House  and  Samples  Post,  1067 
Government  of   Ireland  Bill,  587 ;  Com., 

CI.  III.  77;  CI.  IV.  941,  963,  1636,  1738 
H.M.8.  "  Viotoria,"  Loss  of,  178« 
India 

Home  Charges,  1196 

Rupee,  Depreciation  of,  1368 
Members'  Letters,  Franking,  1841 
Scotland 

Ballachulish  Pier,  886, 1320 

Boundary  Commission,  1778 

Clyde  Dredgings,  776.  1063 

Guarantees  for  New  Telegraph  Offices,1184 

Oban  Postal  Arrangements,  1060 

Macgreqor,  Dr.  D.,  Invemets-shire 
Army  Medical  Officers'  GrievanceSf790 
Deer  Forests  In  Highlands,  1345 
Goveroment  of  Ireland  Bill,  1349  ;  Com.  69S^ 
698 

Highlands  and  Islands  Commission,  48 
Members'  Letters,  Franking,  1840 
Millbank  Prison  Site,  898 
Taodnation— Blood  Poisoning,  819 

Macnaghten,  Lord 
Statutory  Rules  Procedure  Bill.  2B.  1680 
Weights  and  Measnres  Bill,  2B.  465 

Mac  Neill,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.,  Donegal^  S. 
Indian  Pensions  to  Europeans — Mr.  Wllmott. 

1777 
Ireland 

Dispensary  Doctors,  1048 

Killybegs  Harbour  and  Railway.  647 
Questioiu  Based  on  Newspaper  Reports,  652 

M'Cabtan,  Mr.  M.»  Dowttt  S. 
Irish  Dispensary  Doctors,  186, 187 

M*HnaH,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Leitrim^  N, 

Bovcottittg  In  Bligo,  680 
Barly  Closing  Bill,  SB.  867 

MoLaben,  Mr.  W.  S.  B.,  Chethire, 

Crewe 

Weaver  Navigation  Bill,  Instruction  to  Com. 
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Kadru  and  Bombay  Aimiei  Bill 
I.  Bead  3*.  and  paand  JWm  2.4 

Magittracy  (see  Law  atut  Justice  and 
Police) 


Malta 

hooti 

Mr.  i.  AobertMH  J«m  20, 1473 


Shooting  of  P.  Barr^  Q.  Mr.  M.  Healy  ;  A. 


MARJORIBANKS,  Right  Hon.  E. 
(Secretary  to  the  Treasury),  Berwick- 
shire 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill 

Printing  the  3rd  Clause  as  amended,  980 
Government  of  Ireland  [Payments],  Com. 

1747 

ImproTement  of  Land  (Rcotland)  BUI,  2B. 
1278 

Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 

Bill,  SR.  402 
Statutory  Roles  Procedure  Bill,  Com.  60S 

Marriage  Licences — Mr,  C,  SutintotCs 
Q.  Mr.  PerkB  ;  A.  Ur.  Asquith  Jum  13,  768 

Harried  Women's  Property  Act  (18B2) 
Amendment  Bill 

o.  Con.  in  Com.,  B.P.  June  14, 1040 

Uabtin,  Mr.  R.  B«  Worcester,  Droit- 
wieh 

Qorernment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 
692,  810,  829 

Mather,  Mr.  W,,  Lancashire,  S.E^ 
Gorton 

Gorenunent  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 
670 

Matthews,  Right  Hon.  H.,  Birming- 
ham,  E. 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 
241,  243,  483;  CI.  IV.  941,  1014,  1016, 
1108, 1228, 1867, 1868 

Mauritius  and  Zanzibar,  Telegraphic 
Communication  between 
Q.  Mr.  Caine ;  A.  Ml.  G.  Bosaell  Jitns  22, 
1649 

Maxwell,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Dumfries'shire 
Scotland — Secondary  Education,  690 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  £.,  Wigton 
Improvement  of  Land  (Scotland)  Bill,  2B. 
980 

Outdoor  Relief  (Friendly  Societies)  Bill, 
Com.  1039 

Prison  (Officers'  Superannuation)  (No.  2) 

Bill,  Com.  99 
ScotLukd,  GktTemment  of,  Bes.  1636,  1SS7, 

1888, 1839,  1861 


Mato,  Earl  of 

limerick,  Kenr,  and  Clare  Counties,  Crime 
ln,S8 

Meath,  Earl  of 
Red  Sea  Lights,  605 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill, 
Com.  748 

Mediterranean  Fleet — Loss  of  H.M.S. 
"  Victoria**  (see  Navg—Ships) 

MELLOR,  Riqht  Hox.  J.  W.  (Chair- 
man of  Committees  and  Ways  and 
MeaoB),  Yorky  W.R.,  Sowerbg 

Privilege— Mr.    J.   Chamberlain    and  the 

".ftti/y  jVeun,"  216 

(Rulings  as  Chairman  of  Committees) 

Chimney  Sweepers  Bill,  Com.  1747 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 
68,  72,  90,  91,  94,  96,  97,  230,  235,  2«, 
258,  urn,  273,  336,  337,  399,  433,  ««, 
543,  563,  572,  580,  595,  586,  687,  589, 
698,  6fi9,  693,  821,  830,  908,  913,  915, 
920.  921 ;  CI.  IV.  922,  930. 951,  977,  9»«. 
1010,  1011,  1030, 1031,  1033,  1095.  1096, 
1113,  1119,  1120,  1198,  1377,  1386,  1535, 
1536,  1645,  1546,  1549,  1550,  1654. 1565, 
1667,  1686, 1783, 1788,  1746, 1797, 17M 
Industrial  and  Provident  Societies  BiU, 
Com.  1424 

Outdoor  Belief  (Friendly  Societies)  BiU, 
Com.  1040 

Merchant  Shipping 

Employer!'   Liahiltty   ^Sh  ippiny  Iniemti 

Abroad),  Return  pres.  June  16,  1279 
Sorteftaih  for  tks  Continent,  Qs.  Colonel  E. 

Tinoent,  Ur.   Stoart-Wortley ;  As.  Mr. 

Mnndella  June  8,  518 
Indian  Shipping  Rtgulationt,  Q.  Mr.  Foio 

wood  ;  A.  Mr.  O.  Russell  June  8,  519 ;  Q. 

Mr.  Cayzer ;  A.  Mi.  G.  Bnasell  Jwis  13, 

766  ;  Q.  Mr.  Forwood ;  A.  Ur.  (}.  BnsBdl 

June  22, 1666 
Lighthouie*    and    L^eboatt    (jse  those 

titles) 

Mutiny  ttfLatoar  Firemen  at  JUkury  Deeht, 
Q.  Mr.  Caine ;  A.  Ur.  Asqaith  June  1% 
784 

Pauenger  Tra0ic  in  the  English  Channel,  Q. 

Colonel  H.  Tlncenti  A.  Mr.  Unndells 

June  6, 184 
Red  Sea  Light*,  Q.,  Obs.  Earl  of  Ueath, 

Lord   Sudeley,  Lord  Playfair   June  9, 

605 

Shipping  Federation,  Legality  of,  Qs.  Mr. 
Lockwood,  Mr.  Bucknill ;  As.  Ur.  Mnn- 
della June  19, 1328 

Meteorological  Office — Storm  Warnings 
Q.,  Obs.  Earl  of  StiaftoKL  Lord  KentsngtoB, 


Lord  Bibbtesdale 
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Metropolis 
BakehoHte;  V<ndergreund,  Q.  Mr.  E.  H. 
Bayley ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  J%M  16, 

1067 

CtnuUy  CouMilt  {tee  that  ti^} 
Hif4e  Park 
Motten  Roto  Crotaingt,   Q.,  Obs.  Lord 

Lamington,  Earl  of  Chesterfleld  June  9, 

629 

Volunteeri,  ItupectUm  of  (tee  title  Abut) 
I^fectwut  D'ueaiet  (see  title  Metropolitan 

Atulumt  Hoard) 
Local  Taxation  (tee  that  title) 
MUUant  HxhibUioH  Site,  Q.  Mr.  Whitmore  ; 

A,  Ur.  Woodall  June  13,  776 
MUtbank  Priton  Site  (tee  that  title) 
Thamet  Coatervaaey  Soard  (tee  that  title) 

Metropolitan  Asylums  Board 

In/eetimt  Diteaeet — Hotpital  Aecommoia- 

tien  in  the  Metropolie,  Q.  Mr.  Cohen  ;  A. 

Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  June  8,  507 ;  Q.  Mr. 

Goachen  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  June  12, 

794  ;  Q.  Mr.  Talbot;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 

June  19,  1336 ;  Q.  Mr.  Cohen ;  A.  Mr.  H. 

H.  Fowler /»R0  83, 1669 
Z>eu)UAam  Fever  Hotpital,  Q.  Mr.  F.  Fiye ; 

A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  June  S,  19S 

Xetropolitan    Commoiu  Troriiioiial 
Order  (Banstead)  Bill 

J.  Amendts.  reported  June  2,  34 
Bead  3*f  aad  passedi^Kiw  6, 179 

MetropoHtan  ConunonsFroTiiioBal  Order 

(Orpington)  Bill 

I.  BoTal  Assent  June  9,  606 

Xetoopolitan  Oater  Circle  Bidlway  (Sx- 

tennOBofTim6)BiU 
I.  Report  from  Com.  of  Selection  June  SO,  1461 

Metropolitan  Foliee  Froviiional  Order 
BiU 

0.  Bead  2<  June  2, 101 

Midwives'  Registration 
Select  Com.  ordered  Jun«  6,  404 
Com.  nominated  June  16,  1278 

IClitary  Landi  (FroTifional  Ordwe)  BiU 

1,  Boyal  Assent  June  9,  606 

Millbank  Prison  Site 

Q.  Mr.  Burdett-Coattfi ;  A.  Mr.  S.  Lefevre 
June  8,  634  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Staart-Wortley,  Sir 
J.  Cbrat,  Mr.  Hanbury,  Mr.  Darling ;  As. 
Mr.  8.  Lefevre,  Sir  W.  Haroonrt  June  12, 
777  ;  Qa.  Mr.  Sarliog.  Mr.  Bnrdett-Coiitta, 
Sr.  Macgregor :  As.  Sir  W.  H&rconrt,  Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre  June  18, 896 

HlLNER,  Sir  F.  G.,  NottSy  Bassetlaw 

St.  Giles's  Cemetery,  Camberwell,  624 
'  Stationeijr  Office  and  BngliBh  Inventions, 
623 
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MiHCH,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Kildare^  S, 
Monasterenan  Bailway  Station,  1062 

Mines 

Boy  Labour  in.  Coal  Mine*,  Q.  Mr.  A.  0. 

Morton;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  June  2,  44 
Laneathire  Minere'  Federation  ~Mr. Glover' t 

dreular,  Qs.  Baron  H.  de  Worms,  Mr, 

Lwh  ;  As.  Mr.  Asquith  June  22,  1644 
Newhattle  Colliery  Accidentt.  Q.  Mr.  A.  O. 

Morton;  A.  Mi.  J.  B.  Balfour  June  20, 

1473 

Mines  {Eight  Hours)  Bill 
Q.  Mr.  D.  Thomas ;  A.  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone 
June  9,  637 

Inning  B<malties 
Pretton   Orange  Colliery   and  FireMeh 
WorlUf  Eatt  Loth  ian,  Q.  Mr.  A.  0.  Morton ; 
A.  Sir  W.  Harcoart  June  6,  323 

MoNKSWELL,  Lord 
Barbed  Wire  Fences  Bill,  Beportof  Amendtn 

1166 

Places  of  Worship  (Sites)  Bill,  Oom.  1448, 
1461 

Beformatory  Schools  Acts  Amendment  Bill, 
3B.  130S 

Montagu,  Hon.  J.  Scott,  Bants,  New 

Forest 
Arm;  Tents,  47 

Montagu,  Mr.   S.,  Tower  Hamlets, 

Whitechapel 
Castom  Hoose  Employft,  1318 

MORLEY,  Earl  of  (Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees) 

Places  of  Worship  (Sites)  Bill,  SB.  638 ;  Com. 
1433,  1434.  2437 

MOBLEY,  Bight  Hon.  Arnold 
(Posbnaster  General),  NotHngham, 
E. 

Amoican  Mails,  Conveyance  and  Boate  dL 

638.  786,  1066, 1481,  1664 
Australia  and  Canada,  New  Mail  Berrlos 

between,  1771 
China  and  Japan  Ma  lls,  1782 
Colonial  Newspaperd,  1316 
Devonport  Street  Letter  Boxes,  Contract 

lor  Painting,  1179 
Express  Letter  Deliveries,  1314 
Irdand 

Kingstown  and  Holyhead  Mall  Contract, 

1062 

Savings  Banks  Deposits,  1483 

Skibbereen  Arrangements,  1669 
Liverpool  Poet  Office,  766,  1670 
Members  oE  Parliament — ^Letters,  FianUng, 

1191,  1193, 1840 
Money  Oiden— Handat-Carte  System,  764 
Ocean  Penny  l\)stage,887 
Fort  Bledxio  Systcun  of  Transpoitationt 

H68 
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MOBLBT,  Right  Hon.  Arnold— cwt^. 

Post  Office  Expenditure— Returni,  1672 
Postcards — Adhesive  Labels,  775 
Postmen  and  the  Boyal  Marriage,  1069 
Re-directed  Postal  Matter,  793,  890,  131S, 
1776 

Boral  Postmen's  Journeys,  1651 
Sootlfmd 

Bdinbuivh  Telwnpb  Office  Tromotioiu, 
1774 

Onar&ntees  for  New  Telegraph  Offices,  1184 

Oban  Poet  ArtangeDWiits,  1060 
Telegraphs 

Bradford  FaciUties,  1779 

Central  Office.  321,  765 

Emvlo]fit  Meetings   Outside  Post  Office 
Buildings,  1478 

Press  Telegrams,  1316 
Telephone  Companies,  764 
Unstamped  and  Insufficiently  Paid  Letters, 

886 

Morte^f  Right  Hon.  Arnold 

Eatt  NottiMham  Election — Charget  againtt 
Mr.  A.  Morley,  Qa.,  Obs.  Mr.  K.  Hardie, 
Hr.  Asqnith,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
Ht.  Speaker,  Mr.  Darling  June  6,  329  ;  Q. 
Ur.  Darling  :  A.  Hr.  A.  Horley  June  18, 
906 

MOBLEY,  Right  Hon.  John  (Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland),  Neweattle- 
upon-  Tjftte 
Agiicultoial  Deprassion  Inquiry,  OSS,  656, 
981 

Ooremment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  HI. 
62,  63,  237,  239,  250,  254,  255,  256,  257, 
268,  282,  283,  3S7,  338,  348,  362,  406, 
407.  409,  428.  432,  439,  442,  676,  677, 
678,  581,  582,  583,  590,  595,  597,  698, 
669,  837,  838 ;  CI.  IV.  932,  986,  937, 
949,  952,  964,  968,  960,  961,  976,  977, 
978,  1011.  1023,  1024,  1027,  1028,  1080, 
1238,  1234,  1542,  1672,  1636, 1713,  1716, 
1716,  1731,  1786,  1737, 1790,  1796,  1796, 
1797,  1830, 1821, 1827 

Ireland 

Belfast  Labour  Disturbance,  781 

Belfast,  West — Electioneering  Tactics — 

"  Bams  V. '  BclfaM  Beening  TeUgrmth,^ " 

Am  9.  661, 1183 
Canteens  and  the  Sunday  Closing  Act, 

186 

Carogh  Orphanage,  900,  1190 

Clare,  Kerry,   and   Limerick  Counties, 

Crimes  and  Outrages  in,  190,  199,  526, 

899, 1191. 1666, 1656 
Clare  County — Nationalists'  Meetings, 

1671 

Clare  Island,  State  of,  36,  37,  210 

Cork  and  Skibbereen  Railway,  1481 

Dispensary  Doctors,  186,  1049 

Dublin  Charitable  Funda,  206 

Education 
Flagtown  National  School,  322 
Gortaveba  National  School,  323 
Intermediate  Education,  622, 1836 
Junior  and   Prepaiatory    Grade  Pro- 
grammes, 1062 
Etiescarbery  National  School,  National 
Federation  Meeting  hi,  194 

[wilt. 


MoBLBT,  Right  Hon.  John— 

Evicted  Tenants,  1770,  1771 
Fermanagh — Boycotting,  1070 
Fisheries-— Madierel  and  Heiring  Inqniiy, 

1678, 1678 
Oalway — Outrage  on  an  Ass,  786 
Innishannon  Poor  Law  Election,  1466 
Insolvent  Poor  Law  Unioni,  326, 387, 650 
Land  Qrabbing— Limerick  Hi^isttate,  BS, 

194,  773,  1182,  1473 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 

Bntler,  Thomas— Police  Pensioner,  IIH, 
1848 

"  Castletown  v.  Moyhm,"  1467 

Clare,  Crimes  and  OoUageB  in  (<m  sob' 

heading  Clare) 
Clare  and  Limerick  Juries,  196 
Cochrane,  Dr.,  Warrant  against,  1064 
Cork,  East— Extra  Police,  664 
Davidson,  William,  Case  of,  1186,  1167 
Dromore   Disturbances  ProsecQtioiis— 

Rev.  Mr.  Kelly  and  others,  196 
Fanell,  Patrick,  Case  of,  1466 
Judge  Kelly  and  the  State  of  Olaie,  1191, 

1664,  1665 
"  Kelly  V.  Rattmy,"  41,  199 
Leitrim  County,  Dnlawfol  AnemUyiiv 

1065 

"  Unrphy  v.  Hughes  "— Jw^  Oil's  Be- 

marks,  1676 
Police  Arms,  187 
Police  Duties,  634 
Police  Electors!  Disabilities,  648 
Police  Equipment,  205 
Police  Wearing  Beards,  39 
Boyal  Irish  (>}nstabnlax7  Fone  Fod^ 

89  1344 
Leitrim,  Moonlighting  in,  894 
Leitrim    Parliamentiuy   Register,  78<^ 
1179 

Local  R^stratlon  of   Titles  —  OomQ 

Mayo.  1181 
Magistracy 

Beresford,  Mr.,  R.M.,  39 

Clark-Kennedy,  Captain,  and  &ul  of 
Ranfarly,  1479 

Clune,  Mr.— Land  Grabbing,  63,  IN, 
773,  1182,  1473 
Moloney,  Mr.  W.,  Shooting  of,  63 
Registration  Act,  1336 
Ruaa— Shooting  Outrage  1661 
Bcariff  River,  1770 
Sligo 

Boycotting  in,  530,  681 
Lord  Lieutenant's  Visit  to,  1680 
Union  Jack,  49, 189 

Morris,  Lord 
Nullum  Tempos  (Ireland)  Act  (1S76)  Ameod- 
ment  Bill,  Pres.  1463 

Morton,  Mr.  A.  C,  Peterborough 

Charity   Commissioners   (Inquiries)  Bill, 

Intro.  10] 
Coal  Mines,  Boy  Labour  in,  44 
India— Mrs.  Saunders's  Memwial,  1650 
London,  Deptford,  and  Qreenwidi  Tnuninjri 

Bill,  Con.  1636,  1762.  1766,  1768 
Newfonndland    Ijobatier    Facttoiei  —  lb 

Hayes's  Claims,  316 
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HOBTOH,  Mr.  A.  C.—cont. 

Re-directed  Postal  Matter,  792,  890 

llarriage,  791,  905 
Scotland 

Govemment  of,  Res.  1858 

Kewbattle  Colliery  Accidenta,  147S 

FOTtmahomack  Harbour,  318 

TieBton  firai^  Colliery  and  Firebrick 

Worka,  Bast  Lothian,  328 
Steam  Trawlers— Protection  of  Fiahermen, 
S26 
Supply,  1349 

MowBRAT,  Mr.  B.  G.  JUtneaahire^ 
Prestwich 

Oovemmeot  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.  1091 
New  Zealand  Goremment  Taxes,  1669 

Mowbray,  Right  Hon.    Sir  J.  R., 
Oxford  University 

Selection    Standing  Commlttaea — Reports, 

101, 102,  403 


N   1  8  9  3}  [Hav 

IS. 

Hnnicipal    GorporationB  Act  (1882) 

Amendment  Bill 
I.  Boyal  Assent  June  9,  605 

McNTZ,  Mr.   P.  A.,  fVarwickshire^ 
Tamworth 
Admiralty  Contracts,  1658 
Agricoltiuat  Holdings  Acts,  45 
Zjocal  Govemment  Provisional  Order  (Na  17) 
Bill,  2B.  499 

MoKRAY,  Mr.  A.  G.,  Butethire 

GoTemment  nf  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  IV. 

1385 
Scotland 

Axran,  Threatened  Bvictions  in,  198 
OoTemmentot,  Res.  1863, 1864 

Naoroji,  Mr.  D.,  Finsbury^  Central 

India 

Civil  Service  ExamlnatioDs,  Res.  Ill, 
139 

Public  Works  Bzpendltnre,  1768 


MUNDELLA,  Right  Hok.  A.  J.(Pre8i- 
dentof  the  Board  of  Trade),  Sheffield, 
Brightside 
Agricultural  Labour  Market,  1648 
English  Channel,  Passenger  Traffic  in,  184 
Food  Prices  at  Home  and  Abroad,  506 
Govemment  ot  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI*  III. 

596,  664,  834,  836 
HorseSesh  for  the  Continent,  619 
Ireland 

Cork  and  Skibbereen  Railway  Service, 
16S1 

Dublin,  Wicklow,  and  Weiford  Railway, 
1769 

Galway  County — Railway    Station  at 

Carromana,  891 
Lights  Board,  1327,  1328 
liighthoose    Illaminants  —  Bxperiments, 

1342 

Monasterenan  Railway  Station,  1063 

Nenagh  Train  Service,  650 

Railway  Bates,  772,  1663 

Tralee  and  Dingle  Railway,  769,  1678 
*'  Labour  Gaxette,"  316, 1316, 1648 
Lighthonses— Sombrero  Bavolving  Light, 

628 

London,  Deptford,  and  Greenwich  Tramways 

Bill,  Con.  1764,  1765,  1766 
One  Day's  Wage  Barnings,  1677 
Patent  Fees,  1647 
Railways 

Private  Wagons,  504 

Rates,  192, 1333 
Scotland 

Ballacbulish  Pier,  886,  1321 

Clyde  Dredgings,  776, 1063,  1064 
Shipping  Federation,  1328,  1331 
Thames  Conservancy  Board,  1318 
Watch  Trade  and  the  Merchandise  Ifarks 

Act,  1319 

Weaver   Navigation  Bill — Inatmotions  to 

Com.  637,  639 
Whips,  ForeigD,  786 


National  Flags 

Seyal  St<mdard,  Qs.  Mr.  Theobald  ;  As.  Mr. 
W.  B.  Gladstone  June  8,  539  ;  Jvne  12, 
794 

Union  Jack,  Q.  Mr.  Theobald ;    A.  Mr. 
Asquith  June  8,  528 
(Befer  also  to  title  Iraland'y 

National  Holiday  and  the  Royal  Wed- 
ding (see  Royal  Wedding) 

NAVY 

First  Lord  ot  the  Admiralty— Barl  Spbhobb 
Civil  Lord— Mr.  E.  Bobbbtson 
Secretary— Sir  TT.  Kat-Shuttlewobth 

Attttralia  and  Canada,  Steamthip  Service 
between — -Admiralty  Cruiter  Subvcntioni, 
Qi.  Mr.  Hc^n ;  As.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle- 
worth  Juiu  5,  182  ;  Q.  Mr.  Hc^an  ;  A.  Mr. 
A.  Morley  June  23,  1771 
Boyi  Training  Shipifor  /reJaW,  Q. Captain 
Donelan  ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shattlewortii 
June  2,  46  ;  Qs,  Captain  Donelan,  Mr. 
Flynn ;  As.   Sir  U.  Kay-Shnttleworth 
June  19,  1336 
JBrowndown   Rifle    Meeting,  Q.  Admiral 
Field ;    A.    Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
June  15,  1050 
Contracts— Foreign  Firmt,  Qa.  Colonel  H. 
Vincent,  Mr.  J.  Lowther,  Mr.  Uontz,  Mr. 
Jacks;  As.   Sir  TT.  Kay-Shnttleworth 
June  22,  1652 
Dockyards 
Ciaatijication,  Q.  Mr.  Koatchbull-Hugea- 
sen  ;  A.  Mr.  E.  Robertson  June  6.  193  ;  Q. 
Mr.  KnatchbuU-Hogessen ;  A.  Mr.  B. 
Robertson  June  8,  518  ;  Qa.  Mr.  Forwood, 
Mr.  Kearley,  Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  As.  Sir  U. 
Kay-Shuttleworth  June  12,  769  f  Qs.  Mr. 
Forwood,  Mr.  Kearley,  Mr.  W.  Alhin; 
As.  Sir  U.  Kay-ShuttleTrorth  Jjmb  20, 
1*62  Digitized  by  LiOOQle 
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JTA  rr— oont. 

Deptford  Victualling  Yard — Suicide  of 
JSdward  Pluck— Cunt raet  Work,  ^e.,  Qi, 
Mr.  K.  Hardie  ;  Aa.  Hr.  E,  Bobertton 
June  IS,  892,  893  ;  Q.  Ur.  K.  Hudie ;  A. 
Sir  W.  Harcourt  June  13,  903 
Motion,  for  Adjournment  of  tke  Houee 

June  13,  907 
Qs.  Mr.  J.  BumB,  Mr.  Darling;  A§. 
Mr.  E.  KobertBOD  Juiu  20, 1483 
J)emnpoH—II.X.S.    Bmutventure"  (see 
Bub-heailing  Shipt) 

Sngine-roovi  Jtatingi,  Q.  Mr.  Penn  ;  A.  Sir 
■  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  June  23,  1T«9 
B^ineera—Promotiont,  Q.  Mr.  Taylor;  A. 
•  Sir  C  Kay-ShutUewortb  June  8,  522 
Gibraltar  Dock.  Res.  (Vitconnt  Sidmonth) 

JwM  6, 486 
Oreenwich  Age  Peruiant,  Qs.  Mr.  KnatchbuII- 
Hugeesen ;  As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  June  6, 
326;  Jvne  12,  773  ;  Qa.  Mr.  Kearley,  Mr. 
Knatchbull-Hugeasen ;  As.  Sir  W.  Har- 
court June  16,  1070 ;  June  16,  1198  ;  Q. 
Mr.  Kearley  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  Jvne  19. 
1846  * 

GreenwieA  Hotjtital  and  Travert*  Founda- 
tion, Paper  pres.  Jvne  16,  1280 
J>yAam  Coaling  Arrangementt,  Q.  Mr.  For- 

wood  ;  A.  Mr.  E.  Robertson  June  6,  319 
Keykam  Torpedo  Tube  Shop,  Overtime  in, 

Qb.  Mr.  W.  Allan,  Mr.  J.  Bnnu ;  Aa.  Hr. 

B.  Robertson  June  20. 1473 
Lovoettoft  I*ieheriet  and  OHand  Tratolert— 

Admiralty  Soate,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Foster ;  A. 

Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Jwu  23,  1777 
Malta— Shooting  of  P.  Barry,  Q.  Mr.  M. 

Healy ;  A.  Mr.  £.  Robertson  June  20, 

1472 

Mediterranean  Fleet—Iiott  of  the  Victoria" 

(aae  ■aVbeading  SMpe") 
Him  Rationt,  Q.  Mr.  Caine ;  A.  Sir  U.  Eay- 

Shuttleworth  June  22,  1662 
Jhunan  War  Ships  in  the  Slach  Sea,  Q.  Sir 

B.  Aahmead-Bartlett ;  A.  Sir  IT.  Kay- 

Bhottleworth  June  2,  46 

Ships,  H.M. 

"  Bonaventure,"  Cott  of,  Qs.  Mr.  Hanbnry, 
Mr.  Gourley;  As.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle- 
worth Jvne  22,  1660 

«fiorw*"  at  Callao,  Q.  Sir  M.  Stewart: 
A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttl«worth  June  12, 
781  ' 

"Hood,"  a  Mr.  Hanbnry  j  A.  Bir  TJ.  Kay- 

Btauttleworth  June  18,  888 
New  Battle  Shipt,  Q.  Lord  Q.  Hamilton ; 

A.  Sir  U.  Eay-Shattlsworth  June  IS, 

767 

Saie  of  Veiteli,  Ttndere  for,  Qi.  Mr.  W. 
Allan,  Mr.  Banbury,  Mr.  Forwood  ;  As. 
Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  June  12,  770  ; 
Q.  Mr.  Hanbury ;  A-  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle- 
worth Jvme  15,  1052 

«  Victoria:'  Loe»  <if,  Q..  Obs.  Marquess  of 
Baliibury,  Earl  Spencer  Jvm  23, 1749  : 
Qs.  and  Oba.  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Lord 
G.  Hamilton,  Mr.  Kearley,  Mr.  Hac- 
farlane,  Sir  E,  J,  Reed,  Sir  TJ.  Kay- 
Sbuttleworth,  Mr.  Goschen,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Busselt,  Mr.  G.  Bowles  Jwne  23,  1783 
StatemejU,  by  the  Lord  Chamberlain 
/WW  33,  1760 


NA  FT— 5*tp«— cont. 

"  Vi^ory  "—Rum  Batione,  Q.  Mr.  Gaioe; 
A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Jume  22, 
1662 

Trineomalee  Port,  Q.  Mr.  Schwann ;  A.  Sir 
U.  Kay-Shnttleworth  Jmu  6, 188 

Natlor-Letland,  Captain  H.  Cd- 
chetter 

Anny  Estimates,  1479 

Clare  County,   Nationalist  Meetinga  Iil 

1671 

Colchester  Camp.  1312 
Easez,  Crime  in,  1469 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  XV. 

1697 

Shooting  Outrage  at  Buan,  1660 

New  Forttt^   Verderen  off  and  tJu 
Crown  Land*  Bill 
Q.  Mr.  Jackson;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbart 
June  23, 1648 

Few  lioencei  (Ireland)  Bill 

e.  Com.  in  Com.,  B.P.  June  16, 1273 

New  Zealand 

Cook   Islande,  Motion  (Barl  of  OnBlov) 

June  9,  609 
Government  Teueety  Q.  Mr.  Movbti^ ;  A.  lb. 

8.  Buxton  June  83, 1669 

Newdioate,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Warvnekthtn^ 
Nuneaton 
CoventiT  Industrial  School,  649 
Watch  Trade  and  the  Merchandise  Mukl 

Act,  1318 

Newfoundland  Lobster  Factoriet 
Mr.  Sayee't  Claim.  Q.  Mr.  A.C.  Morton; A. 
Mr.  S.  Buxton  Jwne  6,  316 

Newtpapert 
<•  DaUy  NewB"—Mr.  ChamJteriain  and  tit 
Oovemment  tf  ItAauA  .002— QneatfM  of 
FriTUege  June  6, 311 

Ai/e  Corvie  Labour  {see  £otpt) 

KToLAN,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Gahoayt  N. 
GoTenuneut  of  Ireland  Sill,  Conu,  CL  UL 
69,  61,  460 ;  a.  JV.  1024, 17SS,  1736 

North  Paei^Cj  Seal  Fishing  m  (wa 
Behring  Sea  Fisheries) 

North  Sea  Fiiheries  Bill 

I.  Bead  2*  June  8,  465 
Com. ;  Reported  ;  Be-com.  to  Standing  Com. 

June  12,  766 
Reported  June  18,  880 
Read  3»,  and  passed  June  16, 1041 

NORTHBBOOK,  Earl  of 
Indian  Civil  Serrioe  Bzamiwtioiii,  87^ 

877 

naoM  of  yrom^^&tih^miCiOks,  ua 
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v<n. 

IfoRTON,  Captain  C.  W.,  iVewutjrton,  W. 
United  States— Tieatj  of  Arbitiatlon,  Bes. 
1269 


Norton,  Lord 

Aathorlsed  Oompanios  (Liqnor)  Bill,  2B.  303 
Kailwaj  Servants  (Hoars  of  Labour)  Bill, 

Beportof  Amendts.  1171 
Heformatory  Schools  Acti  Amendment  Bill, 

SB.  1299  1308 
BiTen  PoUutiou  Prevention  (No.  3)  Bill.  IB. 


N&rway 

Gothenburg  System,  Q.  Major  Duwln  ;  A. 
Sir  E.  Grey  June  2,  46 

Nottingham^  East,  Election 

Charges  agaiiitt  Mr.  A.  Morley,  Qa.,  Ob*. 
Mr.  K.  Hanlie,  Mr.  Asqaith,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Speaker,  Hr.  Darling 
Juw  6,329;  Q.  Mr.  Darling;  A.  Mr.  A. 
Hin-ley  June  13,  906 


JTiillain  Tempos  (IrelaiLd)  Aet  a876) 

AmendmeiLt  Bill 
2.  Pres.  Lord  Morris /WW  20, 14S8 


0*Brikn,  Mr.  J.  F.       Ma^,  S, 
Local  B^jstration  of  TitUw  In  Cionnty  Ma^o, 


O'Brien,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Tipperaiy,  N. 
Lelnster  Regiment  at  Aldershot — **  The  Qoeen 

V.  no  Home  Rule,"  196 
Nenagli  Train  Service,  660 

O^CoNNOR,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Liverpool,  Scot- 
land 

Privily— Oovemment  of  Ireland  Bill  and 
the  "  Daily  New$;'  216,  218,  223 

Official  Liquidators  (Ireland)  Bill 

l.  Obs.  Marquess  of  Waterford,  Lord  Acton 
June  12,  741 
Order  Re-committing  the  Bill  to  the  Standing 

Com.  discharged  JuMe  18,  761 
Bni  withdrawn  Jwu  IS,  880 

0*Keepfe,  Mr.  F,  A.,  Limerick 
Limerick  Hagistratoa,  195, 515 

O'Neill,  Lord 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill, 
Com.  718,  762 

Onslow,  Earl  of 
Cook  Islands,  Res.  609,  616 

Ottend  Trawlers 
Q.  Mr.  H.  Foster  i  A.  Sir  U.  Ki^-Siiattle- 
worth /km  23,  1777 

Outdoor  Belief  (Friendly  Societiei)  Bill 
e.  Con.  In  Com.,  B.P.  /km  14, 
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13. 

Oyster  and  ICnsiel  Fishery  Frovisional 
Order  (Confimiation)  Bill 

c.  Bead2*/«»«  2,  101 
Reported  June  9,  696 
Read  3°,  and  pasaal  /ktm  12,  867 

Paget,  Sir  R.  H.,  Somerset,  Wells 
Swine  Fever,  Ree.  1498, 1499 
Teachers'  Superannuation,  &16,  617 

Palmistry 
Q.  Mr.  A.  O.  Morton ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  June  1% 
1188 

Paris  (see  France) 


LORDS— 

COMMITTEES 

Selection — (Standing  Committees) — Reports 
Jwte  2,  31 ;  June  13,  882  ;  June  20,  1461 

JVJw  Peers 

June  19— Sir  Frederick  Sleigh  Roberts, 
Baronet.  Q.C.B. ;  a.O.I.B.  ; 
V.C. ;  General  and  late  Com- 
mander of  Her  Majestj's  Foroea 
in  India,  created  Baron  Roberta 
of  EiUKlahar  in  Afghanistan, 
and  of  the  City  of  Waterford 
Sir  Henry  Hussey  Vivian 
Baronet^  created  Baron  Swansea 
of  Singleton,  in  the  County  (rf 
Qlamragan  Juns  10, 1281 

Peerages — Members  Voting  in  the  House 
of  Commons  (see  under  Commons 
— MenAws — Sir  H.  VivUin) 

Representative  Peers  for  Ireland 

Earl  of  Drogheda't  Bight  to  Tote  estabUahed 
Jime  16,  1041 
Oertifioate  Ordered  /»m  IG,  1381 


Sat  First 

June  16— Lord  Petre,  after  the  death  <A 

his  brother 
June  19— The  Lord  Mowbray,  after  the 

death  of  his  father 
June       £arl  of  Winton,  after  the  death 

of  his  brother 


Sessional  Orders 
Bes.  (Xarl  of  Klmberley)  /km  S3, 1751 

Took  the  Oath 

June  12— Lord  Brougham  and  Vaux 

June  20 — Earl  Annesley 

/iM0  22— Visooant  BoUiu;broke  and  St. 

"^•ftti^ed  by  Google 


COMMONS— 

Butineat  of  the  House  and  Public 
Butiness 

June  6— Qs.  Mr.  S.  Leighton,  Visconnt 
Cranbpme,  Mr.  Bartley,  Mr. 
Theobald,  Mr.  A.  Gibba;  As. 
Mr.  W.  E.  Gladfltone,  200 

June  8— TWire  o'ClMk  Rule,  Q.  Mr.  W. 

Redmond  ;  A.  Hr.  W.  B.  Glad- 
stone, 640 

June  9— CiMKisiwM    Seetum,    Q.  Mr. 

Picton;  A.  Ur.  W.  B.  Gladstone, 

6S6 

June  Ifi — Ballvting  and  Notice  Oiving, 
Qs.  and  Obe.  Major  Rascb, 
Mr.  J.  E.  Bills,  Mr.  Speaker, 
1078  *^  ' 

Jume  ^%~G0vemment  of  Ireland  BUI, 
l*rogretg  o/,  J^e.,  CN.  Mr.  A.  C. 
Morton,  Dr.  Mac^regor.  Mr. 
Macfarlane;  As.  Mr.  W.  B. 
Gladstone,  1349 
June  20— Army  Ettvmatet,  Qa.  Captain 
Kaylor-Leyland,  Mr.  Hanbnry  : 
As.  Mr.  WoodaU,  1479 
June  9i—Arwy  OUmatet,  Q.  Mr.  Han- 
bnry ;  A.  Mr.  WoodaU,  16S0 

Committeet 

PuUie  AocounU,  Report  Jane  16, 11&6 
iVWic  PetUUnu,  Reports  June  7,  464  ; 

June  16,  1166  ;  June  21, 1628 
Sdeetion  {Standi  CommUteee),  Reports 

June  2,  101  i  June  6,  403  ;  June  20,  1461 

MemSert 

Chamberlain,  Mr.  /  (see  sab-llttdlti^  Privi- 
lege) 

Franking  Memheri'  Letters,  Qb.  Mr.  Bodkin, 
Mt.  H.  Heftton  |  As.  Mr.  A.  Morl^  Jnne  16, 
1191 ;  Qs.  Mr.  Bodkin,  Dr.  Macgr^.  Mr. 
Macfarlane,  Mr.  Hogan;  As,  Mr.  A. 
MorleyJttiw  19.1341 

Jaekeon,  Mr,,  Personal  Bxplanation  June  6, 
209 

Morley,  Mr.    Ariwli,     Alleged  Charget 

agaxntt,  Qb.,  Ob^.  Mr.   K.  Hardie,  Mr. 

j&qcith,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr. 

Darling,  Mr,  Speaker  June  6,  329  ;  Q.  Mr. 

Darling  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  13,  906 
Bi^preaentation  qf  the  Houte  of  Commons  at 

the  Royal  Wedding,  Qs.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour ; 

As.  Mr.  W.  B.  Gladstone  June  IB,  1077  ; 

Jvne  19, 1361 
Sexton,  Mr.— Reported  Retiynationj  Q..Mr. 

Darling;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcoart  June  12,  797 
Title  of  "  Ifonmrable,"  Q.  Mr.  Theobald  ;  A. 

Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  June  19,  1352 
Vivian,  Sir  Huetey — Peerage  and  Voting  in 

the  House,  Qs.  Sir  C.  Dalrymple,  Mr. 

Theobald ;  As.  Mr.  W.  B.  GlacUtoiie  JitiM  6, 

382 ;  Q.  Mr.  Theobald ;  A.  Mr.  Speaker 

Jume  8,  640 

New  Metiers  Sworn 

June  19— Hope,  Mr.  T.,  for  the  Ooonty  of 

Linlithgow 
June  22— WiUiams,   Mr.    W.,    for  the 

Swansea  Division  ai  Bonra^ 
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PA  RZZAMJSm'—aminene—ooax, 
New  Writs  Issued 

Junes— Toe  LioUthgowshlre,  v.  Petv 
M'Lagan,    Bsq.,    Manor  at 

Korthstead 
June  18— For  Swansea  District,  v.  SirE 
H.  Yirian,  Banmet,  now  Loid 
Swansea,  called  ap  to  the  Houe 
of  Lords 

June  19— For  Fontefract,  v.  Handd  J. 
Reekitt,  Bsq.,  Void  Bleetkn 

Aw  20— For  C!oanty  of  Cork  (North 
Eastern  Division),  v.  Uichad 
Davitt,  Esq.,  Chiltem  Hondredt 
For  County  of  Cork  (Sonth 
Eastern  Division),  v,  John 
Mtnro^,  Bsq.,  Chiltem  Bnn- 
dreds 

Parliamentary  Debate* 
Report  tif  Select  Committee,  Q.  Hr.  Dalnd  t 

A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  June  23, 1782 
Mess^  from  the  Lords  for  copv  of  Bepoit 
Am  13,880 

Parliamentary  Elections  (see  that  title) 

Parliamentary  Returns,  Disir^ution  of 
Q.  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hlbbvt 
June  19, 1839 

I^vileffe 

Chamberlain,  Mr.  J.— The  Ooremment  (f 
Ireland  Sill,  and  the  "Daily  A'ewt," 
Motion  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  ;  Am^t 
(Hr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) ;  Motion  mnd  Amendt 
withdrawn  June  6,  211 

Public  Petitions 

BitaUi*ked  Church  (Wales')  BUI,  Qs.  Mr, 
Egerton  Allen,  Hr.  Ohffitfa-Boscawen  ;  As. 
Sir  C.  Dalrymple  June  22,  1666 

Report*  qf  Committees  (see  sab-headiog 
Committaeti 

Questions 
Q.  Mr.  Sexton  ;  A.  Ur.  Speaker  June  2,  S3 

Rules  and  Order  of  Debate  (see  Speaker, 
The) 

Sittings  and  Adjournments  of  the  Honte 
Continuous  Session,  Q.  Hr.  Picton ;  A.  Mr. 
W.  B.  Gladsttme  /km  9,  656 

Standing  Orders 
Bast  Fife  Central  RaUway  Bill  June  16, 
1280 

Private  and  Provttimal  Order  BUls  June  9, 
788  ;  June  12,  761,  868 ;  June  16, 1279 

PALACE  OF  WBSTMI7F8TER 

House  of  Commons 
Bivition  i;0»»fe«,  Q.  Hr.  EnatchboU-HweB- 

■en  ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  June  19, 1344 
Meetrie  Lighthuf,  Q.  Mr  3fSxenx  A.  Mr. 

Shaw  Lefera^tm^ts^J^Pgre 

\eeaL 
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Vol, 

PABXIABtSNT—Gmmona—Pdlaeeof  Wett- 
mintter — coat 

Pdlaee  Yard,  Treet  in,  Q.  Mr,  Theobald  ;  A. 

Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  Jime  22, 1680 
Befreahmmt  Room,  Q.  Mr,  S.  Ldghtou  ;  A. 

Mr.  Shaw  LefcTre  June  12,  792 
VeiUUation  of,  Q.  Major  Rasch ;  A.  Mr. 

Shaw  Lefevre  June  16.  1194;  Q.  Mr.  H. 

Hobhouse ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  June  23, 

1642 

Parliamentary  Elections 

Butt  yiMingham — Alleged  Charges  againtt 
Mr.  A.  Morley,  Qs.,  Obs.  Mr.  K.  Hardie, 
Mr.  Asquith,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
Mr,  Darling,  Mr.  Speaker  June  6,  329  ;  Q. 
Mr.  Darling  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Juneli,  906 

Parliamentary  Election  Petitions 
Pontefract  —  Report    received     by  Mr. 
Speaker  Jum  IS,  S83 

Patents 

Ftet,  Q,  Hr.  P.  Smith;  A.  Mr.  MnndelU 
JwM  22, 1647 

Paul,  Mr.  H.  W.,  Edinburgh,  S. 

Indian  Civil  Service  Sxanunatioiu,  1678; 
Res.  102, 122 

Paulton^  Mr.  J.  M.,  Durham,  Bishop 
Auckland 
Local  Government  Provisional  OiderB(Ko.  17) 
Bill,  2&.  493,  496,  503 

Pbabson,  Right  Hod.  Sir  C.  J.,  Edin- 
burgh and  St.  Andrews  Universities 
Improvement  of  Land  (Scotland)  Bill,  2B. 
1274 

Scotland,  Government  of,  Res.  1852, 1858, 1859 

Feel,  Right  Hon.  A.  W.  (see  Speaker, 
The) 

Penn,  Mr.  J.,  Lewisham 
Navy — Engine-room  Ratings,  1769 

PxsKS,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Lincolnshire,  Louth 
Marrli^  Licences— Mr.  C.  Swinton's,  768 

Pebsia 

Rtistiaa  Workt  in,  Motion  for  Papen  (Vis- 
coant  Sidmouth)  Juiie  15, 1046 

PiCTON,  Mr,  J,  A.,  Leicester 
Belfast  Labour  Disturbances,  780 
Norton  National  School,  891,  1648 
Parliament — Continuooa  Seeaion,  656 
PreSB  Tel^rams,  1817 

Pier  and  Harbour  Froviaioiial  Order 
BiUi 

(No.  1) 

J.  Bead  2*  Jum  8,  493 
Com.;  BepCTted;  Standing  Com.  negatived 

Am  9,  634 
Bead  3%  and  passed  June  12, 761 

leant. 
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13. 

Pier  and  Harhour  Provtsitmal  Order  Sille-~ 

cont. 

(So.  2) 

I.  Bead  2*  June  8,  492 
Cool  ;  Reported ;  Standing  Com.  negatived 

June  9,  634 
Read  3%  and  passed  Jime  12,  761 

Giro.  3) 

e.  As  amended,  Con.  June  2, 101 

Bead  3",  and  patted  Jwie  5, 287 
h  Read  1*  June  5, 180 

Bead  2>JiM0l2,762 

(Ho.  4) 

e.  As  amended,  Con.  June  2, 101 

Read  3»,  and  passed  June  6,  387 
I.  Read  1'  June  5,  180 

Read  2*  Juiu'  12,  762 

Com.;  Standing  Com.  negatived  Jane  13,. 
882 

Amendts.  reported  June  15, 1047 
Bead  3*,  and  passed  June  16, 1178 
c.  Lords  Amendta  ^reed  to  June  30,  1663;. 
Jujie  22, 1633 

PiEKPOiNT,  Mr.  R.,  ff^arrington 
Cyprus-Tribute— Revenue  and  Bzpeuditaze, 

ftc  42,  51,  330,  331,  1324 
Egyptian  Irrigation— The  Proposed  Raiyan 

Reservoir,  1469 

PiloUige 
Copy  pies.  June  19, 1428 

Pilotage  ProTiiional  Order  Bill 

I.  Royal  Assent  June  9, 605 

Places  of  Worship  (Sites)  Bill 

I.Bead2"JMne9,  617 
Com.;  Be-com.  to  Stimding  Com.  June  20, 
1439 

Platfair,  Lord  (Lord  in  Waiting) 
Bread  8iafb,  Res.  1293 
Burgh  Police  (Scotland)  Act  Amendment 

Bill,  Report  of  Amendts.  616 
Dachy  of  Cornwall  Bill,  2R.  1166 
Food  Staffs,  Adulterated,  Importation  of, 

763 

Irish  Mail  Service,  879 
North  Sea  Fisheries  Bill,  3B.  465,471 ;  Com. 
755 

Railway  Servants  (Hours  of  Labour)  Bill, 

Report  of  Amendts.  1169 
Railways  —Accidents  at  Level  Crossing^^ 

Returns,  630 
Bed  Sea  Lights,  608 

Scotland— Education,  Motion  for  an  Address, 
477,  478,  481 


Pleuro-Pneumonia  (see  Agriculture) 

Plumbers'  B^istratioB  Bill 

e.  Older  for  Com.  read  and  defeited  June  8, 
602  ^  . 

Digitized  by  VjOOglC 
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Plcnket,  Lord 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqaon  (Ireland)  Bill, 
Com.  743,  748,  751 

Flunkkt,  Right  Hon.  D.  B.,  Dublin 
University 
Goremment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 
346;  a.  IV.  »&2,  993,  1580,  1588,  1689, 
1699,  1700,  1701,  1704,  1809 

Plunkett,  Hod.  H.  C,  Dublin  Co.,  S. 
GoTemment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 
660, 575  ;  CI.  IV.  964,  1226.  1228,  1229, 
1230 
lieUnd 
Coro(|:h  Oqjhanage,  S99, 1189 
Dublin  Bailway  Junction  Company  and 

Irish  Mails,  1185 
Threatening  Notices  in  Cbae,  898 

Police  (see  Law  and  Justice  and  iWtce) 


FoUee  Acta  Amendment  Bill 

I.  Boyal  Assent  Junr  9,  606 

PoUee  and  Sanitary  Regulations  Bills 
Eeport  from  Select  Com.  June  9.  740 

Ponte/ract  Election  Petition 
Beport  June  13,  883 

Poor  Law  (see    Local  Goverjment 
Board) 


^ST  OFFICE 

Postmaater  General— Mr.  Arnold  Moblet 

American  Mailt,  Cunreyance  and  Route  qfi 
Qb.  Mr.  Macartney  ;  As.  Mr.  A.  Morley 
J%ne  8,  632;  June  12,  787;  Qs.  Hr. 
Macartney,  Mr.  Forwood,  Mr.  W.  Bed- 
mond,  Mr.  Flynn;  Aa.  Mr.  A.  Morley 
June  15,  1065  ;  Q.  Mr.  Ffeld  ;  A.  Mr.  A. 
Morley  June  20,  1481  ;  Qs.  Mr.  F.  H. 
Evans,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  H.  Heaton,  Mr. 
Forwood  i  As.  Mr.  A.  Moiley  June  22, 
1663 

jMstralia  and  Canada — New  MaU  Strviee, 
Q.  Mr.  Hogan  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  S3. 
1771 

China  and  Japan  MaUt,<i.  Mr.  Provand  :  A. 

Mr.  A.  Morley  June  23,  1782 
Celoniai  Newnapert,  Q.  Mr.  Hogan  ;  A.  Mr. 

A.  Horley  June  19, 1315 
Devonport  Street  Likter  Boaet,  Contraat  for 

Painting,  Q.  Mr.   Kearley ;   A.  Mr.  A. 

Morley  June  16,  1176 
Expenditure,  Q.  Mr.  Jackson;  A.  Mr.  A. 

Morley  June  22,  1672 
Eaprett  Letter  Deliveriee,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Heaton  ; 

A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  19,  1314 
Ireland  (tee  that  title) 
Lighthouteg,  Electrical  Communieation  with, 

Q.  Mr.  M.  Ferguson  ;  A.  Sir  W,  Harcoort 

June  16, 1187 
Liverpool,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Heaton  ;  A.  Mr.  A. 

Morley  June  12,  766 ;  Q.  Mr.  Stock;  A. 

Hr.  A.aCoile]r^HiM  82,1670 


[Pli 


POST  OFFICE— cant. 

Memhera  of  Parliament — Lettert  Frankine, 
Qs.  Mr.  Bodkin,  Mr.  H.  Heaton;  As.  Mr. 
A.  Morley  June  16,  1191  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Bodkin, 
Dr.  Macgregor,  Mr.  Macfarlane,  Ur. 
Hogan  ;  As.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  19, 1340 

Money  Order»~~Mandat-Carte  Sj/ttem,  Q. 
Mr.  U.  Heaton  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  IS, 
763 

Ocean  Penny  Pottage,  Q.  Mr,  H.  Heaton ;  A. 
Mr.  A.  Morley  June  13, 887 

Poitcardt  and  Adhetire  Labels,  Q.  Mr.  For- 
wood ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  12,  774 

Port-Sleetrio  System  of  Tranepertatio*t  Q. 
Ur.  H.  Heaton ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Mbrley  Juae  tH, 
1467 

Be-direeted  Postal  Matter,   Q.  Mr.  A.  C. 
Morton  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  12,  792  ; 
Qs.  Mr.  A.  C.  Morton,  Colonel  Waring;  At, 
Mr.  A.  Morley  June  13,  890  ;  Qa.  Mr.  H. 
Heaton  ;  As.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  19,  1343 ; 
June  23,  1776 
Revenue  and  Expenditure,  Betoma  ordsiel 
June  9,  739 
al  Marriage — PottmenU  holiday,  Q.  Sir 
Leng ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  15, 1068 
Rural  Pottmen't  Journeyt,  Q.  Mr.  BacknUl ; 

A.  Ur.  A.  MoTlej  Jwne  23,  1651 
Scotland  (tee  that  title) 

Teleqrafhs 
Ridford    Facilities,   Q.   Mr.  Freeman- 

Mitford  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  23, 1779 
Central  Ogiee,  Qs.  Mr.  Theobald  ;  As.  Mr. 

A.  Horley  June  6,  321  ;  June  12,  765 
Meetings  outside  Post  Office  Buildings,  Q. 

Mr.  Uacdonald;   A.  Ur.   A.  Uorlcv 

June  20, 1478 
Press    Telegrams,  Qs.  Sir   E.  Heed,  Ur. 

Picton,  ^ir  J.  Leng,  Sir  J.  Fergossoii,  Mr. 

W.  Saunders  ;  As.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  19, 

1316 

Revenue    and      Beependiture,  Betnrns 
ordered  June  9,  7-10 
Telephone  Companies,  Q.  Sir  J.  Fergusaoa ; 

A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  12,  764 
Unstamped  and  iTistifficiently  Paid  Letters, 

Q.  Mr.  T.  Fit  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Horley  June  18, 

886 

FOSTHASTEB      GSNESAI.  —  MR.  A. 

Moblet 

Powell,  Sir  F.  S.,  Wigan 

Goremment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 

669,  836,  844, 848 ;  CI.  IV.  1611,  1544 
Industrial  and  Prorident  Societies  Bill,  Com. 

1424 


FoVEBSOOUBT,  Viacount 

Sale  tit  Intoxicating  Liquore  (Ireland)  Bill, 
Oom.762 


Prison  (^Officers''  Superannuation)  Bill 
Qs.  Ur.  W.  Whitelaw  ;  Aa^  Mr.  Awoitfa,  Sir 
a.  TrevelyEft^^^^^^oOglc 
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Frison  (Officen*  Superannuation)  Olo-  2) 
BiU 

0.  Con.  in  Com.,  B.P.  June  %  98  ;  /km  9,  893 
Con.  in  Com.  and  Keported;  Retd  3",  and 
passed  June  16, 1278 

2.  Bead  1*  Jtme  19,  1309 
Bead  2*  June  22,  1630 

Prieaie  and  Provisiorial  Order  Bills 
■  Standing  Orders  June  9,  7S8  ;  JuM  13,  762, 
868  ;  June  16,  1279 


Privu  Council  OJRee  Appointmenia 
aMr.  Wdr;  A.  Sir  J.  I.  Hibbert^i 
48 


Prohibited  Fertonf  (Drink)  BiU 

0.  SR.  deferred  Jwu  19,  1484 

Pbov^nd,  Mr.  A.  D.,  Glasgow,  Black- 
friars 

China  and  Japan  MaiU,  1782 
Indian  Finance  Accounts,  1066 

Provident  Societies  and  Income  Tax 
Qs.  Mr.  B.  H.  BaTley,  Mr.  Howell ;  As.  Sir 
W.  Harcoort  June  12,  782 

Provisional  Order  Bills 
Standing  Orders  June  12,  761, 868 ;  June  16, 
1279 

Public  Accounts  CETo.  2)  BiU 

0.  2B. ;  BiU  vithdiawn  Juns  6,  288 

FnbUe  libraiiei  Aot  (1892)  AnendintiLt 
BUI 

1.  Royal  Assent  June  9, 606 

PubUc  Librariei  ConsoUdation  (Scot- 
land) Aot  a887)  Amendment  BiU 

e.  Intro.  Mr.  C.  Corbett ;  Read  1*  June  6,  404 

PubUc  Idbrariefli'dreland)  Aott  Amend- 
ment BiU 

0.  Beads",  and  passed  June  9,  401 
J.  Bead  1*  Jung  8,  492 

Public  Petitions  (see  Pttrliament") 
FnbUc  Works  loans  BiU 

c.  Intro.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert ;  Read  1*  June  B,  287 
Order  for  2R.    read  and  deferred  June  8, 
601 

Read  2"  June  16, 1278 

Con.  in  Com. ;  Reported ;  Read.  and 
passed  June  19, 1428 

1.  Bead  1>  June  20, 1460 

Queensland 
Polynetian  Lahour,  Q.  Mr.  S.  Smitii ;  A.  Mr. 
8.  Buxton  Jww  ^  S20 


BaUway  Bates  and  dharges  Provisional 
Order  (dranbrook  and  Paddook 
Wood  Railway,  &oJ  BiU 

e.  Read  3°,  and  passed  June  2, 101 
I,  Bead  1*  Juns  6,  180 
Bead  2>  June  12,  762 

Com.;  Reported;  Standing  Com.  negatived 
Jvme  13,  882 

BaUway  Servants  (Honrs  of  Labour) 
BUI 

I.  Reported  June  6,  311 
Rejxart  of  Amendts.  June  16, 1167 
Bead  S*,  and  passed  Jvaie  22, 1834 

RaUvoays 

Level  Croesi/ngs  Aceidents,  Uotlon  for  a 
Return  (Lorn  Lamington)  June  9,  630 

Private  Wagom,  Qs.  Mr.  P.  Williams,  Mr. 
Tomlinson ;  Aa.  Mr.  HundeUa  June  8, 
604 

Rates  a»d  Chaxobs 

Cattle  Food,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Hobhonse  ;  A.  Mr. 

Mundella  </une  6,  192 
Irish,  Qs.  Mr.  W.  Redmond,  Mr.  Field  ;  Ab. 

Mr.  Mandella  Jvne  12,  772  ;   Q.  Mr. 

Colleiy  ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  June  22, 1662 
Milk— Midland  Railway  Company, Q.  Mr. 

Cobb  ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  June  19,  1333 
Seatch  Timber  m  the  North  Britith  RaiU 

way,  Q.  Ml.  Dalziel ;  A.  Mr.  Mandella 

June  23, 1776 

Railways — Rates  and  Charges  Select 
Committee 
Circvlation  of  Evidence.  Qs.  Mr.  Hanburr, 
Mr.  J.  B.  Ellis ;  As.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 
Jwne  18,  884 
IiCaTe  giTen  for  Lord  Balfour  to  attend  aa 
Witness  June  2, 84 

Rankiv,  Mr.  J.,  Herefordshire,  Zco- 
minster 

Technical  Education  and  the  County  Council, 
617 

Rarotonga — British  Resident 
Motion  (Earl  of  Onslow)  June  9, 609 

Basch,  Major  F.  C,  Essex,  S.E. 
Agricultural  Depression  Inquiry,  981 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act,  640 
Arm;  Teats,  48 
Essex,  Crime  in,  1071 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  <7Z.  HI, 

678 
Parllameut 

Balloting  and  Notice  Qiving;  1078 

House  of  Commons,  Temperature  o(  1194 
Plenro-Pneumonia  at  Hendon,  633 
Furfleet  Fowder  Stores,  1056 
Soldiers  and  Sailors,  Disohaiged,  Empdoj<- 

ment  for,  193, 1072 

Bathbonx,  Mr.  W.,  Carnarvonshire^ 
Arfon 

OoTamment  of  Ireland  BilL^Oom.,  CL  IV, 


16S6,  IftSl,  1588 
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Red  Sea^  Lights  in 
Q.,  Obs.  Earl  of  Meath,  Lord  Bndeley,  Lord 
Playfair  JtMu  9,  606 

Bademption  of  Kent  Onland)  Act  0891) 
Amendment  Bill 

0.  Intra  Mr.  T.  W.  Bassell ;  Bead  1*>  June  9, 

60S ;  2B.  defened  June  18, 1426 

BsuHOND,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Waterford 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  Cl»  IV, 
1606,  1608,  1612, 1613,1711 
Financial  Clausee,  1686 
Ireland— AldboTot^  Banacks,  1660 

Redmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,  Clare^E. 

American  Mail  Route,  1066 
Sssex,  Crime  In,  1071,  1468 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 

419  ;  CI.  IV.  1236,  1289 
HertE,  Dr.,  Extradition  of,  1780 
Helston.  Alleged  Outrage  at,  1067, 1337 
Ireland 

Clare,  State  of,  and  Jodge  KellT,  1190, 
1664 

Railway  Bates,  772 
Scariff  Riw,  1770 
Twelve  o'clock  Bnle,  640 

Bbed,  Sir  E.  J.,  Cardiff" 
H.M.S.  "  Victoria;*  Loas  df,  1786, 1786 
PresB  TeUvranM,  1316 

R^ormatory  and  Industrial  Schoolt 
Coventry  Indu^ial  Sehool  (jue  that  Utle) 

Befinrmatoiry  Schools  Aoti  Amendment 
Bill 

1.  SB.  negatived  Jum  19, 1299 
Reformatory  Schools  (Scotland)  Bill 

I.  Royal  ABsent  June  9,  605 

RxiD,  Mr.  R.  T.,  Dumfriet^  ^c. 
Scotland,  Government  ol  Bea.  1888,  1836, 
1848 

RBNSUA.W,  Mr.  C.  B.,  BenfreWy  fF, 
Scotland— Education  Minute,  1779 

Bentoul,  Mr.  J,  A.,  Down,  E. 
Army  Staff  College  Exbminatione,  682 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 

263,  254,  256,  377,  435,  574,  842  ;  CI.  IV. 

934,952,970,  1088,  1386,  1623,1697,1726, 

1746 

**  ^^1^7    Hughes  "—Judge  Orr'a  Remarks, 

RiBBLBSDAXE,  Lord 
Storm  Warnings,  3 

Richmond  a^nd  Gobdon,  Dake  of 

County     Magistracy  —  AppointaiaitB  and 

Politics,  Res.  141 
Wild  Birds  Protection  BUI,  Com.  1163, 1168 


BJGBY,  Sir  J.  (Solicitor  General), 
Fwfar 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  111. 
64,79.81.82,  86,  235,  236,  238,  244,  368, 
269,  355,  375,  376,  384,  385,  386,  387,  394, 
414,  420,  430,  433,  667,  672,  576,  583,  584, 
688,  689,  597. 816,  826,  829,  832,  833,  8St, 
886,  836,  841,  843,  914  ,-  CI.  IV.  938,943, 
971,986.997,1111,  1124.1131,  1133,1136, 
1161,  1222,  1238,  133S,  1286,  1868,  1371, 
1380,1381,  1670,  2702,  1708.  1709,  1717, 
1798,  1799 

Liberate  Frauds,  1781 

RIPON,  Marquess  of  (Seeretuy  of 
State  for  the  Colonies) 

Cook  Islands,  Bea.  613,  616 
County    Magistrates  —  Appointments  sod 
PoUUcs,  Bes.  144 

Biven  PoUntion  Pievention  CB'o.  8)  M 
I.  Pres.  Viscount  Cross  ;  Bead  !■  Jwu  13, 669 
Beada>/im«33, 1639 

Roberts,  Mr.  J.  B.,  CamamHuAtrv, 

Eijion 

Lunacy  Orders,  624, 1483 

Welsh  Count;  Court  Judges  1616 

Robbbts,  Mr.  J.  H.,  DetdAgkaHre^  W. 

Wales 

Jones,  John,  Case  of,  610 
Sunday  Drinking,  767 

Roberts,  Sir  F.  S.~New   Pur  (see 
Parliament — Lords) 

ROBERTSON,  Mr.  E.  (CitU  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty),  Dundee 

Deptford  YictaaUing  Tard— Snfdde  of  Ed- 
ward  Pluck — Contract  Labour,  tea.  893^ 
1482,  1483 
Dockyard  Classification,  193,  618 
Eeybam  Coaling  Arrangements,  320 
Keyham  Torpedo  Tube  Shops,  1474 
Malta— Shooting  of  P.  Barry,  1472 

ROCHB,  Mr.  J.,  Galtoay^E. 

Galway  County  Bailmty  Aecommodstia, 
891 

ROLLIT,  Sir  A.  K.,  IslingtoTij  S. 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  /K 

1091,  1621 
Libel  Bill,  2R.  463 

London,  Deptford,  and  Greenwich  TiammTi 

Bill,  Cou.  1768 
Statutory  Boles  Procedure  BUI,  Com.  SOi 

BooKwoOD,  Lord 
Sale  ot  Intoxicating  UqiKns  (Inland)  BiQ, 

C«^-7".|^fLed  by  Google 
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BOSEBERY,  Ea.rl  of  (Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs) 
Franco-Siamese  Qaestion,  1044 
Paris— Allied  Theft  from  the  Brittah  Bm- 
Umj,  1761 

RoflBian  Works  in  Penfa,  Motion  for  Pwers, 
1046 

Seal  Fisherjr  (^orth  Fadfio)  Bill,  Pies.  Sll  ; 
2B.  681, 688 

Bobs,  Mr.  J.,  Londonderry 
Ooremment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 

888  ;  CI.  IV.  1383, 1612, 1618  ■ 
Irish  InaolTent  Poor  Law  tTnions,  326 

BowLANDS,  Mr.  J.,  Fimburyy  J?. 

Free  School  Accommodation  at  PbnliCQ,  688, 
902 

London,  Deptford,  and  Greenwich  Tramways 

Bill,  Cod.  1766 
Volonteers— Colonr  Seigeant  Sleap,  773, 774 

Royal  Standard  (see  NaHonal  Flags) 

Royal  Wedding 

Gifii — School  Childrea'i  Subier^ifnUt  Q*- 

Mr.  Dalziel,  Mr.  A.  C.  Morton ;  As.  Mr. 

Acland  Juna  12,  791 
Home  of  Comment  lUproiontation,  Qb.  Mr. 

A.  J.  Balfour;  Aa.  Mr.  W.  E.  Oladatone 

J»iu  16, 1077 ;  June  19, 1861 
JfatUmal  Holiday,  Q.  Mr.  Knowlea  ;  A.  Mr. 

W.  B.  Gladstone  June  9,  666  ;  Qs.  Sir  J. 

Lubbock,  Mr.  Dalziel,  Mr.  Cremer ;  As. 

Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  June  12,  793;  Q. 

Mr.  A.  C.  Morton  ;  A.  Mr.  W.  B.  Gladstone 

June  13,  905 ;  Q.  Mr.  Dalziel ;  A.  2Ar.  W. 

E.  Gladstone  Jvme  16,  1196;  Qs.  Mi. 

Theobald,  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  As.  Mr. 

W.  E.  Gladstone  June  80, 1484 ;  Q.  Colonel 

H.  Vincent;   A.  Mr.  W.  B.  Oladstone 

June  22,  1676 
Poliee,  Q.  Mr.  J.  Stuart;  A.  Mr.  Asqnith 

Jvm  6,  322 
Pottmen't  Holiday,  Q.  Sir  J.  Leng ;  A.  Mr. 

A.  Morley  Juns  16, 1058 

BVSSELL,  Mr.  a.  W.E.  (Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India),  Bedtf  N. 
India 
Army 

ARTa  Water  Supply,  783 
Brigade-Sui^eon  Joynt,  1772 
Officers'  Travelling  Allowances,  1660 
Panjgur,  Troops  at,  620 
Bargeon-Lientenant-General  Franklin, 
1068 

Bengal  Oanja  Commission,  763,  1643 
Bombay  SUpping  RegolationB,  620,  786, 
166S 

Burma  Prisons,  1068 
Cachar,  Outrages  at,  1313 
Cholera  Virus,  606 

CtTil  Service  ExaminatiMU,  1676;  Res. 
126 

Civil  Service  Grievances,  1061 
Cotton  Imports,  906 
Diplomatic  Ezpenditnre,  183 
Pinaoce  Accounts,  1066 

[eotit. 


RUSSBLL,  Mr.  G.  W.  ^.—cont, 

Gaza  District,  Distress  in,  522 
Gwalior,  Maharajaof,  1643 
H&zara  Expedition,  1335 
Home  Charges,  1053 
Kennedy,  Lieutenant,  653 
Iiegislatlve  Assemblies,  612 
Mauritius  and  Zanzibar,  Tel^tn^>hic  Com- 
munication between,  1649 
Morzban,  Mr.,  Case  of,  1675 
Opium  Pills  for  Children,  526 
Pension  to  Buropeana — Mr.  Wihnott,  1777 
Public  Works  Expenditure,  1768 
Bannders,  Mrs.— Memorial,  1660 
SilTCZ  Hint,  Closing  of,  1180 

BnssELL,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Tyrone^  S, 
Chinese  Ooremment,  I^.  Onlg's  Claim 

i^ainst,  506 
Oovemmeat  of  Ireland  Bill,  638 ;  Com., 

a.  III.  74,  75,  244,  369,  442,  664, 665, 676 ; 

CI.  IV.  1236,  1237,  1368,  1620,  1626, 1718, 

1716,  1822, 1823.  1824 
H.M.S.  "  Victoria;'  Loss  of,  1786, 1787 
Improvement  of  land  (Scotland)  Bill,  2B, 

1273 
Ireland 

Boycotting  In  Sligo,  530 

"Burns  v.    'The  Belfast  EeeHing  "Me- 
graph;  "  666,  1182,  1188 

Canteens  and  the  Sunday  Closing  Act,  186 

Clare  and  Limerick  Jnries,  196 

Clare,  State  of-^ndge  Kelly  on,  1191 

Evicted  Tenants,  1770 

"Kelly  V.  Rattray,"  41,  198 

Moloney,  Mr.,  Shooting  of,  62 
New  Licences  (Ireland)  BiU,  Com.  1275, 1276 
Redemption  of  Rent  (Ireland)  Act  (1891) 

Amet^ment  Bill,  Intro.  696  ;  2B.  1^ 
Statute  Law  Bevision  ^o.  1)  BiU,  Com.  100 

BUSSELL,  Sib  C.  (Attorney  General), 
ffackneyt  S. 

Ooremment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  IV, 
982,  991, 1003,  1013, 1015,  1034,  1036,  1101, 
1103,  1104,  1105,  1115,  1118,  1146,  1149, 
1201,  1202,  1206,  1208,  1211,  1221,  1224,' 
1359,  1860,  1S66,  1367,  1382,  1S88,  1389, 
1390,  1391,  1392.  1899.  1408,  1505,  1508, 
1631,  1532,  1635,  1640,  1543,  1644,  1552, 
1688,  1689,  1692,  1694,  1697,  1699,  1700, 
1701, 1711 

Lonacy  Orders,  1483 

RtrssiA 

Behring  Sea  F'aheriet  Dttpute  (tee  that  title) 
Public  Worht  in  Pertia,  Motion  for  Papers 

(Viscount  Sidmouth)  June  15, 1046 
War  Ships  in  the  Black  Sea,  Q.  Sir  E.  Ash- 
mead-Bartlett ;  A.  Sir  U.  Eay'Sbnttle- 
worth  JuTie  2,  46 

Rusiia  (No.  2, 1893) 
Copy  pres.  June  19, 1428 

Russia  {No.  3,  1898) 
Copy  pres.  June  19, 1428 

Sacred  Hosio  on  Sunday  BiU 

;  Debate  «diou5n^^^^.gs<9^^1e 
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St.  Albans,  Duke  of 

Food  Stuffs,  Adnltemtod.  Importation  of,  762 

St.  Gilet*Sj  Camherwell,  Cemetery 
Q.  Sir  F.  Uilner  ;  A.  Mr.  Aaqaith  Jum  8, 524 

Sale  of  Qoodt  BiU 

0.  Bead  2"  Jkw  12,  868 

Sale  of  Intoziostiiig  Liqtioii  (Ireland) 
BiU 

1.  Com. ;  Re-eom.  to  Staudiiur  Com.  Jwm  12, 

741 

Salisbcrt,  Marquess  of 
Authorised  Companies  (Liqnor)  Bill,  3B.  302, 
304, 309 

County  Magistrates  —  Appointments  and 

Politics,  Bes.  169  . 
Olbtaltar  Dock,  Bee.  491 

H.M.8.  "  Victoria;'  Lobs  of,  1749 

Indian  Civil  Service  Examinations,  873 

Limerick,  Crime  in,  31 

North  Sea  Fisheries  Bill.  2R.  468.  470,  471 

Places  of  Worship  (Sites)  Bill,  2B.  624,  626, 

626  ;  Com.  1433,  1434,  1436,  1436.  1441, 

1444,  144fl,  1447,  1448,  1449,  1467,  1468 
Bailway  Servants  (Hours  of  Labour)  Bill, 

Beport  of  Amendts.  1173, 1174 
Seal  Fishery  (North  Pacific)  Bill,  2R.  633 
Wild  Birds  Protection  BilL  Com.  1161. 1162, 

1164 

Salmon  Fishery  FroTisional  Order  Bill 

0.  Intro.  Mr.  fiurt ;  Bead  1'  Jum  9,  695 
Bead  2*  June  19, 1427 

Salmon  Fishery  Frovisional  Order  Bill 

1.  Bead  1-  June  19,  1309 

Sanioa^  Affairs  of 
Q.  Sir  T.  fismonde :  A.  Sir  £.  Qrer  Jvm  19, 
1313 

Sandfobd,  Lord 
Education  (Scotland),  Motion  for  an  Addiess, 
482 

Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Amending 
Acts  (Barkisland  Endowed  School),  Bes. 
1759 

Places  of  Worship  (Sites)  BUI,  Com.  1480, 
1436,  1437,  1463,  1464 

SANDHURST,  Lord  (Under  Secr»- 
tary  of  State  for  War) 
Volunteer  Inspection  in  Hyde  Park,  769,  760 

Sadnders,  Mr.  W.,  Newington,  Wal- 
worth 

Essex — Labour  (Contracts,  1888 
Ireland— £20  Franchise^  1788 
Press  Telegrams,  1317 

Saundbrson,  Colonel  £.  J.,  Armaffh, 
N. 

Cktvemment  of  Ireland  BfU,  Com.  d.  ZIL 
70,  71,  73,  888,  S84.  864 


ScHWAHH,  Mr.  C.  £.,  Manekesteft  N. 
Trincomaloe  Port,  188 

ScQBLE,  Sir  A.  R.,  ffaekTtejft  Central 
India — Diplomatic  Expenditure,  183 

SCOTLAHD 

Secretary  for— Sir  O.  0.  Tbctiiltai 
Lord  Advocate— Hr.  J.  B.  Balfoub 
Solicitor  Ctonaral— Mr.  Albzaxdbb  Asn 

Army— Stirling  Cattb,  Q.  Mr.  W«ir;  A.1b. 

CanipbeU-Buinerman  June  2,  46 
Arran,  ItUtnd  vf.  TTireaf^ned  JBrietiant  it, 

Qs.  Sir  C.  Cameron,  Mr.  Morraj ;  As.  Sir 

G.  Trevelyan  June  6, 197 
Arreftx   for    DrunlumiiMt,    Betum  pres. 

Jime  16,  1280 
AMhermwkty  liner  Supitalt  Q.  Mr.  Wdr; 

A.  Sir  Q.  Trevelyan  June  2.  87 
ffallackulith  Pier,       Mr.  Hacfarlane;  As. 

Mr.  Mundella  Jvtw  13,  886  ;  Jiine  I9,1SU 
Boundary  Commi-uivn,  Q.  Mr.  Hacfarisoe; 

A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  June  23,  1778 
Bowling  Public  Ifall    (see  sab-beadii!^ 

Edueation — Bousing  School  BoarS) 
Canadian  Beef,  Qs.Sir  J.Leng,  Mr.  Ouipliit; 

As.  Mr.  Gardner  ./ufl«  6,  191 
Canadian   Cattle,    Qs.  Mr.   Cbaplln;  ix 

Mr.  Gardner  June  8,  512 
Clyde  Dredgingt,  Qs.  Mr.  Macfarlane ;  At 

Mr.  Mundella  June  12,  77S  ;  June  16, 1063 
Deer  Foretti  in  the  Highland*,  Q.  Dr.  Mao 

gregor  ;  A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  June  19, 1816 

Education 

Bowling  School  Board,  Q.  Mr.  Hosier;  A. 

Sir  O.  Trevelyan  June  2,  44 
Evening  Qide  Schools,  Q.  Captain  Sinclair; 

A.  Sir  Q.  Trevelyan  June  19,  1.126 
Free  Edueation  in  Glasgow,  Qr.  Sir  C 
Cameron,  Mr.  P.  Smith  ^   As.  Sir  0. 
Trevelyan  June  15,  J  060 
tirants,  Q.  Mr.  Crombie ;  A,  Sir  Q.  Tre- 
velyan June  2,  41 
Minute  of  the  Committee  of  Council,  Q.  Mi, 
Benshaw ;   A.    Sir    G.  Trevdjin 
June  23,  1779 
Motion  for  an  Address  (Lord  Batfonr) 
June  8,  471  ;  Message  from  the  Tfanoa 
June  22.  1629 
Secemdary  Bducation,  Q.  Mr.  Maxwell ;  A. 
Sir  G.  Trevelyan  June  13,  890 
M^heriet 

J^Atfry  Di^ritit,  Qs.  Dr.  Faiqnbanoo; 

As.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  June  13,  894 
Steam  Trawlers — Proteetio*  tf  Fitiermen, 
Qs.  Mr.  Birkmyre,  Mr.  A.  C.  Morton  ;  Aa 
Sir  G.  Trevelyan  June  6,  326 
Frater,  Alewander,  Case  of,  Q.  Dr.  Farqohai- 

son  ;  A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  Jum«  22, 1643 
Glasgow— BUI    Stamping   Offiee,    Q.  Mr. 

Hozler ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcoort  Jum  16, 1044 
Govemmtnt  ef^  Bes.  (Dr.  Clark)  Jum  A 
1828 

Qroeeri  Licences  in  Invemess,Q.  Mr.  Bdtfc; 

A.  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  Jume  15, 1069 
EigKlands  and  Island  Eeyal  Ommiatien,  Q. 

Dr.  Macgregor:  A.   Sir   G.  nevalyaB 

Jwte  2,  43 

yewbattle  CoUieries—Aceidads,  Q.Mr.A.C. 
Morton ;  A.  Mr.  I.^.  BaUottr  Jmm  », 
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SCO  TLAIf D—cont. 

Portmahottutek  Harhovr,  Q.  Mr.  A.  C.  Mor- 
ton ;  A.  Sir  Gr.  Trevelyan  June  6,  313 

Post  Office 

EdinhuTgh  Telegraph  Offieo^Promotioni, 
Q.  Mr.  Dalziel;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley 
JwRe  23,  1774 

Otutrataeetfor  Now  Tdegraph  Offioe$,  Q. 
Mr.  Macfarlane ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
June  16,  1184 

Oban  Pottal  ArrangemerUs,  Q.  Mr.  Mac- 
farlane ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  June  16, 1060 
Prefton    Grange   Colliery  and  Firebrick 

Works,   £kut   Lothian,   Q.  Mr.  A.  C. 

Morton ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcoiut  Juiu  6, 

823 

Prisfin  Offieialt—SvperannKotion.  Qs.  Mr. 

Whitelaw;   As.  Sir  G.  TreTClyan,  Mr. 

ABqnitb  June  2, 60  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Whitelftv,  Mr. 

Hanter  ;  As.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  Jvne  8,  609  ; 

Qs.  Mr.  W,  Whitelaw,  Mr.  Jackson ;  As. 

Sir  G.  Trevelyan  June  22,  1672 
RaUwuy  Batet — Timber  on  the  North  Britieh 

MaUwaj/^  Q.  Mr.  Dalziel ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella 

June2S,  1776 

Sea  Fisheries   Regulation  {Scotland) 
Bill 

Qs.  Dr.  Farqubarson  ;  As.  Sir  O.  Trevelyaa 
Jwne  IS,  894 

Sea  Fisheries  Select  Committee 

e.  Message  to  the  Lords  for  Lord  Uonta^  to 

attend  as  Witnees  Jvng  16. 11K6 :  June  16, 

1177 

Bcplj  June  20, 1463 

SealFiBhery  CHorth  Paoiflo)  Bill 

I.  Pres.  Lord  Rosebcry  ;  Read  1'  Jane  6,  311 
Bead  3>  June  9,  631 

Com. ;  Reported ;  Standing  Com.  n^tived 

June  12,  762 
Read  3%  and  passed  June  13,  888 
0.  Bead  1°  June  16, 1276 
Bead  2«  Jwm  19, 1410 

Seal  Fishery  (North  Pacific)  Bill 

Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  A.  Sir  E,  Grey  Jut^  13, 
889 

Statement,  Mr.  W.  B.  Gladstone  June  16, 
1197 

(^For  Qt.  as  to  the  Behring  Sea  Dispute,  Bee 
that  title) 

SxFTON,  Earl  of 

County    Magi8taiteB<— Appointments  and 
PoUties,  Res.  16& 

SSLBORNE,  Earl  of 

County   Magistrates  —  Appointments  and 

FoUtica,  Res.  167 
naces  of  Wmhip  (Sites)  Bill,  Cton.  1438, 

1441, 1446, 1449, 1461,  1463 

Siton-Kaeb,  Mr.  H.,  St.  HeletCs 

GoTemment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com^  CI.  IV. 
Amendt  1118, 1116, 1118, 1119 


f 


Sexton,  Mr.  T.,  Kerry^  N, 

East  Kottinji^iam  Election,  330 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  538 ;  Com., 
CU  III.  64,  72,  74,  76,  84,  257,  372,  409, 
410,  418,  421,  426,  427,  429,  431,  566,  566, 
578,  581,  682,  685,  588,  693,  688,  689  j 
CI.  IV.  987,  993,  1000,  1001,  1008,  10O9, 
1018,  1019,  1025,  1036,  1037,  1082,  1206, 
1206,  1207,  1211,  1213,  1216,  1230,  1238, 
1361,  1646,  1647,  1549,  1552,  1572,  1673, 
1688,  1694,  1606,  1607,  1618,  1690,  1696, 
1706,  1713,  1718,  1717,  1796,  1796,  1797, 
1804 

Indian  ClTil  Service  BzaminationB,  208 

Ireland 

Boycotting  in  Sligo,  631 
"  Bams  V.  '  Belfast  Bvening  Jblegraph,'" 
1188 

Clare  and  Limerick  Jtuies,  19S 
Clare,  State  of,  and  Jnt^  Kelly,  1656 
Davidson,  William,  Case  of,  1187 
Kearney,  Mr.,  Charges  against,  661 
Kinsale  Commissioners  and  the  Board  <d 

Works,  1471 
MMorphy  «.  Hi^hes"— Jndge  Orr's  Be- 

marlE^  1677 
Poor  Law  Unions,  Insolvent,  327 
Parliament 
Questions  in  the  Hoose  as  to  Crime,  63 
Questions  oi  Order  in  Com.  1686 

Sexton^  Mr. 
Reported  Besignation,  Q.  Mr.  Darling ;  A. 
Sir  W.  Harconrt  June  12,  797 

SHA.ND,  Lord 
Bailway  Servants  (Hours  of  Labour)  Bill, 
Report  of  Amendto.  117S 

Shaw,  Mr.  T.,  Hawick,  ^c. 
GoTemment  ct  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  TV. 
1884 

Shipping   Federation    (see  Merchant 

Shipping) 

Shop  Honn  Act  a892)  AmendmoiKt 
(Vo.  8)  BUI 

e.  Read     June  13, 868 
Con.  in  Com.,  R.P.  June  13,  980 

SlAU 

FraneO'Siamete  Question,  Qs.  Sir  R.  Temple, 
Mr.  G.  Bowles  ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey  June  12, 
787 ;  Q.,  Obs.,  Lord  Lamlngton,  Earl  of 
Rosebery  June  16,  1042 ;  Q.  Sir  E.  Ash- 
mead-Bartlett :  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  June  19, 
1360 

SiDMODTH,  Viscount 
Gibraltar  Dock,  Res.  486,  490,  491 
Russian  Works  in  Persia,  Motion  for  lepers, 
1046  • 

Sinclair,    Captain   J.,  Dumbarton' 
shire 

Crown  Lands,  Man-Traps  on,  1321 
Evening  School  Code  in  r  ' 
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Sinking  Fund — Suez  Canal  Shares 
Q.  Sir  E.  Aahmead-Bartlett;  A.  Sir  W.  H»- 
oourt  Jvins  19,  1S48 

SiTWEXJ^  Sir  G.  B.,  Scarborough 
Sacred  Uiuic  on  Sonday  BfU,  2B.  1426 

Slave  Trade 
Angoni  Sace,  Q.  Mr.  T.  Barley ;  A.  Sir  E. 
Gr^  June  8,  607 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Lanark,  Partieh 
Free  Education  in  Scotland,  1060 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 

824,826;  CI.  IV.  1098,  1666,  1667,  1679, 

1707,  1787 
Patent  Feei,  1647 

Shith,  Mr.  S.,  Flintshire 
Egypt 

Oorv^e  Laboor,  1049 

PrisonB,  611 

Sale  of  Hasheesh,  684 
India 

Home  Charges,  106S 

Oi^am  Pills  for  Children,  525 
Qaeensland— Polynedan  Labour,  820 

Smith,  Mr.  W.,  Laneashiret  iV.,  North 
Lonsdale 

Agricaltaral  Holding!  (Amendment  of  Iaw), 
Res.  716,  723 

Smoke  Nuisance  (Metropolis)  Bill 
Q.  Hr.  Bomie ;  A.  lir.  H.  H.  Fowler  June  6, 
827 

Shape,  Mr.  T.,  Lancashire^  S.E^  Hey- 
wood 
Free  Edacation,  1324 

United  States— Treaty  of  Arbitration,  Ree. 
1272 

Weaver  Navigation  Bill,  Ins^ctionstoCom. 
641 

SoLiciTOH  General — Sib  J.  Biobt 

Sontiiem  Eailway  (Ireland)  Bill 
e.  Order    for  2B.  read  ;    Bill  withdrawn 
Juns  16, 1278 

i^^eakcr,         (Riqht  Hon.  Arthor 
Welleslet  Peel),  Warmek  and 

Leamington 

ADJOURXMEyXS  OF  THE  UOVSB  TO 
DISCUSS  MATTERS  OF  URGENT 
PUBLIC  IMPORTANCE 

The  Motion  (National  Flags  in  Ireland) 
would  be  anticipating  a  Bm  that  was  be- 
fore  the  House  JuTie  8,  541 

If  fewer  than  40  but  not  less  than  10  Mem- 
ben  rose  in  their  places,  a  Member  could 
claim  a  Division,  and  then  the  House 
would  decide,  on  the  Question  being  put, 
whether  or  not  the  Motion  should  be  made. 
The  Speaker  had  been  asked  to  desire 


SPEAKER,  THE—A^<mmvtentt0fth:  llimm, 
Jfre. — cont. 

Members  who  called  "  Aye  "  to  stand  up  in 
their  places,  but  Mr.  Speaker  could  not  do 
that.  The  Standing  Order  expressly  con- 
templates more  thau  1 0  and  less  than  10 
rising,  and  then  it  was  competent  to  dsun 
a  Division.  As  the  Member  acted  ander  the 
Standing  Order,  Mr.Speakerdid  nottbliikhe 
oould  hold  that  the  Division  was  frivolontlj 
or  vezatioualf  claimed,  though  Uu 
minority  was  very  small  .7km  13,  907, 
908 

COMMITTEES 
Inttructioju  to — A  second  Instruction  could 
stand  as  a  snhstautive  Motion  Jtatt  9, 636 

MEMBJEBS 
Peerages  and  Voting  in  the  House  (Sir  E. 
Vivian's  Peerage)->AnDouncemeQt8  in  tbe 
Frees  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  tbe 
qualification  of  a  Member  to  sit  and  vote 
in  the  House,  As  to  what  was  custom  and 
etiquette,  the  Speaker  would  say  nothing. 
At  what  time  the  Liters  Patent  had  pasNii 
the  Great  Seal  was  the  final  termioatioo 
of  a  Member's  existence  as  a  Member  cf 
the  House  of  Commons.  On  the  day  itell^ 
or  as  soon  after  ae  it  issued,  Tke  Qatetti 
stated  the  fact  that  the  Letters  Patent  had 
passed  the  Great  Seal,  and  that  was  eri* 
dence  of  the  bet  that  a  Member  had  ceased 
to  be  a  Member  of  tbeHonseof  Commoos 
JitM8,540 

MISCELLANEOUS  RULINGS 

June  5,  195,  200,  216,  219;  June  8,  608j 
Jwae  9,  656 ;  Jwne  18,  899,  906  ;  /aw  It, 
1197;  June  19.  1419;  /shw  20,  1486; 
.r»M23, 1761 

NOTICE  OF  MOTIONS 
It  was  necessary  to  huid  in  a  written  •ocAiBt 
to  the  Clerk  at  the  Table ;  thereftne,  s 
Member  who  only  gave  public  notice  of 
his  Motion  lost  his  precedence,  and  anotfaer 
Member  was  entitled,  under  the  circnm- 
stances*  to  put  his  Motion  down  June  16. 
1078 

PRIVILEGE 
The  Discussion  must  be  strictly  confined  to 
whether  the  words  read  at  the  Table  con* 
stitated  a  breach  cA  Privilege  June  6, 218 

QUESTIONS 

Questions  founded  on  newspaper  reports— It 
was  not  unusual  to  ask  such  questions ;  bat 
before  putting  them  down,  Members  shoold 
institute  some  inquiry,  and  make  themsdrct 
in  some  degree  respondble  for  the  state- 
ments June  2, 63 

Questions  were  repeatedly  put  from  nem- 
paper  reports.  The  Member  was,  nodonU, 
actuated  by  honourable  motives  in  potting 
the  question,  and  the  Speaker  could  not  sty 
that  the  Question  was  out  of  Order.  It  wM, 
however,  irregular  to  re-open  a  questim 
which  had  practicaUy,  been  settled  Jmm^ 
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SPEAKER,  THE~QuMtion$—Cfmt. 
Qoestiona  were  put  down  upon  the  reaponsi- 

bility  of  Members  in  whose  names  they 

stood  Jwte  9,  652 
Notice  Bhoald  be  given  of  important  qnesWonB 

June  13,906 
When  a  statement  had  been  denied  on  the 

authority  of  a  Ifinister  the  matter  should 

rest  JtMW  SS,  165S 

BBaOLUTIONa  OF  THE  BOUSE 

The  Bee.  (Indian  Civil  Service  Bxaminations) 
was  not  in  terms  questioned.  A  Member 
asked  the  Government  what  they  proposed 
to  do  with  reference  to  the  Res.  A  Mem- 
ber might  not  give  a  reason  why  the  Govern- 
ment rtuKild  take  a  particular  course.  As 
to  whether  the  Hoose  did  pass  the  Bes.,  tiie 
Speaker  said,  the  words  were  added,  and 
the  Member  in  charge  of  the  Bes.  moved 
the  Closure.  The  Speaker  thought  the 
Motion  for  the  Cloenre  was  not  necessary, 
and  put  the  Question  "  That  the  words  be 
there  added."  Then  after  it  was  too  late  a 
Member  Directed.  The  Speaker  voold 
have  accepted  the  Motion  for  the  Closure 
had  he  thoi^ht  it  necessary  Jvm  6, 208, 
204 

RULES  AND  ORDER  OF  DEBATE 
A  Member  need  not  state  his  motive  when  he 
objected  to  s  Bill  being  taken  June  12,  867 
When  a  Member  intended  to  withdraw  his 
Ameudt.  in  favour  of  another  Amendt. 
it  wonld  be  more  oonvenient  if  he 
were  to  do  i^  instead  of  waiting  till  his 
Amendt.  became  the  sobstantiTe  Motion 
Jwne  16, 136S 

CLOSURE 

^Tmendta.  to  Motion  for  guing  into  Com.  of 
Supply — A  Member  moved  a  suhstantive 
Motion— The  Closure  had  been  moved  and 
accepted.  Any  Member  who  wished  to 
continue  the  Debate  could  not  add  a  fresh 
Question  which  had  not  been  put  from  the 
Chair  June  9,  738 

Speaker,  The,  and  the  Royal  Marriage 
Qs.  Mr.  A.  J.  BaUonr ;  As.  Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone June  16, 1077  ;  June  19, 1351 

SPENCER,  Eabl  (First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty) 
Olbialtar  Do<^  Res.  488,  490.  491 
H.M.S.  «  Vietoria,"  Loss  of,  1749 
ULma^skt  Clue,  and  Kerry,  Crime  In,  8, 10, 
14, 80,  81,  83 

Spicxb,  Mr.  A.,  Monmouth,  Sfc, 
Iiidi»— Ontrs^es  at  Cadiar,  1813 

Spirits  {Belfast,  Cork,  and  Dublin) 
'Betnm  pres.  Juna  19, 1138 

Standing  Orders  (see  under  ParUa- 


Staslbt  of  Aldeblet,  Lord 
Flaoes  of  Worship  (Sites)  Bill,  SB.  630,  638 ; 
Com.  1484, 1436,  1439, 1442,  1444, 1445 

Stansfs3:j>,  Rieht  Hod.  J.,  Halifax 
United  Statet^TFreaty  of  Arbitration  with, 
Bes.  1354. 1368, 1364 

Stationery  Office  Contraote  (see  Gooem- 
meni  Contraeta) 

Statata  Law  Revision  (Ko.  1)  Bill 

o.  Con.  in  Com. ;  Beported ;  Bead  3",  Mid 

passed  June  2,  99 
Z.  Betnmed  from  the  Commons  agreed  to 

Jwu  6, 179 
Boyal  Assent  June  9,  606 

Statutory  BoIm  Proeediire  Bill 

0.  Con.  in  Com.  and  reported ;  Bead  3",  and 

passed  June  8,  608 

1.  Bead  1*  June  9,  635 
Bead  2*  Jane  S3, 1680 

Stevenson,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Suffolk,  Eye 

Armenia 
Angora  Trials,  1322,  1673 
Ca&olicos,  Khrimian— Detention  o^  at 
Jenu^ein,S08 

Stewart,  Sir  M.  J.,  ^rkeudArighi 
H.M.8.  "  Santet "  at  Callao,  781 

Stock,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Liverpool,  Walton 
Liverpool  Poet  Office— Inspectors  of  Me»* 
sengers,  1670 

Stoeet,  Mr.  S.,  Sunderland 
Charity  Schemes,  777,  1666, 1666 

Storm  Warnings 
Q„  Obs.  Eari  of  Steafford,  Lord  Kensington, 
Lord  Kbblesdale  June  3, 1 

Stbachbt,  Mr.  E.,  Somerset,  S, 
Outdoor  Relief  (Friendly  Societies)  Bill, 

Stbafpobd,  Earl  of 
Storm  Warnings,  1 

Straits  Settlements 

Military  Contributiont,  Q.  Sir  T.  Sutherland  ; 
A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  June  22.  1643 

Stuabt,  Mr.  J.,  ShorediUth,  Hoxton 

Local  Govenuneut  Provisional  Order  (Poor 

Laii)BilL  3B.  1811 
Police  and  tlie  Boyal  Wedding,  883 

SuPBLET,  3jord 

Bread  Stuffs,  Bea  1291, 1299 
Gibraltar  Dock,  Bes.  489 
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Suez  Canal  Shares 
Q.  Sir  £.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  A.  Sir  W.  Hwv 
coart  JiHu  19, 1348 

Supply 

Qi.  Mr.  A.  C.  Morton,  Dr.  Macgregor,  Hr. 
Hacforlane ;  Ab.  Mr.  W.  E.  Ouidatone 
June  19,  1349 

Sutherland,  Sir  T.,  Greetiock 

Straits  Settlements— Militarj  CoDtlibtttioii& 
1643 

Swansea,  Lord 
Places  of  Woiohip  (Sltea)  Bill,  Com.  1483 

Swaziland  (*«  Africa) 
Switu  Fever  (tue  Agriculture) 
Swine  Fever  Bill 

c.  Order   for    2R.    read ;  BUI  wKhdnvn 

June  19.  1428 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oxford  DmversUy 
BdacatioD 

Censuses.  771,  1823 

Free  Education,  788,  1323 

Walsall  Bluccoat  School,  316 
Fines  in  Lien  of  ImpriBoament  Bill,  3A.  1436 
Qovemmetit  of  Ireland  BUI,  Com.  1010 
Infectioaa  Disease  in  the  Ifotropeli^  13S6 

Taylor,  Mr.  F.,  Norfolk,  S. 
Naval  Engineers — Promotion,  523 

Teheran  and  the   Caspian,  SailtDotf 
Communication  between 
Q.  Sir  B.  Temple ;  A.  Sir  B.  Oier  Jtme  IS, 
889 

Telegraphs  (see  Post  Office) 
Telephones  (see  Post  Office) 

Teuple,  Sir  B.,  Surrey^  Kingston 

Armenia — Angora  Trials,  1674 

Civil  Service  Writers  and  Abstractors,  788 

Franco.  Siamese  Question,  787 

Free  Edncation,  7S8 

Free  Education  in  Pimlioo,  903 

QoYemment  of  Ireland  BiU,  Coul,  CI.  Ill, 
236,  672  ;  CI.  IV.  940,  963.  964 

Indian  Cmrency  Committee,  005 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Act  (Bxtensioii  to 
Fishermen)  Bill,  2R.  1426 

Teachers'  Superannuation,  616 

Teheran  and  the  Caspian,  Bailway  Communi- 
cation between,  SS9 

United  States— Treaty  of  ArbitrmtioD,  Bes. 
1270 

Thames  Conservancy  Board 
Q.  Ur.  H.  L.  W.  LawBon ;  A.  Ur.  Uaadella 
June  19, 1813 


Thames.,  Fishing  in 
Q.  Mr.  LoQgh ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  mbbert  Awll^ 

issa 


Theobald,  Mr.  J.,  Essex,  Romford 

BoslDess  of  the  House.  201 
Central  Telegraph  Office,  321,  765 
Customs  Ezamining  Officers,  778,  U71 
Essex,  CMme  in,  1071, 1468 
QoTBroment    of    Iieluid  BIU— Title  cf 

"Hononnble,"  1863 
Helston  Outrage,  1888 
Ireland 

Crime  in  Clare  County,  1661 

Limerick  Magistrates — Dennncistioo  d 
Land  Oiabbiog,  ftc,  63,  194,  616,  TTS, 
1181, 1478 

National  Flags,  639,  641,  794 

Nationalist  Meetings  in  Clare,  1671 
Ltmdon  Porta,  Surveyorehips  (rf,  779 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  657 
I^lace  Yard.  Trees  in,  1680 
Peerages  and  Voting  in  the  House,  333, 6M 
Boyal  Wedding,  National  Holiday.  1184 
Volnnteer  DeecoaUtms,  1780 

Thorbdrn,  Mr.  W.,  Peebles  and  Selkirk 
Scotland,  OoTeniment  of.  Res.  1862 

Thring,  Lord 

Authorised  Companies  (Liquor)  Bill,  SB. 
304 

Biven  Foliation  Prevention  (Na  2)  Bill,  IB. 
869 

Tithe  Collection 

Q.  Mr.  Griffith- Boecawen ;  A.  Mr.  Aaqmt]i 
JumB,  508 

ToLLEMACHE,    Mr.  H.  J.,  ChcsUn, 
Eddisbury 

Weaver  Navigation  Bill,  Instnictaons  to  Coo. 
642 

TOKLINSON,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preston 

Food  Prices  at  Home  and  Abroad,  606 
Government  of  Ireland  BiU,  Com.,  CI.  Ill- 

76,  233,   240,   248,  399,  666;  Cl-./r. 

991, 1118,  1691, 1696,  1709,  1730 
Bailway  W^ons,  Private,  504 
BMted  Music  on  Sundays  Bill.  2B.  1436 
Seal  Fisben  (^orth  Pacific)  Bill,  2B.  1410 
Volnnteer  fnq>ectlon,1078 

Towcester  and  Buckinffham  Rmtwoj 

{Abandonment)  Bill 
I,  Beport  from  Com,  of  Selection  June  W,  14C1 

Trade  and  Commerce 

Bread  Stufft,  Res.  (Karl  of  Winchfisea  vA 

Nottingham)  June  19, 1281 
Ibod  PfiM*  at  Home  and  Abroad,  <i.  *• 
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mSE,  BOABD  07 

President— Mr.  HUNDKLU. 
BecTetai7— Mr.  T.  Bobt 

Food  Stuff*,  Adttiterated—  Importatum  of, 

Q.,  Obs.  Doke  of  St.  Albansi  Lord  Playfair, 

Lord  Belper  June  12.  752 
Foreign  Wkipt,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Isaacson ;  A.  Mr. 

Mundella  JuTM  12,764 
Eorteftethfor  tht  Continent,  Qa.  Colonel  H. 

Vincent,  Mr.  Staart-Wortley  ;   As.  Mr. 

Mondelia  June  8,  618 
L^hthoute*  and  Lifeboat*  (tee  those  titles) 
lutchant  Shipping  (tee  that  title) 
Patfstt  (tee  ttiat  title) 
Trade  Markt  in  Oermany,  Q.  Mr.  Stuart- 

Wortley  ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  JvMS  5,  206 
Watch  Trade  and  the  Merehandite  Markt 

Act,  Qfl.  Colonel  H.  Vincent,  Mr.  Kewdi- 

gate  ;  As,  Mr.  Mundella  June  19,  1318 

Trade  Reports  {Annual  Series) 
Copy  pres.  Jwu  2, 140 

Trade  Reports  {Annual  Series) 
Copy  pres.  June  9,  7S9 

Tramways  Provisional  Orders  Bill 

c.  Reported  Juiu  16, 1278 
As  amended,  Con.;  Read  3°,  and  passed 
June  19, 1427 

Treasury  Chest  Fund  Bill . 

l.  Read  2-  June  6,  160 

Com. ;  Standing  Com.  negatived  Jwie  6,  312 
,    Read  3',  and  passed  June  9,  635 

Treaty  Series  {No.  9, 189S) 
Copy  pres.  June  16, 1280 

TBEVELYAN,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  G.  0. 
(Secretary  for  Scotland),  Glasgow^ 
Bridgeton 

Connty  of  the  City  of  Glasgow  Bill,  Com. 
1422 

Prison  (Officers*  Superannuation)  Bill,  60 
Prison   (Officers'  Superannuation)  (No,  2) 

Bill,  Com.  694 
Scotland 

Arran,  Island  of — Threatened  Krictions  in, 
197 

Auchtermuchty  Fever  Hospital,  37 
Boundary  Commission,  1778 
Deers  Forests  in  the  Highlands,  1840 
Education 

Bowling  School  Board  and  the  Public 
Hall.  44,  45 

Evening  School  Code,  1326 

Free  Educaticm,  1060 

Granta,  41 

Minute  of  the  Committee  ci  Council, 
1779 

Secondary  Education,  890 
Fishermen,  Protection  of,  from  Trawlers, 
826 

Fraser,  Alexander— Case  of,  1649 
Government  of,  Res.  1842, 1818, 1861 
Highlands  and  Islands — Boyal  Commis' 
slon,  43 
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TaarELTAH,  Bl^t  Hon.  Sir  Q.  0.-^n£. 

Portmahomack  Harbour,  314 
Prison  Officials'  Superaunuation,  609,  1672 
Sea  Fisheries  Regulation  (Scotland)  Bill- 
Fishery  Districts.  895 

Tbitton,  Mr.  C.  E.,  Lambeth^  Nor- 
wood 

Lambeth,  Heavy  Rates  in,  1667 
Tdbket 

Constantinople  and  Smyrna  Seamen't  Hot- 
pitali.  Q.  Sir  B.  Hill;  A.  Sir  B.  Qwy 
June  9.  644 

Cyprus  (we  that  title) 

TrUntte  (see  title  Cyprut) 

UoANDA  {see  Afkica) 

Union  Jack  (see  National  Flags) 

United  Service  InstitutCj  Site  of 
Q.  Mr.  Barnie ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  June  8, 
509 

United  States  {see  America) 

Vaccination 
Qs.  Mr.  Hopwood,  Mr.  Long,  Dr.  Macgregor  ; 

As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Mr.  Asquith,  Sir  W, 

Foster  June  6,  317 
Uttometer,  Death  at.,  Q.  Mr.  Hopwood ;  A. 

Sir  W.  Fostra  June  6, 319 

VernoX,  Lord 
Reformatory  Schools  Acts  Amendment  BiU, 
2R.  1303, 1307 

ViNCEXT,  Colonel  C.  £.  H.,  Sheffield, 
Central 

Admiralty  Contracts — Foreign  Firms,  1653 
English  Channel— Passenger  Traffic,  184 
Horseflesh  for  the  Continent,  618 
Irish  Police  Electoral  Disabilities,  643 
Paris.  Price  of  Bread  in,  1311 
Royal  Wedding— National  Holiday,  1484, 
1679 

Watch  Trale  and  the  Merchandise  Marks 
Act,  1318 

Vivian^  Sir  If. — Peerage 

Qa.  Sir  C.  Dalrymple,  Mr.  Theobald  ;  As.  Mr 
W.  E.  Gladstone  June  6,332;  Q.  Mr 
Theobald  ;  A.  Mr.  Speaker  Ju»'  8,  640 

(Refer  also  under  Parliament,  Lords — Ntvo 
Peers) 

Vivisection. 
Qs.  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis,  Colonel  Lockwood ;  As. 
Mr.  Asquith  June  9,  645 

Voluntary  Ctrnvayaaces  Bill 

c.  Con.  in  Cora,  and  reported  June  7,  464 
As  amended,  Con. ;    Bead  3^,  and  passed 

June  14,  1040 
I.  Commons  Amendts.  con.    and  agreed  to, 

June  22,  1634 
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Ct'vnty  CevTt  Jvdgn.  Qi.  Mr.  B.  Boberta 
31ajoT  Jones,-  As.  Mr.  Aeqajth  Jvne  23, 
1646 

Janet,  Jchn~Ca$e  o/,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Boberts  ;  A. 

Mr.  Aeqnith  Jvne  8,  610 
Svnday  Srivkwg,  Q.  Hr.  J,  Bot«rtB  ;  A.  Mr. 

ABqnitb  Jvne  12,  767 
Tithe  Cvlleetitm*,  Q.  Mr.  Grfffith-Boscaven  ; 

A.  Mr.  ABqnlth  Jvne  8.  608 

Waixace,  Mr.  R.,  EdinburghyE. 
QoTemmetit  kA  Ireland  BUI,  Com.,  CI.  JV. 
1611,  1819 

Walik^  Rev.  J.  F.  B.— Attack  on 
Qb.  Ur.  Macdona,  Hr.  Barrow,  Mr.  Stnart- 
Wortle;  ;  As.  Mr.  Speaker,  Mr.  Asquith 
Ju«e  6.  199 

'Walsimghah,  Lord 

Wild  Blrda  Protection  Bill,  Com.  1167,  1162, 
1164 

Wot  Office  (see  Abht) 
Secxetaijof  State— Mr.  Camfbell-Basneb- 

MAB 

TTiider   Secretary  of  State — Z^rd  Sabd- 

HITB8T 

Financial  Secretarj^Mr.  V.  WOOBALL 

Waring,  Colonel  T.,  Votcrtt  iV. 
Re-directed  PobUI  Matter,  890 

Water  FroTinonol  Order  Sills 

oro-i) 

e.  Beported  Jvne  6,  4C3 

Bead  3*.  and  rsssed  Jvne  7,  464 
Z.  Bead  I'Jvue  8,  492 

Bead2-J«nf  16,1177 

Com, ;   Amendts.  made ;   Standing  Ccm. 

negatived  Jvne  19,  1310 
Beported  Jvne  20, 1460 
Bead  S",  and  paaaed  Jvne  23, 16SS 

OTo.  3) 

r,  InstTuetioa  to  Com.  Jvne  16,  1277 
Beptrt  Jvne  22, 1748 

As  amended,  Con, ;  Read  8°,  and  passed 

Jvne  23,  1864 
Bead  1*  June  23. 1761 

(Ho.  8) 

e.  Beported  June  22, 1748 
As  amended,  Con.;   Bead  8",  and  passed 
June  28, 1864 
I.  Bead  1*  Jwu  23, 1761 

Watbbford,  Marqneas  of 
Limerick,  Crime  in,  14 
Official  T.iqnHahini  QnlkuQ  BiU^  74£ 

fFaterlav^  and  City  BaHKoy  Bill 
I.  Report  from  Com.  of  Selection  June  SO,  1461 


Weaver  Navigatiom  Bill 
Instonctioni  to  Com.  June  9, 6SS 


Webb,  Mr.  A.,  Waterford,  W, 
Laboarers'  Cwellint^  in  Congairui,  1048 

Webster,  Mr.  R.  G.,  St.  Pancra$,E. 

Government  of  Ireland  BiU,  Com-Ct/JZ 
236,  821,  823 

Wedderbcbn,  Sir  W.,  Banffthin 
India 

CiTil  Service  ExaminationB,  BeL  183 
Lieutenant  Kennedy,  653 
Murzban,  Mr.,  Case  of,  1674 

Weights  and  Measures  Bill 

/.  Bead  2*  Jvne  8,  466 

Com.;  Reported;  Re-ccm.  to  BtandinBOcm. 

June  IS.  882 
Reported  &om  Standing  Com.  Jvne  20, 1U» 
Read  S*,  and  paEsed  June  22, 16S4 

Weir,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Rots  and  Cromarty 

Auchtermuchty  Fever  Hon>ital,  37 
Privy  Council  Office  Appomtments,  43 
Stirling  Castle,  46 

M' EMYss,  Earl  of 
Authorised  Companies  CLiqnor)  Bill,2E.»7, 

306  *r  ^  J        ,  , 

North  Sea  Fisberiea  Bill,  Ccm.  76fi ;  3B. 
1041 

Railway  Servants  (Honrs  of  Labour)  EU, 

Report  of  Amendts.  1171 
Revenue,  Loss  of,  from  Licences^  1176 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireluid)  Bfll, 

Com.  747.  748,  751,762 
Volunteer  Inspection  in  Hyde  Park,  768,760 
Wild  Birds  Tiotection  Bill,  Com.  1161, 116i 

Westminster,  Duke  of 

Authorised  Companies  (.Liquor)  Bill,  2B.  305 
County    Magistrates  —  Appointments  and 
Politics,  Res.  167 

Whitelaw,  Mr.  W.,  Perth 

Mills,  James,  ConTict,  63S 

Prison  (Officen'  Saperannnation)  (No.  2) 

Bill,  Com.  98,  99,  693.  694 
Scotland — Prison  Officers'  Snpeiannutioii, 

BO, 609,  1672 

Wbitelet,  Mr.  G.,  Stockport 

Government  <A  Irelaiul  Bill,  Com-<I.//r. 
898, 677 

Weaver  Narigation  BiU,  InatnictloDf  to  Coa 
641 

Whitmore,  Mr.  C.  A.,  Chelsea 

County  Council  Hsd^entcfbc^  776 
London  (Eqnalisittion  of  Rates)  Bil),9BT 
Military  Exhibition  fUt^  77S 
Yolnnteer  Inspection  Ip^zde  nnS 
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Wild  Birds  Froteotion  BUI 

I.  Com.  amended  and  Be-com.  to  BbuuUug  Com. 
June  16,  1167 

Williams,  Mr,  J.  C,  Notta^  Mansjield 
GoveTDmeiit  of  Ireland  Bill,  6S8 
Jamaica,  Gambling  in,  648 
LancBBhire  Bnrial  Dispute,  1667 

Williams,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Birmingham,  S. 
Bebring  S«a  Arbittation— Coansel'a  Fees, 

RftilwajB — Private  Wagoni,  S04 

Wilson.  Mr.  H.  J.,  York,  fr.R.,ffolm- 
Jirth 

Jurymen,  Affirmation  hj,  1180 

W1XGBIL8BA  and  NoTTiNOHAu,  Earl  of 
Bread  StuA,  Res.  1281,  129S 

Wolff.  Mr.  G.  W.,  Belfatt,  E, 
Goremment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 

669,  666  ;  CI.  IV.  1686 
Irish  Ships,  Control  of,  under  Home  Rule,  51 
"  Botisc  ye,  Ulst«r"and  Military  Bands,  1192 

WoLMER,  Viscount,  Edinburgh^  W. 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 

908,  911,  913;  CI.  /F.  1101.  1103,1602, 

150B,  1626,  1527 
Mombasa  Railvpay  Survey,  SIS 

Women's  Franchise  Bill 

e.  Intro,  Dr.  Clark  ;  Read  1"  June  6,  404 

WOODALL,  Mr.  W.  (Financial  Secretary 

to  the  War  Oflfice),  Hanley 

Army 

Bradford  Barracks,  612 
Oontncta,S20 

Enfield  Small  Arms  Factory,  1674 
Government    Departments  —  Labourers' 

Wages,  790,  894 
Hospital  Stoppages,  646 
Ireland— Aldborough  Barracks,  16C0 
Uilitary  Exhibitioo  Site,  776 
Pension  Papers,  Pawning,  1189 
Pnrfleet  Powder  8to««,  1057 
Woolwich  Arsenal,  Discharges  from.  1061, 

1670 

Army  Estimates,  1480. 1660 


Woods,  Mr.  S..  Lancfuhire,  Ince 
Outdoor  Relief  (Friendly  Societies)  Bill, 
Com.  1040 

fVooist  Foresiiy  and  Land  Revenues 
of  the  Crown 

Fuhing  in  the  Thameg,  Q.  Mr.  Lough  ;  A.  Sir 
J.  T.  Hibbert  June  19.  1332 

Man-TVaps  on  Crown  Lands,  Q.  Captain  Sin- 
clair ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  June  18, 1321 

yew  fhrett  Verderert  and  the  Crown  Land* 
BUI,  a  Ur.  Jackson;  A.  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert  Jime  22, 164S 

Working  Ken'i  BweUlngs  Bill 

r.  Con.  in  Com.,  B.P.  June  22. 1748 

Working  Men's  Dwellings  Bill 

Qa.  Mr.  Wrightson ;  As.  Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone June  8,  689  ;  June  IS,  904 

WoRTLET,  Mr.C.  B.  Stuaet-,  Sheffield, 
Hallam 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 

361,  366,  367,  666 
Horsefiesh  for  the  Continent,  619 
Millbank  Prison  Site,  777 
Statutory  Roles  Procedure  Bill,  Com.  803 
Trade  Marks  in  Germany,  205 
Walsh.  Rev.  F.  J.  B.,  Attack  on,  200 

Wrightson,  Mr.  T.,  Stockton-on-  Tees 
Working  Men's  Dwellings  BUI,  639,  904 

Wtndham,  Mr.  G.,  Dover 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III. 
73.  74,  S52,  S53  ;  CI.  IV.  935,  966, 1126 

YxRBDROH,  Mr.  B.  A.,  Chestsr 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  III., 
Amendt.  249,  257 

Zetland,  Marquess  of 
Ireland,  Crime  in,  6 

Zululand 

Exilei,  Q.  Baron  H.  de  Worms ;  A.  Mr.  S. 
I       Boston  June  5,  181 


END    OF    VOLUME  XIII.,  AND    SIXTH  VOLU.ME 
OF    SESSION  1893. 
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